
CHAPTER I
THE LIBERAL ERA (1871-1878)

In Germany, as in other European countries, the fight for Jewish
emancipation was part of the greater conffict between the old feudal
powers and the rising middle class. The gains and setbacks in the Jews'
struggle for civil equality run parallel with the fortunes of German liberal-

ism in its fight for democracy and national unification. The final eman-
cipation law was not passed until 1869. But well before that time,
Germany, on her way toward urbanization and industrialization, offered
Jews economic, social, and cultural advantages which they did not find
in eastern and southeastern European countries. Between 1816 and 1848,
from the end of the Napoleonic Wars to the revolution, the Jewish popu-
lation increased from 800,000 to 400,000. Jewish names were prominent
in trading and banking as well as in literature and politics. When Ger-
many's first national parliament, the National Assembly, convened in
Frankfurt am Main in May, 1848, four of its members were Jews,' among
them its vice-president Gabriel Riesser, a leader in the fight for Jewish
rights and a democratic Germany. In the period of political reaction
that followed the defeat of the revolution, the legal rights of Jews again
were curtailed in practically all German states. The counterrevolution,
however, did not entirely erase the changes which the revolution had
introduced, nor did it forever suppress the aspirations that had been
voiced in 1848. Economically and politically, the forces that stood for
German unification and a liberalized regime were too strong to be

ignored.
Bismarck's plan of unifying Germany under the king of Prussia called

for political concessions and guarantees. The statesman had to overcome
age-old suspicions and grievances against orthodox Protestant, semi-
absolutistic, feudal Prussia. The Southern Catholics, the Hanoverians
—'Prussians by annexation"—the Western liberals demanded protec-
tion against encroachments of the state. Without granting equality be-
fore the law and the right to participate in the government Bismarck
could not hope to bring together the disparate members of the nation.

It was in the train of the necessary concessions to liberalism that Ger-
many's Jews achieved the status of equal citizenship. On July 3, 169,
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all Jews within the territories of the North German Federation were
pronounced free of all civic restrictions. The law, promulgated by the
king of Prussia and countersigned by Bismarck, read:

All still existing limitations of civil and civic rights based on differences of
religious creed are hereby abolished. Particularly the right to participate in
municipal and state government, and to hold public office shall not be de-
pendent on religious creed.

Of the southern German states, Baden had rescinded the last restrictions
on Jewish civil rights in 1862, and Wiirttemberg in 1864. The Jews of
Bavaria received equal civil status when Bavaria joined the North Ger-
man Federation during the Franco-German War (1870—71).

The historical circumstances of the emancipation had a lasting in-
fluence on the position of the Jews in German society. The various
dynasties, Protestant orthodoxy, and the Prussian aristocracy had yielded
to political pressure when they granted Jews equal rights as citizens but
they expected gratitude and obedience for what appeared to them as
an act of pure generosity. The bitterness of their later accusations against
liberal Jews was of the kind a benefactor feels toward an ingrate. More-
over, as the emancipation had not resulted from a revolutionary political
and social change, it retained the character of a government grant. The
application of the emancipation law revealed the nature of its origin.
In Prussia, for example, the government, so as not to offend feudal tradi-
tion, refrained from opening civil service careers to Jewish applicants.
Jews were readily admitted to the bar but rarely to judgeship; to posi-
tions in the elementary schools but infrequently in the academic world.
An unwritten law kept them out of the administration, the professional
army, and nearly all offices of public authority unless they documented
by baptism their willingness to surrender their religious identity.

Despite these limitations, political emancipation opened new avenues
to German Jews. In politics and the arts, in journalism and science, as
lawyers, bankers, businessmen, and writers, Jews took their place in
public life. It was a baptized Jew, Eduard Simson, who at Versailles, as
President of the North German Reichstag, presented the crown of the
Kaiser to the king of Prussia. Two outstanding liberal parliamentarians
and supporters of Bismarck in his efforts to unify and consolidate the
Reich were Jews—Ludwig Bamberger and Eduard Lasker. Bismarck's
personal financial adviser, who had helped finance the war against Austria
in 1866, was a Jewish banker, Gerson von Bleichröder. Even a historian
as skeptical of the possibilities of Jewish assimilation as Dubnow2 com-
ments favorably upon the circumstances under which German Jews lived
during these years:
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After the consolidation of the Reich, it appeared as if the specter of the
Jewish question had once and for all been driven out of the united Germany.
This was the time when Jews found access to the highest German circles

and secured a firm position in all spheres of economic life. Jewish capital

had a leading part in railroad building, in the construction of industrial plants

and the organization of gigantic commercial enterprises. The Jewish intelli-
gentsia asserted itself in the free professions as well as in those government
services which were not closed to Jews.

Jews made these gains at a time of economic and national buoyancy.
Rapid and reckless business expansion seemed to justify the claim that
unfettered capitalism would ultimately work in the interest of all, even

its temporary victims. The legal and technical instrumentalities required

by liberal capitalism were created in quick succession. The industrial

law of 1869 (Gewerbeordnung) had already established the principle of
freedom of trade. The new stock corporation law of 1870 (Aktiennovelle)
abolished the system of strict regulations which had hampered the de-
velopment of joint stock companies. The introduction of the gold stand-

ard (Reichsmunzgese'tze of 1871 and 1873) encouraged German business
to go after a larger share of the world market.

The optimism of German entrepreneurs, already inflated because of
the extraordinary advances in the coal, iron, and chemical industries, in
railroad building, banking, and foreign trade, knew no bounds after the
successful war with France. The unexpectedly quick payment of the
French war reparations totaling five billion gold francs added to the pre-
vailing confidence of the nation and especially of the middle class. From
1866 to 1873, industrial consumption of pig iron more than doubled.
During 1872 more than twice as many stock companies were founded in
Prussia as had been organized during the entire period from 1790 to
1867, among them 49 banks and 61 chemical plants. In 1871 the Deutsche,
Bank was established and in 1878 the Dresdener Bank.

It was the heyday of free enterprise in Germany. New economic pos-
sibilities multiplied generating a feverish desire to exploit them and get
rich by the quickest rather than the soundest methods. Financial specu-
lation was frantic and unrestrained and Germans of all classes plunged
heavily on the stock market.3 The economic and political ideology of
the period was supplied by the two liberal parties, the Progress Party
(Fortschrittspartei) and the National Liberal Party (Nationalliberale
Partei).4 The latter was the strongest party in the Reichstag and con-
stituted Bismarck's most reliable ally.

In 1873 a world-wide depression set in which struck this eager, striv-
ing, speculating Reich as if with lightning. A financial crash came first
and many quickly acquired fortunes were wiped out along with a host
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of small, painfully accumulated savings. The economic debacle that fol-
lowed developed into one of the most prolonged and disastrous depres-
sions in German history.5 In the six ensuing years of economic disorder,
the prestige and chances of German liberalism—never too good because
of the country's belated economic and confused political development
—were seriously if not fatally impaired. The position of the Jews in
Germany was also immediately affected. Liberalism as a whole was
placed on trial and the very name of "liberal" acquired a distinctly op-
probrious connotation. To the enemies of the new era, liberalism was
identified with the Progress Party and the National Liberal Party, both
stigmatized as "Jewish."

At this juncture in German history, the two strongest political oppo-
nents of Bismarck's Reich policy were the Old Conservatives6 and the
Catholic Center Party.7 The former felt their semifeudal powers to be
threatened by the reforms which the Chancellor had undertaken for the
sake of national unification. Against the Catholic hierarchy, Bismarck
had been waging a determined war, seeking to establish the authority
of the state over the church arid abolishing many of its traditional
privileges. Both these parties cast about for support in their struggle.
It was only natural that they should turn to those social groups, the
members of which had suffered most in the recent catastrophe and had,
indeed, already begun to air their disillusionment and grievances against
Bismarck and "Jewish liberalism."

One of the first articulate voices of discontent was that of Wilhelm
Marr, a journalist who, at the beginning of the depression, published a
pamphlet entitled Der Sieg des Judentums über das Germanentum
(Jewry's Victory Over Teutonism ) . It was not Marr's first venture of
this kind. Ten years before, "aroused by the consequences of Jewish
emancipation,"9 he had published his first anti-Semitic pamphlet, Juden-
spiegel1° which apparently had not attracted much attention. This time,
he decided not to repeat the mistake he thought he had previously made
of entering into polemics against Jewry. "My polemics were anachronis-
tic; they came many centuries too late."11

Marr's pamphlet, often mentioned but seldom analyzed, is invaluable
for the study of both the history of German anti-Semitism and modern
fascist agitation in general; It is an unusual document and had a sensa-
tional effect. To begin with, Man refrained from attacking the Jewish
religion and professed himself as enlightened with respect to the func-
tion of all religion. "It is human nature to involve Providence and reli-
gion every time people want to commit stupidities or infamies. Men
have rarely strangled each other in wars without first appealing to their
respective gods and inificting upon them the honor of becoming their
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allies. In the same way God and religion had to be dragged in whenever
Jews were persecuted. . . ." He finds it "idiotic" to saddle the Jews with
the responsibility for Christ's crucifixion, "a performance staged, as we
know, by the Roman authorities which yielded in a cowardly fashion
to the howling mob of Jerusalem." He declares himself for "the uncon-
ditional defense of the Jews against all 'religious' persecution."

No less remarkable is his characterization of the Jewish people.
"Highly gifted and talented," "tough," "of admirable endurance and
resilience," are the attributes he bestows on them. He borrows arguments
from liberal defense and Jewish self-defense to explain the status and
economic role of the Jews in the Middle Ages. "Officially suppressed
from above, they found material compensation in their dealings with
the lower classes. The people were not permitted to grumble against
the exploiters on top, who used Jewry as their go-between." Popular
hatred, therefore, turned against the Jews, he writes in full acceptance
of the scapegoat theory. "The 'big shots' were by no means inconven-
ienced by occasional outbreaks of Jew-baiting. It perpetuated the Jews'
dependence and made them willing to go on with their job as middle-
men. Besides, it stifled their will to demand, as 'brokerage,' the eman-
cipation of their people." Marr seems to reach the highest degree of
objectivity when discussing the merits of the charge that Jews are revo-
lutionaries. Of course they are, he argues, but "who wants to blame
them for greeting joyously the revolutions of 1789 and 1848 and eagerly
taking part in them? 'Jews, Poles, and literati,' were the conservative
catchwords in 1848. Why naturally. Three oppressed groups: The for-
tunate and contented of this earth don't revolt!"

Dismissing the complaints usually raised by anti-Semites, bowing to
the fortitude and genius of the Jewish group, Marr redefines the nature
of the "Jewish question" and puts it in a new perspective. He wants to
destroy an old and misleading stereotype. The Jews are not a small and
weak group, they are a world power! They are much stronger than the
Germans! The display of fairness and generosity in Marr's appraisal of
Jewish virtues serves to mould the new image of the Jews as a most
formidable opponent. Due to their racial qualities, he claims, the Jews
"triumphantly resisted the occidental world for 1,800 years," "rose in the
nineteenth century to the position of the first major power in the West,"
and have now h-i Germany become "the sociopolitical dictator despite
having been politically persecuted for centuries and without once resort-
ing to force." To be faced by an opponent of such caliber is a matter of
life and death. In such a fight, Man thinks, it is altogether useless to
raise the question of guilt. Historical events once threw the Jews into
the Western world where they encountered "an element that was as alien
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to them as they were to this element." Therefore don't hate individual
Jews, he admonishes. His anti-Semitism is totalitarian. The Jewish group
is attacked; not some of its members. The Jews, he insists, are a racially
determined people; they cannot change and cannot be changed. Living
with them on an equal footing is impossible because of their superior
qualities. The alternatives being only "we or they," both sides are forced
to use all means at their disposal. Fate has willed that Jews and Teutons,
"like gladiators of cultural history," should meet face to face in the arena.
The individual on either side has no choice but to follow his group in
attack and defense. Acting under the orders of fate he cannot be held
to account for his deeds.

The hour is late, Marr writes. The Germanic state is in rapid disin-
tegration, the Germans' morale is sapped. They no longer have the
physical and intellectual powers it would take to "de-Judaize" them-
selves. With an air of resignation characteristic of the pamphlet's spirit
and style, he concedes the defeat of the Teutons. "Of tougher and
stronger fiber than we, you [Jews] remained the victor in this peoples'
war which you fought by peaceful means while we massacred and burnt
you but did not possess the ethical strength to confine you to yourselves
and to intercourse among yourselves." Is everything lost then? Probably,
Marr says. But he manages to leave a few possibilities open in this
constricted scheme of historical tragedy and doom.12 A last desperate
European counterattack against Jewry might yet take place, possibly led
by Russia.13 In Germany, a "catastrophe," an "explosion" is likely to
happen before the Teutonic peoples capitulate. "Passionate popular in-
dignation" is rising against the "Semitic aliens" and "Judaization of
society."14 The general pogrom, unavoidable and uncontrollable, is an-
nounced.

The evidence which Marr offers to substantiate his sweeping con-
clusions and gloomy predictions transfers us abruptly from the realm
of historical destiny to the desk of a frustrated journalist. The big press,
the liberal newspapers do not publish Marr. The complaint that the press
is in Jewish hands and discriminates against all who are not allied with
"Jewish liberalism" is recurrent and always the basis of the most dire
prophecies.15 Jewish monopoly of the press, "the result of the Thirty-
Years War which Jewry officially has been waging against us ever since
1848," makes it impossible to write and to participate in Germany's po-
litical life. In the "New Palestine" that is Bismarck's Reich, "alien dom-
ination" has been legally recognized with the emancipation act. Its agent
is National Liberalism, the party to which Jews flocked "because it was
furthest advanced in the spirit of Judaization, in the philosophy of ex-
pediency and pragmatism, in a general lack of principles." Jews have
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"corrupted all standards, have banned all idealism from society, dom-
inate commerce, push themselves ever more into state services, rule the
theater, form a social and political phalanx . . . have degraded talent
to glittering virtuosity, have made procuring advertisement (die Kupp-
lerin Rekiame) the goddess of public opinion and rule today." Marr's
assault upon the founder and leader of this Judaized Reich is oblique
and leaves open the possibility of a reconciliation. "As German and
fellow-vanquished, it is not up to me to criticize the domestic statesman-
ship of Prince Bismarck. But if I were a Jew I would say: 'The Prince
has understood his time as no statesman before him. He has the clear
historical vision of a bankrupt and dying Germanic people and looks
for forces of greater vitality.'" "What really," he continues, "could such
men mean to him as we who cannot be the 'Reich's friends' any more
because we no longer have a German Reich and who ask the Prince for
nothing more than a modest space for a small quiet community which
has not yet lost all ideals."

Occupational and political frustrations are cumulatively expressed in
the closing sentences of the pamphlet. "What are we to do?" Marr asks.
"Shall we throw ourselves into the arms of Rome? Shall we go 'to
Canossa' and lay at the Pope's feet all our scientific achievements? That
would be a harder journey than Luther's to Worms! Shall we join ranks
with the Protestant bigots and hypocritically indulge in religious hatred?
Just as impossible. The 'progressive' press is closed to us because you
[Jews] have succeeded in monopolizing it. Indeed, sacred liberty itself
has become a Jewish monopoly and must abide by sociopolitical Jewish
dogmas. . . . Let us submit to the inevitable if we are unable to change
it. Its name is: FINIS GERMANIAE."

Reliable biographical data on this forerunner of German racial anti-
Semitism are scanty.° A scarcity of information on the life stories of
leading anti-Semites, on their character and personality confronts us
again and again. The fact is worth noting although the lack of such
data does not seriously impede the progress of the present study. These
individuals interest us primarily as representatives of social groups. The
intensity of the sting of failure in their personal life, the psychological
mechanisms set in motion for the sake of ego defense certainly are
relevant factors if we ask why X and not Y rose to prominence in the
anti-Semitic movement. Our problem, however, is broader; it is set by
the historical facts that individual frustration, insecurity, resentment,
and aggression found social expression in political anti-Semitism at cer-
tain times rather than others; that specific social groups were attracted
more strongly than others by anti-Semitic agitation; that within the

See reference 8.
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affected groups diversified character and personality types were repre-
sented. In Marr's case, his charge of having been maneuvered out of
German journalism for the benefit of Jewish competitors might or might
not have been true. That he lost his job was perhaps due to greater re-
quirements which the flourishing liberal press demanded of newspaper-
men. But it is possible that he may really have become the victhn of
office intrigue. In any case, Marr's violent outburst would have ap-
peared paranoic and would have probably passed unnoticed had there not
been similar experiences too frequent in number and too unusual to be
written off as "normal" casualties in the competitive routine. Instead of
disappearing frito oblivion, his pamphlet went through twelve editions
between 1873 and 1879 and created a sensation.

Marr's arguments permit us to trace the contours of the groups for
whom he speaks. He declares himself unwilling to sacrifice the achieve-
ments of modern science to the dogmas of Catholic religion; and he
has, allegedly, no taste for Protestant bigotry. He counts himself as one
of the "former radicals" now driven into the camp of forces which
"Judaized 'liberal' Germany" likes to call "reactionary." The Social
Democratic Party appears to him as "the coarse, brutal but completely
blind protest against materialistic Judaization of society";'7 Germany, in
his opinion, was particularly defenseless against Jewish invasion because
'there was in the [various] Germanic states no developed sense of a
German nationality, let alone German national pride." Marr thus comes
originally neither from Catholicism nor Protestant conservatism, nor
from socialist labor. As a radical who once longed for a great German
nation but is now looking to the opponents of the current Reich policy
for protection against the powers of money, his development and be-
havior was typical of the members of disillusioned and uprooted Mittel-
stand groups in search of new alliances. At once boasting of their cul-
tural and moral values and threatening to discard them as luxuries in
the venal world of "Jewish liberalism," these groups now offered them-
selves on the political market places. "Whoever helps us can have us."18

Marr's Sieg des Judentunis uber das Germanentum had hardly fired
the opening gun when a broader attack followed. In 1874, Die Garten-
laube, a literary magazine for the Mitteistand, published a series of anti-
Semitic articles on "The Stock Exchange and Speculation Fraud in Ber-
lin." The articles, written by Otto Glagau,'9 expressed even more clearly
than Marr's pamphlet the grievances of groups whose livelthood and
status were in jeopardy—artisans, small entrepreneurs and merchants,
petty officials, and peasants. Glagau blamed Jewish legislators, particu-
larly Lasker and Bamberger, for the passage of laws which favored
trade, the stock exchange, and big business to the detriment of handi-
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craft and agriculture. His views on Jews, liberalism, Manchester theory,
political parties, the modern bourgeoisie, and the role of the superior
statesman likewise show extraordinary similarities to later NaZi doctrines.
There is the same biting critique of liberal hypocrisy and conservative
narrow-mindedness, the courting of industrial workers, the demand for
social reforms—typical ingredients of fascist propaganda some fifty years
later. There is even the unmistakably Marxist terminology, later sported
by "left-wing" Nazis, in Glagau's description of the workings of the
capitalist system.

Under the rule of economic liberalism, Industrious and prosperous handicraft
cannot survive; it is mercilessly uprooted by big industry; and in the same
way as the big trader squeezes out the small one, the peasantry disappears
more and more and is devoured by the large estates. In the new German
Reich as in the Rome of antiquity, the healthy middle class disintegrates, and
a destitute proletariat grows like an avalanche.20

Marichesterism is the King Midas doctrine of money, it wants to trans-
form everything into money—the soil, labor and human ability; it glorifies
egoism, and rejects all sense of solidarity, humanity arid all ethical principles.
It preaches crass materialism. Its motto is the notorious "laissez faire et
passer.". . . The foremost demand of Manchesterism is therefore unrestricted
freedom of trade and movement. Through this it believes it has done every-
thing possible for the worker, but, as the latter has understood, this is only
the freedom to choose the occupation and the place where he may starve to
death. This very freedom to move and to trade provides the industrialist with
an unending stream of cheap hands, by depopulating the countryside and
overcrowding the cilies.n

Jewry is applied Manchesterism in the extreme. It knows nothing any more
but trade, and of that merely haggling and usury. It does not work but
makes others work for it, it haggles and speculates with the manual and
mental products of others. Its center is the stock exchange. . . . As an
alien tribe it fastens itself on the German people and sucks their marrow.
The social question is essentially the Jewish question; everything else is

swindle.22

The social groups which Glagau defended had not as yet been able
to build up an independent political organization which would effec-
tively protect their interests. The attempts made by artisans during and
after the revolution of 1848 were sporadic and unsuccessful. Glagau paid
tribute to what he called the socialistic agitation they had carried on
and expressed regret that, unlike the workers, they had not produced
an organization of their own. The difficulty lower middle-class groups
have in banding together for effective political action is a common
phenomenon, It stems from their position between capital and labor as
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well as from the heterogeneous socioeconomic interests prevailing within
the various segments of the lower middle class itself. These groups are
inclined, therefore, to look for a leader who does not seem to depend
on the support of established political parties. In times of acute tension
their political ideal is Bonapartism. The longing for the strong man, for
the "honest broker," who is above party politics, and for the "unpolitical"
state, is at the core of German lower middle-class politics from Bismarck
to Hitler. Not to have recognized the political potential of these groups
was German society's disaster. Liberalism had nothing to offer them but
the wisdom of the successful competitor; conservatism nothing but praise
of their moral virtues; socialism wrote them off the books as doomed by
the laws of capitalism. It took National Socialism to organize them for
action.

The economic philosophy of National Socialism, however, had long
been prepared. The concept of "predatory capital," for instance, that
figured so prominently in early Nazi economic theory, was a common
property of the anti-Semitic writers of the 1870's.° Otto Glagau, spokes-
man of the Mitteistand, applied it. Adolf Stoecker, exponent of Christian
Social anti-Semitism, a few years later took pride in the fact that he
warred only against "mobile capital," "stock-exchange capital." "Marx
and Lassalle," he said, "looked for the roots of the [social] problem not
in the direction of the stock-exchange, but of industrial production; they
made the industrialists responsible for all social ills and directed the
workers' wrath toward them. Our movement corrects this. We show the
people that the roots of their plight are in the power of money, in the
mercenary spirit of the stock-exchange."23

A stable income and a "just return for honest work" were at all times
the economic ideals of the German urban and rural Mitteirtand. These
groups feared and hated the dynamism of capitalist economy, its mobil-
ity and speculative aspect. To them, the exchange of commodities and
money, wherein capital appears in its most abstract and anonymous form,
symbolized the immoral, usurious, and uncanny character of the sys-
tem, with high finance its most sinister agency. The further removed
they were from any concrete knowledge of the workings of finance and
from personal contact with its world, the more mysterious and threaten-
ing it appeared.24 This whole sphere of activity they saw as eminently
Jewish. The stereotype of the Jewish middleman, banker, and interna-
tional financier—"swindlers aIl"—was certainly nurtured by the recollec-
tion of medieval Jewish money practice and the traditionally high propor-
tion of Jews in trade and commerce. But the stereotype's longevity is

* Cf. Liebermann von Sonnenberg's definition of "useful" and "harmful" capital,
Document No. I.
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likely to be related also to real economic conflicts which are distortedly
expressed by the distinction between financial, that is "Jewish," and
industrial-agrarian, that is "German" capital. The distinction was so
readily accepted by lower middle-class groups because it provided them
with a social critique that did not touch the foundation of the given
order, private property, nor involve conflicting loyalties. Anti-Semitic
agitator5 therefore, found it most useful. This kind of anticapitalism
did not alienate the anti-Semites' followers from the ruling groups. On
the contrary, it made for the pseudo solidarity of the Christian state,
and later for the myth of the racial community. How great the tactical
need for such a departmentalizing of capitalism was may be judged by
Hitler's reaction when he first heard Gottfried Feder speak on "Breaking
the Slavery of Interest." "I knew at once," he wrote, "that this was a
theoretical truth which must be of immense importance for the future
of the German people. Sharp separation of finance capital from the na-
tional economy made it possible to oppose the internationalization of
German economy without threatening the whole foundation of inde-
pendent national self-preservation in the process of fighting against
capital."25

The attacks upon "Jewish" financial swindles which were among the
earliest reactions to the big crash of 1873 must be placed in this broad
economic and ideological contest. It made little difference that Lasker,
the liberal leader, in speeches in the Prussian Diet on January 14 and
February 7, 1873, and in the Reichstag on April 4, 1873, had sounded
a warning and disclosed that several Conservative members had given
their support to dubious stock transactions. Among those he named was
Geheimrat Hermann Wagener, a leader of the group behind the ultra-
conservative newspaper, the Kreuzzeitung,26 who became one of Adolf
Stoecker's friends and a sponsor of the anti-Semitic Christian Social
Party. Far from serving to absolve the Jewish group from the charge of
having brought about the general collapse of business, Lasker's speeches
were construed as a Jewish attempt to saddle the Conservatives with the
responsibility. In the social configuration of the time, no participation
of Conservatives in speculative swindles could make the era appear as
a child of conservatism. With its new laws and business morals, en-
hanced social polarization, and political and religious tensions, this was
an era of bourgeois progress, and it coincided with obvious gains in the
status of the Jewish group. In this atmosphere the ludicrous assertions
of Glagau and others that according to statistics ninety per cent of the
speculators were Jewish, were gladly believed.

The anti-Semitism of men like Marr and Glagau—the list of agitators
could be continued without much gain to the analysis—registered as an
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expression of private opinion which the public mind did not associate
with specific organizations. The turn came in 1875. Anti-Semitism be-
came a political issue, a matter of high strategy, when it was taken up
by two politically defined newspapers, the Kreuzzeitung, which was the
voice of orthodox Prussian Protestantism and conservatism, and Ger-
mania, the organ of the Catholic Center Party.

In a series of articles,27 the Kreuzzeitung violently attacked the "pa-
thetic mess of new German economic policies," for which it blamed
men in Bismarck's confidence, among them his financial adviser, Bleich-
röder. The paper charged that just as this "governing banker" was a
Jew, Bismarck's whole National Liberal era amounted to nothing but
a banker's policy made for and by Jews. It contended that "fellow citi-
zens of Semitic race" dominated the National Liberals through Lasker
and Bamberger; that through the National Liberals they controlled the
legislature; and that they ruled the German people through the National
Liberal press. The threat was explicit and pointed. The position of
Jews in German public life, the Conservative paper announced, would
not remain unchanged once the Christian German people came to realize
the nature of the "Jew-policy" carried on by the politically dominant
groups.

In the summer of 1875 the leading Catholic paper, Germania, took over
and reinforced the Kreuzzeitung accusations. The anti-Semitic articles in
Germania28 excelled in skillful demagogy. The paper needled Bismarck
by reprinting a speech against Jewish emancipation which he had made
in the Prussian Diet of 1847.29 It ransacked the German classics, the
writings of Goethe, Herder, Kant, and Fichte, for anti-Jewish statements,
a procedure followed decades later in Theodor Fritsch's Handbvch der
Judenf rage, and perfected by the Nazi Institute for the Study of the
Jewish Question. Germania drew attention to the occupational distribu-
tion of Jews and argued with the aid of statistics that they were meagerly
represented in the "productive strata" but were crowded together in
"lucrative businesses," where they accumulated wealth at the expense
of the Christian population. Attention was called to the "truly stupen-
dous disproportions" in the number of Christian and Jewish pupils in
schools of higher learning, an unmistakable hint to apply quota laws.
The government's campaign against the Catholic Church, Bismarck's
Kulturkampf,3° was interpreted as a Jewish war to take revenge on Rome
for having trampled the Jewish people underfoot 1,800 years before,
but also as a smokescreen behind which Jewry could go ahead, umno-
lested, with its job of swindling and exploiting the German people.

Germania's program for an "emancipation of the Christians from the
Jews" recommended Christian economic unity,3' introduced slogans like
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"Don't buy from Jews," "Don't borrow from Jews," and advised that
savings institutions and credit institutions be organized as a step toward
economic liberation from Jewish usury. In retaliation for liberal accusa-
tions that the Catholics were unpatriotic, Germania charged that during
the Franco-Gelman War, Jewish financiers had eagerly subscribed to the
war loan of the French government but had remained cool toward
the loan of the North German Federation. Moreover, the Catholic organ
advanced a theory of anti-Semitism which operated with racial con-
cepts. Hatred and persecution of Jews, it declared, were never caused
by religious fanaticism, but were, rather, a protest of the Germanic race
against the intrusion of an alien tribe. Catholic publications all over
Germany took the cue from Germania, and the anti-Semitic press cam-
paign which followed was interpreted by the editors of that paper as
proving "how severely many people have been suffering under the pres-
sure of the Jews."

After the concerted attack of the leading Conservative and Catholic
papers had ceased, the fight was kept going by a group known as "the
Anti-Chancellor League," which brought together Catholics and Con-
servatives, included many powerful aristocrats, and enjoyed the pa-
tronage of the Imperial Court. They put out a newspaper, sarcastically
called the Deutsche Eisenhahnzeitung (railroad building was one of the
Grunder industries in which fortunes were made and lost), and pub-
lished a number of books32 and pamphlets most of which were taken
up with violent attacks against Bismarck and the Jews. The Eisenbahn-
zeitung referred sardonically to the Jews as Bismarck's "warriors for
culture" and claimed that, following the age-old strategy of divide and
rule, the Jews were making a bid for power by deliberately provoking
a struggle against the Catholics. The Jewish question, the paper held,
was a question of life and death for the German people and could be
solved only after Bismarck and his Jewish system of government had
been ousted.33

There were cultural as well as political motives for this startling Con-
servative-Catholic alliance. Bismarck had started the Kulturkampf in
order to curb the political power of Catholicism in which he saw a
danger to the Reich. The details of the bitter, drawn-out conflict are
not relevant here but an acquaintance with its broad features is essential
for an understanding of the situation.

The Catholjc Center Party, founded in 1870, championed the rights
of the Church against the State, and the interests of the individual mem-
ber states against the Reich. Bismarck had called this new party "a
mobilization against the state," that is, against his Reich which was
based on the hegemony of the Protestant-Prussian monarchy. The Chan-
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cellor and the National Liberals regarded political Catholicism as the
center of the grossdeutsche, pro-Austrian, anti-Prussian opposition against
Bismarck's kleindeutsche solution of Germany's unification. Nationalist
suspicion of political Catholicism was enhanced by the fact that the
leader of the Catholic Center, Ludwig Windthorst, was a loyal friend
of the king of Hanover whom Bismarck had dethroned after the war
with Austria in 1866, and whose territory he had incorporated into the
State of Prussia. It was for political rather than religious considerations
that Bismarck engaged in the Kulturkampf. He introduced a number of
bills, passed by both the Prussian Diet and the Reichstag, which trans-
ferred school supervision from the clergy to the government; outlawed
the Jesuits and other religious orders; gave the government decisive
influence over the appointment and dismissal of the Catholic hierarchy
in Germany; placed Catholic seminaries under state authority; made
civil marriage mandatory and established the marriage registrar's office.
In Prussia, the constitutional privileges of the churches were revoked.
Although directed against the Catholic Church, the Kulturkampf was
taken by many Conservatives as a dangerous general advance of secular
authority and as an indirect assault on one of the bulwarks of old
Prussianism, the Protestant Church.

Protestant orthodoxy was built into the structure of the monarchic
Prussian State. The authoritarian concepts of Lutheran theology found
a home in the authoritarian principles of Prussian power. From the end
of the eighteenth century on, under the shadow of the French revolu-
tion, the bonds between Church and State had been strengthened in
many continental nations. Since the years of Prussia's wars against Napo-
leon I, when the divine rights of monarchy and ecclesiastic orthodoxy
had been in common jeopardy, State and Church had entered into a
close alliance. The Church's authority was to ensure the subject's obedi-
ence toward the State; in turn, Protestant orthodoxy relied on the author-
ity of the State to suppress liberal tendencies in ecclesiastic as well as
secular matters. Bourgeois movements and later socialist movements
drew their strength from opposing State religion and a philosophy of
government which taught that God was the source of monarchic sov-
ereignty and that the existing social hierarchy was society's natural
order.34 'When Bismarck, with the help of the liberal bourgeoisie, whit-
tled down the power of the Catholic Church in the Reich, it was natural
that Prussian Protestant orthodoxy should have felt itself under attack.
The Kulturkanip-f evolved into a struggle between clerical and secular
authority in general.

Antagonism to Bismarck's policies alone, however, could hardly have
been the immediate reason for the concerted Conservative-Catholic at-



THE LIBERAL ERA (187 1—1878)

tack on the Jews. In 1875, when the anti-Semitic campaign began, the
Kulturkam p-f had been going on for four years. Nor could it have been
generated spontaneously by the economic collapse. The shock of the
big crash had come almost two years before. The stored-up aggressions
seemed to have been set free by specific political events and political
considerations.

The elections of January, 1874, gave an overwhelming victory to the
National Liberals, "the party of Bismarck and the Jews." The Conserva-
tives were the chief losers. Their percentage of the total vote declined
from fourteen to seven; the number of their seats in the Reichstag from
57 to 22. The Catholic Center, on the other hand, withstood the Kultur-
kampf agitation and even increased the number of its representatives in
the Reichstag from 70 to 91. Catholicism was now the only major po-
litical force with which the decimated Old Conservatives could align
themselves. The initiative in the attack upon "Jewish liberalism" came
from them; the anti-Semitic articles of the Kreuzzeitung preceded those
of Ger-m.ania. Here, for the first time in the history of the modern Reich,
the "small but mighty party," as the Conservatives liked to call them-
selves, gave notice that it. would have recourse to every political ex-
pedient to preserve its traditional prerogatives.

The motivations that prompted the Catholic Center Party to follow
suit in the anti-Semitic campaign are somewhat more complex. As the
party of a denominational minority, it could not hope, as the Conserva-
tives did, to tap the large Mitteistand vote. But it could and did an-
ticipate indirect political benefits from its onslaught against "Jews and
Liberals." By weakening the National Liberals, Bismarck's most power-
ful supporters in the Reichstag, the Catholics could, to some extent, un-
dermine the Chancellor's Kulturkampf. Moreover, Catholic Center in-
fluence in the Reichstag was contingent on its ability to form coalitions
with either the Right or Left as long as either was unable to form a
stable majority by itself. Despite the fact that the Catholics had in-
creased the number of their seats in the Reichstag, the 1874 elections
had seriously weakened their position by making the Left strong enough
to dispense with their support. It was unquestionably to the interest of
the Catholic Center to restore a more even balance by an alliance with
the now outnumbered Right.

Such practical considerations were in all likeithood influential in their
decision to participate in the anti-Semitic campaign. Nevertheless, the
degree of hostility, the sheer vehemence of the Germania articles, does
not seem wholly explicable by these factors alone. The sudden reversal
of the position of the two minorities and the exasperation and resent-
ment caused by it must also be taken into account. The Jews, who until
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recently had been considered as pariahs, members of a second-class
group of citizens by law, were now prominent in public life, closely
associated with the Chancellor himself and government policy. The
Catholics, on the other hand, found themselves harassed officially and
attacked from many sides at once. "What a pleasure this Kulturkampf
is to the Jews!" the Catholic publicist, Constantin Frantz, remarked con-
temptuously in 1874. "They have every reason in the world to whip it
up as much as they can and to participate in it enthusiastically. And one
cannot deny they make a really good job of it."

This Catholic vexation with Jews and Liberals was not entirely with-
out cause. The Liberals had willingly taken part in an undemocratic
government from the very beginning of the second Reich and had, ever
since, basked complacently in the sun of the Chancellor's favor. Prom-
inent Jews, such as E. Lasker, had taken a vigorous part in the par-
liamentary struggle for the anti-Catholic legislation of 1873. The Berlin
liberal press, with which many Jews were associated, had crusaded
against Conservative and Catholic "enemies of the Reich," helping to
make "ultramontane" one of the most popular epithets of the period,
blending, as it did, enlightened liberal opposition to established dogma
with nationalistic hostility to an authority seated, "beyond the moun-
tain," in the Vatican.

The Catholic anti-Semitic venture ended abruptly and in peculiar cir-
cumstances. A provincial Catholic newspaper, the Schlesische Voiks-
zeitung, started reprinting the Germauia articles but suddenly discon-
tinued the series and published a statement dissociating itself from the
content of the articles.36 It declared hatred of Jews to be irreconcilable
with the belief in Christian tolerance. It wondered whether Germania
had not been duped by the Kreuzzeitung, hinted that the author of the
Germania articles could very well have been Hermann Wagener, an
intimate of Bismarck's, and that the articles might have been directly
inspired by the Chancellor to lay the groundwork for a change of policy.
Whether the Schlesirche Volkszeitung was right cannot be ascertained.
Wawrzinek37 suspects that the Germariia articles were written by Joseph
Cremer, later a leader and Bismarck's agent in the anti-Semitic Berlin
Movement. But officially inspired or not, the articles served their pur-
pose. Two erstwhile political opponents had discovered a mutual enemy.
In the anti-Jewish, antiliberal campaign Catholic anti-Prussianism and
Protestant-Conservative ultra-Prussianism learned how much they had
in common. The community of interests propelled the two major anti-
liberal forces toward further political cooperation.38 An alliance was in
the making in which Bismarck saw his great opportunity.

In the effort to develop a unffied, industrialized German Reich, Bis-
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marck had been compelled to rely on the forces of liberalism because the
semifeudal Prussian aristocracy had been unwilling to relinquish any of
its privileges. However, in the seventies, it became increasingly plain
that he could not continue to govern the Reich with a liberal majority
unless he were prepared to face drastic changes in the power structure
of the state. From the very beginning of the new Reich, the egalitarian
tendencies of trade and industry and the interests of the Prussian aris-
tocracy and monarchy were in sharp conffict. The structure of the state
itself contained rather than eliminated these tensions. Germany had been
unified under a constitutional, not a parliamentary government. The
executive power resided in a cabinet in whose appointment or dismissal
the Reichstag, the people's representative body, had no voice. However,
the cabinet could not govern against a hostile Reichstag, if and when
laws had to be passed. National sovereignty was vested in the Bundesrat,
the representation of the 25 states, convoked by the Kaiser and presided
over by the chancellor. Without the Bundesrat's sanction no law could
become effective. This government functioned under a constitutional
theory which had as its central axiom the belief in the divine right of
kings, a belief treated with derision by the sophisticated nineteenth cen-
tury but essential for the uneasy compromise between the old and new
powers upon which the Reich rested.

Throughout his chancellorship it was Bismarck's foremost concern to
prevent the constitutional regime from giving way to parliamentary gov-
ernment under liberal and socialist pressure. Universal franchise, the
necessary concession to liberalism, made this an ever-present danger and
the Chancellor's dependence on the National Liberals rendered it more
acute. Their support was not given gratuitously. They pressed for the
liberalization of the administrative setup, and for opening up the ex-
ecutive branch, still a monopoly of landed and service nobility. They
pursued an economic and social policy which met with growing opposi-
tion and made the business of governing more difficult and complicated.
It was altogether detrimental to the position of the Chancellor as the
"honest broker" between contending interests that he should have to
depend on a single party. The nature of his office and the tasks of states-
manship under the circumstances called for the frequent reshuffling of
the majority groupings in parliament. Without a realignment of Con-
servative and Catholic forces, however, only the Liberals could provide
the majority he needed.

The social and political tensions of the depression were making Bis-
marek's course more difficult to maintain, when a new threat appeared.
In the mid-seventies the two main organizations of socialist labor merged
in the Social Democratic Party. Although in theory the new party was
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sharply opposed to the tenets of bourgeois liberalism, it functioned po-
litically as the ally of the left-wing Liberals and shared their aspirations
toward a parliamentary government. To defend the authoritarian state
against the incursions of this powerful combination became Bismarck's
most urgent pursuit and his political strategy was now redirected towards
weakening the Liberals and suppressing the Socialists.

A program of social legislation and economic protectionism, he hoped,
would enable the government to capitalize on the popular discon-
tent caused by the depression. State intervention, he calculated, would
embarrass and weaken the liberal champions of free trade. It would
strengthen the powers and prestige of the Christian state and cut the
ground from under the Social Democrats. To realize this design, how-
ever, Bismarck required the cooperation of a friendly Reichstag majority,
which, by the very nature of his aims, he could only hope to obtain from
the Conservatives and Catholics. A suitably reactionary coalition was
rung in by the violent anti-Semitic, antiiberal campaign. That Bismarck
himself thereby came in for a measured share of abuse did not blind
him to his political needs and opportunities.
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