
CHAPTER III
THE STATE AND THE RABBLE-ROUSERS

Anti-Semitism had proved useful in bringing together political
Catholicism and Prussian conservatism. It had done a good job in unleash-
ing nationalist instincts. It had helped intimidate vacillating liberals.
Anti-Semitic agitators now found, if not open support, at least tacit
encouragement from above. Political anti-Semitism could claim to be
close to the state authority which accepted it, although not without
reservations and embarrassment. It became respectable on the strength
of the governmental coloring which it had acquired. As Eugen Richter,
the leader of the Progress Party, noted in 1881, "the [anti-Semitic] move-
ment is beginning to attach itself to Prince Bismarck's coat tails, and
although he does not want it and occasionally lets his press blame it
for excesses, its leaders continue to snuggle up to him and to refer to
him, just like noisy children eagerly surrounding their father."1 In Wil-
helm I, Stoecker had a benevolent monarch who knew how to appre-
ciate his chaplain's endeavors for throne, altar, and the national state,
although he felt ill at ease about Stoecker's public agitation. Prince
Hohenlohe, who was at that time German ambassador in Paris, remarked
after a visit to the Kaiser on November 29, 1880: "The Kaiser does not
approve of the way Court Chaplain Stoecker is carrying on, but he
thinks the matter will run its course harmlessly and considers the noise
useful in order to make the Jews a little more modest."2

That the Jews be "more modest" had also been the keynote of Stoecker's
first open blast more than a year before. It was a warning plainly
directed at the liberal press and parties to be more restrained in their
criticism of state, government, and orthodoxy. Of course, the Kaiser's
concern was less about the impact of Stoecker's agitation upon Jews
or Liberals than about the potential danger of mob incitation. In the
conversation with the ambassador he gave voice to the intrinsic fear
which conservatism experiences in the face of any social agitation, revo-
lutionary or demagogic, of every stirring from below. The Kaiser, who
was flattered by Stoecker's adoration and favorably influenced by the
chaplain's friends among high Protestant dignitaries and the Prussian
aristocracy, only vaguely sensed the menace. Bismarck was fully aware
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of it. His concern about the aftereffect of Stoecker's social demagogy is
shown in the developments that followed Stoecker's attack on
BleichrOder.

At a mass meeting held on June 11, 1880, Stoecker, to fend off Social
Democratic attacks on the clergy, had thrown Bleichröder's name into
the debate. He called the banker a capitalist with "more money than all
the clergymen taken together."3 A week later Bleichröder addressed a
letter4 to the Kaiser in which he complained about the incident and
Christian Social agitation in general. The letter is an interesting docu-
ment of the time, particularly because of the Jewish banker's complete
self-identification with the powers of state and throne. Bleichröder
stressed the revolutionary hazards in Stoecker's political activities, which
he said differed from Social Democratic agitation oniy in being "more
practical and therefore more dangerous." He warned that the final out-
come could only be revolution. "Your Majesty," he wrote, "I am not
afraid of this ultimate event which will be unavoidable if the agitation is
not checked in time. I try to prepare myself for it, hard as it would be for
me to leave the fatherland. I know that the high authority of the state
would come to my protection in the final and most acute catastrophe. But
I think I may assume that the use of force against me to which men are
being incited by the speeches of Herr Court Chaplain Stoecker and his
collaborators, could not remain isolated, that it would necessarily be only
the beginning of horrible and disastrous social revolution."

The Kaiser sent Bleichröder's letter to Bismarck who forwarded it to
Robert von Puttkamer,5 Prussian Minister of Public Worship and Instruc-
tion, with the request that he investigate and take appropriate steps
against Stoecker. Puttkamer, a close friend of Stoecker's, delayed his re-
port to the Chancellor for several months and finally submitted a draft
which Bismarck did not accept. On October 16, 1880, the latter wrote
to von Puttkamer:6

I cannot entirely agree with Your Excellency's interpretation of the whole
affair. In my opinion, the activity of Court Chaplain Stoecker remains serious
even if the meetings he organizes should in the future lose their tumultuous
character. The tendencies he furthers are in several points identical with
those of the other Social Democrats. I take the liberty to call to Your
Excellency's attention the speech which Herr Stoecker made the day before
yesterday at the general meeting of the Zentral-Verein für Sozialre form.
In this speech he calls the government's program insufficient and sets eco-
nomic security for workers in case of unemployment as the goal to be achieved;
he demands the standard working day and the progressive income tax. That
the latter measure would mean only a relatively very small increase in the
present income tax, he should well know; but his listeners do not know it.
When he calls for a standard working day he is working toward the ruin
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of oUX industry in favor of its competitors in England, Belgium, France,
etc.; and when he demands economic security for the workers in case of
unempYment, he must be aware that this goal is actually unachievable. He
rouses desires that cannot be satisfied.

With reference particularly to the Jewish question, it is an error to
assume that the rich Jews of our country exert a strong influence upon the
press. It may be different in Paris. Not the moneyed Jews but political re-
formers among the Jews are aggressive in our press and in the parliamentary
bodies. Rather the interests of wealthy Jews are tied up with the preserva-
tion of our state institutions and cannot dispense with the latter. Jews in
the press and in parliament who have little to lose and much to gain, and
who join any opposition, can under certain circumstances also make an
alliance with Social Democracy, including Stoecker. Herr Stoecker's agita-
tion is not primarily directed against these liberal and discontented Jews.
His speeches address themselves to the envy and greed of the have-nots
against those who possess.

Bismarck's son, Herbert, likewise informed a high government official7
that his father objected "much more to the socialistic than to the anti-
Semitic" content of Stoecker's agitation, and elaborated: "Stoecker
agitates against Bleichröder not because he is a Jew, but because he is
rich. Decisive in my evaluation of Stoecker's conduct are the meetings at
which he promises the workers mountains of gold at the expense of the
well-to-do classes, by means of the progressive income tax he wants
introduced. . . . Had Stoecker attacked only the excesses and the hyper-
trophy of Jewry in press and parliament, Bleichröder would have had
no reason to beg for his Majesty's help against his agitation, and one
could have let him carry on. The dangerous thing, however, is the
communistic-socialist tendency of Stoecker's agitation." Both letters sug-
gested that Stoecker's party be outlawed for violating the anti-Socialist
act.

A communication from the Kaiser to Stoecker finally settled the matter.
It rebuked the chaplain for not having avoided excesses in his well-
intentioned efforts. The Kaiser regretted that Stoecker had "incited rather
than calmed greed" by having drawn attention to individual big fortunes
and by proposing reforms that went beyond the government's program.
The imperial admonition was benevolent and did not dishearten the
chaplain.

While action on the Bleichröder incident was still under advisement,
a new anti-Jewish campaign was launched. In the fall of 1880 Bern-
hard Förster, Max Liebermann von Sonnenberg, Ernst Henrici, and other
anti-Semitic leaders of the Berlin Movement began collecting signatures
for a petition to be submitted to the Reich Chancellor. The Anti-
Semites' Petition, as it was called, declared as its aim "the emancipation
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of the German people from a kind of foreign domination which it is in
the long run unable to bear," and it asked the government to curb the
civil rights of the Jews. The signers demanded prohibition or, at least,
restriction of immigration of foreign Jews; exclusion of Jews from all
government jobs; restriction of employment of Jews in the judiciary,
especially as judges; exclusion of Jews from teaching positions in primary
schools and restriction of employment in higher education; the reestab-
lishment of a special census of the Jewish population. In April, 1881, this
petition, signed by about a quarter of a million people, was presented
to Bismarck.

In November, 1880, the Progress Party, in order to expose the anti-
Semitic movement to public criticism,8 asked the Prussian government
for a statement of its attitude toward attempts to deprive Jewish citizens
of their civil rights. This interpellation led to a parliamentary debate that
lasted through several sittings. The government's answer was tendered
by the vice-president of the Prussian Cabinet. He briefly stated that the
equality of all religious denominations was guaranteed by the Constitu-
tion, and that the Prussian government had no intention of permitting
a change in the legal situation. This answer was characterized by the
liberal interpellant Virchow as "correct and cool to the core." The
anti-Semites interpreted it as a sign of the government's displeasure at
the interpellation and felt rather encouraged to go ahead with their
drive for more signatures.

By the end of 1880, anti-Semitic agitation seemed to dominate Berlin's
public life. "It was like a breaker of anti-Jewish reaction," Eduard Bern-
stein 'writes in his history of the Berlin labor movement.9 "A whole
press sprang up which fed it. Anti-Semitic leaflets and libels against
everything Jewish or suspect of Jewish sympathies were spread on a
large scale; they advocated social and economic ostracism of the Jews
and this ostracism was occasionally also carried out in a most insulting
manner. .

"With scenes of rowdyism the like of which Berlin had never known be-
fore, the New Year of 1881 was rung in, after B. Förster, E. Henrici,
Ruppel, Liebermann von Sonnenberg and other speakers had gone to
work on an anti-Semitic mass meeting the night before. Organized bands
roamed through the Friedrichstadt section, took positions in front of
the popular caMs and, after listening to all kinds of insulting speeches,
kept yelling: 'Juden raus!' They stopped Jews or Jewish-looking people
from entering and provoked brawls, window smashing and other sav-
ageries. All this, of course, in the name of defending German idealism
against Jewish materialism and protecting honest German workers from
Jewish exploitation."
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In June, 1881, after the government's compulsory accident insurance
bill had been defeated by the liberal and socialist opposition, the
eichstag was dissolved. In the subsequent election campaign political
,ti-Semitism reached unprecedented heights. Stoecker describes the
spirit of the campaign as follows:

It became emphatically clear that after the great military victories the
capital of the German Reich could not be permitted to remain in demo-
cratic, Jewish, un-German hands. The rich and the poor, the high and
the lowly alike participated wholeheartedly in the electioneering. . . . The
spoken word of hundreds of popular meetings was augmented by the printed
word. The Reichsbote'° which had enthusiastically greeted the first upsurge
of the Christian Social cause, had since supported our fight unwaveringly.
The Kreuzzeitung had remained critical for a short time, but soon joined
the ranks of our friends. Thus, really every organization in Berlin that
called itself conservative or anti-Progressive, collaborated and worked with
enthusiasm. The Conservative Central Committee, the much slandered, much
feared C.C.C., took command in the fight for God, Kaiser and Reich.

Stoecker had a leaflet1' distributed on election eve, in which he said:

For four years I have been in Berlin public life and have been fighting,
openly and freely, the supremacy of capital, dishonest speculation, the vile
exploitation of labor, big and small usury. I consider the concentration of
mobile capital in a few, mostly Jewish, hands an acute danger and one of the
main causes of Social Democratic rebellion. However, I have opposed not
only the rule of mammon, but also the revolutionary desires of Social
Democracy, the impractical and not realizable promises of a socialist people's
state; I have emphasized that the social revolution has to be overcome by
healthy social reform, built on a Christian foundation. This reform, initiated by
the strong hand of the government, is before us as the greatest task of the
time. To cooperate with it today is real progress. But the Berlin Progress
Party which wants to prevent the reform by all possible means is reaction-
ary. . . . If Berlin wants to stay at the head of the social and national movement,
it must part with Progress. . . . Herr Professor Virchow has defended
Jewry and has signed an appeal for Russian Jewish usurers. •' A
Progressive proclamation calls him the representative of culture and the
candidate of the educated world. I do not want any culture that is not
Germanic and Christian. That's why I am fighting against Jewish supremacy.

By now Stoecker had succeeded in rallying not only shopkeepers and
artisans but also officers and civil servants, teachers and professionals,
the educated strata of the Mitteistand which had displayed but little
interest in the Conservative Party. Conservative Citizens' Leagues were
set up, and the Association of German Students, founded in 1881,
quickly gained influence. Academic youth, which had once exhibited
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liberal and democratic leanings but lapsed into political apathy after
1848, began to shift its allegiance towards the "national" state. The,
Christian Social auxiliaries of the Conservatives had become a force
which could not be lightly dismissed in the battle with liberalism. There
were even signs that Bismarck's appraisal of the Christian Social
Party had begun to change. He still had no personal liking for Stoecker
and never spoke to him. Nevertheless, political expediency now dictated
a less hostile attitude towards the movement and his official and private
statements during this period indicate that Bismarck behaved accord-
ingly.

In the cabinet meeting of November 14, 1881, the Chancellor declared
that he was "only against Progressive Jews and not Conservative Jews
or their press."13 On November 26 he told his Minister of Agriculture
that "while he was opposed to anti-Semitic agitation he had done nothing
against it because of its courageous stand against the Progressives."
Earlier in the year, on April 2, he had stated before the Reichstag that he
had nothing in common with the anti-Semitic movement, but in a letter
dated October 14, he advised his son Wilhelm that it was highly
desirable that Stoecker should be elected.14 A few days before the
election, on November 5, 1881, the Chancellor permitted an inspired
newspaper article to quote him as having said privately that "the Jews
do all they can to make an anti-Semite out of me."5 The article more-
over reported that the Chancellor fully approved of the brave fight
Stoecker and the Berlin Movement were carrying on against the Progress
Party; it claimed to know that the Chancellor's initial animosity against
Stoecker had given way to sincere admiration. It confidently stated that
in the event of a run-off election between the liberal candidate and
Stoecker, Bismarck would "unquestionably and openly vote for the lat-
ter." After the elections the Chancellor is reported to have said:16 "At
first I was not in favor of this [anti-Semitici agitation. It was incon-
venient to me, and went too far. Now, however, I am glad that the
Court Chaplain has been elected. He is an energetic, fearless, and
resolute man and he cannot be muzzled." It is indicative of the nature
of German politics during this period that while political anti-Semitism
tried to draw strength from unfriendly statements about Jews which the
almighty Chancellor made at one time or another during his long public
life, liberal defense found it necessary to claim him as an authoritative
ally against the anti-S emites. The question as to whether Bismarck
was actually a friend or enemy of the Jews has been widely discussed
in German literature. Every bit of evidence in his official speeches and
private conversations, in the letters and memoirs of his friends and
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enemies has been diligently scrutinized.17 The argumentation mostly
misses the point.

The Chancellor's personal relations with Jews and general attitude
toward Jews may easily be shown to have been friendly within the
limits of the mores of a wealthy, cosmopolitan Prussian grandseigneur.
When, commenting on the futility of the second anti-Semitic movement
in the early nineties, he told a friend that "it is a fact that the Jews
are superior to other elements of the population as far as business trans-
actions are concerned,"18 he was acknowledging an ability of which
he gladly availed himself in Bleichröder but which he was not too eager
to have associated with himself. (He possessed extraordinary talents for
managing his private business affairs.) 'When he continued that "this fact
and its consequences cannot be changed if one does not like to use
methods such as the night of St. Bartholomew in Paris," a measure
"which even the most violent anti-Semites would not deem feasible,"
he spoke as an aristocrat who could not really get excited over a mere
matter of business.'9

The point, however, is not Bismarck's personal likes and dislikes but
the motives of his political behavior. It is as wrong to attribute to him
the rise of Conservative-clerical anti-Semitism, as some historians have
done, as it would be to absolve him of having tolerated and at times en-
couraged political anti-Semitism as a gratuitous contribution to his fight
against the Liberals and Socialists. Bismarck must be considered the first
great manipulator of anti-Semitism in modern Germany because of the
very fact that he harbored neither racial nor religious prejudices against
the Jewish group and that he did not aim at Jews qua Jews2° when
he gave comfort to anti-Semitic agitation. His conduct was of sympto-
matic importance. The powerful and proud statesman did not disdain
to align himself and conservatism with anti-Jewish rabble-rousers in
times when it was relatively easy to make economic and political
compromises and conservative power was not seriously threatened.
When later, under the Weimar Republic, the conservatives were engaged
in a life-and-death struggle, they did not shy away from an alliance
with anti-Semitic murderers.

After 1881 Bismarck's interest in Stoecker waned. In spite of the official
and semiofficial encouragement which the Conservative Party received,
and in spite of the outlawing of the Social Democratic Party, the
elections did not bring the overwhelming victory the anti-Semites had
expected. Still, the new Reichstag had a majority that was willing to
support the government in its program of financial and social reforms.
This was largely due to the crumbling of the National Liberal Party;
its parliamentary strength was substantially reduced by an internal
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struggle which broke the party's unity. A left wing, opposed to the gov-
ernment's new course, seceded and constituted itself as the Liberate
Vereinigung (Liberal Union). The "Secessionists,"21 among them Lasker
and Bamberger, conquered 47 seats, two more than the National Lib-
erals who from first place in the Reichstag of 1874 had now fallen to
fifth.

In Berlin, however, the anti-Semitic movement had reason to rejoice
over the outcome of the 1881 elections. In 1878, the Conservatives had

I
obtained 14,000 votes, as against 86,000 Progressive and 56,000 Social
Democratic votes, while in 1881 a total of 46,000 Conservative votes were
cast as against 89,000 for the Progressives and 30,000 for the Social
Democrats. Stoecker was elected; not in Berlin, it is true, but in the
orthodox Protestant districts of Siegen and Minden in Westphalia. From
1881 to 1908, with the exception of the 1893—98 legislative period, he
represented the Siegen district in the Reichstag.

The years 1881—1884 may be regarded as the period of Stoecker's
greatest triumph. The Imperial Message, which carried Bismarck's social
reform program before the newly elected Reichstag, was, as it were,•
taken by the Christian Social leader as a personal victory. He said
that the government plan "as a program designed to give the worker
security by means of corporations conceived in a Christian spirit, came
near to puffing into effect Christian Social hopes."22 The very word-
ing of the message, which emphasized "the ethical foundations of Chris-
tian folk life," gratified Stoecker's aspirations. He praised it as the be-
ginning of a new cultural evolution, as one of the highlights in the
history of social thought. Spiritual unity between his movement and the
rulers of the Reich seemed established.

A gesture of recognition from the highest authority was likewise
forthcoming. In the spring of 1882 the Kaiser paid his respects to the
Berlin Movement by granting an audience to Stoecker and some of his
lieutenants. Stoecker's record of the event reads:

His Majesty the Kaiser agreed to receive delegates of the Berlin Move-
ment on the eve of his birthday, something that had never happened before
in the case of a political party. I had the honor to deliver the speech and
to read an address. Dr. Cremer, professor Dr. Adolph Wagner and business-
man Hertzog23 were present at the audience and listened to the address.
The Kaiser aptly replied that there had been very strange developments
during the past year; that both the most autocratic monarch in the world,
the Russian Emperor, and the least authoritarian president of a republic,
the American Chief of State, had been assassinated; that authority was in
terrible danger; and that it was necessary to be fully aware of this.

As long as this unity of interests with the government lasted, it was
safe for Stoecker to count on favors from the highest quarters. His
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standing was somewhat impaired by the international scandal he caused
when in 1883 he made two speeches in London which infuriated Bis-
marek and annoyed the Kaiser.24 His position was further damaged by

a series of events which had an adverse effect on public opinion. In
1884 he instigated a suit for libel against a Berlin newspaper which, iii
the course of the election campaign, had printed an article under the
headline, "Court Chaplain, Reichstag Candidate and Liar." There
Stoecker, among other things, was said to have committed perjury and
the paper's editor stood trial for libel. The case, the details of which
are without general interest today, kept Berlin and all of Germany in
suspense for months. Although the defendant at the end incurred a
minor penalty, the trial was a political defeat for Stoecker. The accused
editor, found guilty, was granted extenuating circumstances as a Jew,
i.e., as an adherent of the faith constantly attacked by the plaintiff. The
court explicitly stated: "Whoever cherishes his faith and that of his
forefathers is bound in the long run to become irritated and indignant
when he sees his faith and the legal status of his religion attacked over
and over again, particularly when these attacks come from a clergy-
man."25 Two outstanding lawyers, one of them a Jew himself, acted as
counsel for the defense, visibly enjoying the sympathy of the court.
The trial's atmosphere was such that the president of the court repeatedly
referred to Stoecker, the plaintiff, as the defendant. Shortly afterwards
Stoecker actually became a defendant for having slandered a liberal
opponent in his constituency. He was found guilty and fined.

Adverse publicity was plentiful. Stoecker's political enemies made the
most of the trials to destroy his prestige. After the trial in which
Stoecker had sought to defeat the liberal newspaperman, the chairman
of the Progress Party publicly congratulated the defense counsel in a
statement which said: "The anti-Semitic movement could not have been
characterized more adequately than was done by the court's findings
concerning the ethical qualities of the movement's chieftain." The liberal
press acclaimed the court decision with the greatest satisfaction; even
the Konservative Korrespondenz, the semiofficial mouthpiece of the Con-
servative Party, carried an article unfriendly to Stoecker.

The Imperial Court, which usually remained aloof from the turmoil
of public controversy, was finally forced to act in the matter. The Kaiser
was painfully reminded that rabble-rousing was incompatible with the
office of Court Chaplain which was in an "immediate relation to the
Sovereign" and thus made the Chaplain's "political activities . . . reflect

upon His Majesty's person."26 In fact, old Wilhelm I seriously con-
sidered to demand that Stoecker tender his resignation as Chaplain to
the Imperial Court when the latter was saved by a high-placed admirer,
His Imperial Highness Prince Wilhelm, later Emperor Wilhelm II. In a
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letter dated August 5, 1885—its full contents were never published2—
the Prince advised his grandfather that the Jews in the Reich, supported
by their press, had intentionally contrived the trial to trap Stoecker.
Selected newspaper clippings were attached as evidence of the perfidy
of the Jewish press. The Prince had to report that the German people
were outraged by the Jewish maneuver, that he had been requested to
enlighten his grandfather as to the background of the intrigue. The
Jews, backed and pushed by the Social Democratic and Progress
parties, were out to ruin Stoecker, Prince Wilhelm insisted; it was re
grettable that Jewry through its press had gained enough power in the
German Reich to venture such an attempt. He had decided to write to
the Kaiser, the Prince said, after he had learned that the Jews had
influence even at the Imperial Court.

The letter proceeded to extol Stoecker's service to the monarchic
cause. The chaplain had his faults, but he had been the mightiest
supporter of the Hohenzollern monarchy and its most courageous and
aggressive protagonist in the ranks of the people. In Berlin alone, the
Prince wrote, Stoecker had taken 60,000 workers away from the Social
Democratic and Progress parties. Finally, the letter pointed to Stoecker's
efforts in charitable and social work through which he had gained the
sympathy of Prince Wilhelm's wife, Auguste Victoria, who joined in the
appeal and implored the Kaiser not to deprive her of one of her best
fellow workers in the field of practical Christianity. As a result of Prince
Wilhelm's intervention the Kaiser merely renewed his warning to
Stoecker in the future to conduct his social and political activities in
accordance with the requirements of his high office.

Nevertheless, Stoecker's star was declining. The patronage he had
enjoyed from above wore off as the course of governmental politics
changed once more. At the same time, the leadership of political anti-
Semitism passed into the hands of men who were not hindered by con-
siderations which the Court Chaplain had to respect. A new type of
anti-Semitism began to spread, unfettered by Christian or conservative
tradition and often in open opposition to church doctrine and Junker
interests. The center of this new movement was no longer Berlin, but
the provinces, especially Saxony, Westphalia, and Hesse.

To sum up, Jewish emancipation, a legally recognized improvement
of status, was achieved in the drive for German national unification. The
first years of the Reich witnessed an unprecedented industrial and
financial boom in which Jews took a prominent part. Political and
economic leadership was with the liberal parties. The young Reich
turned its face toward the modern Western world. Apprehensive of,



THE STATE AND THE RABBLE-ROUsERS 47
and lukewarm toward, Bismarck's state were Prussian conservatism
and German Catholicism, each for reasons of its own.

Anti-Jewish attacks grew in number and virulence oniy after the big
crash of 1878. Without exception these attacks combined demands for
curbing Jewish rights with demands for state intervention in business.
Jews and economic liberalism, anti-Semitism and social reform were
commonly paired. On a platform of anti-Semitism and antiiberalism
three main forces met: members of old Mitteistand groups, Prussian
orthodox Conservatives, and Catholics. The charges against the Jews
were usually on political, economic, and cultural issues. Religious hostil-
ity was almost entirely absent. Racial overtones could be heard but the
leitmotif was protest against the "Jewish-liberal regime."

C)f the three main groups which had recourse to political anti-
Semitism in the period surveyed, Catholicism abandoned it rather quickly
and found it in the long run inopportune. The Conservative Party con-
tinued to avail itself of the political advantages anti-Semitism had to
offer. The behavior of both these groups was on the whole politically
rational. Ideological developments in the Mitteistand, however, are not
so easily explained. Judging from what happened in Berlin we may
conjecture that between 1870 and 1880 a major political reorientation
took place in the formerly radical petty bourgeoisie. It turned against its
allies of 1848, the liberal middle class, which thus lost its mass support.
The process was probably accelerated by the simultaneous rise of the
socialist labor movement; labor's separation from liberalism in turn
strengthens the interpretation that the liberal bourgeoisie was no longer
regarded as the champion of the small man's democratic aspirations.

Whatever the reasons for this shift in Mitteistand loyalties_the shock
of the first full-fledged capitalist world depression certainly ranks high
among them—its most signfficant consequence was that from the eighties
on conservatism could tap the large reservoir of Mitteistand voters. Anti-
Semitism and antiiberalism were the ideological bridge over which
Mitteistand groups traveled into the camp of the former enemy.
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