
CHAPTER VI
THE FIRST WAVE OF RACIAL ANTI-

SEMITISM

The analysis of German anti-Semitic literature, movements, and agi-
tators discloses some rather unexpected and puzzling facts. The most
implacable enemies of the Jews were urban rather than rural; indifferent,
if not hostile, to the church rather than devout Christians, and members
of the "educated" rather than the "ignorant" classes. The most virulent
kind of anti-Semitism was spread throughout Germany by teachers, stu-
dents, industrial and commercial employees, petty officials, professional
people, and followers of cults of every variety: members of "life reform
movements," whole-rye bread dietitians, opponents of vivisection, and
"back to nature" builders of body and soul. From these groups, not from
the peasants or the land-owning aristocracy or the reactionary clergy,
narrow-minded though they might have been, came the fanatical haters
of Jews.

To the conservative Junker the liberal or radical Jew was a source of
annoyance, as the Jewish cattle dealer and middleman was to the peas-
ant; to the one the Jew appeared as a political danger, to the other as
an economic evil. But the antagonism of both was circumscribed. The
economic function of Jews within the sphere of agriculture had to be
accepted as necessary_resentment or no resentment. Cattle, grain, and
fertilizers had to be bought and sold, credits negotiated and industrial
products brought to the villages. Jews engaged in these fields did not
compete with the agrarian producer. They appeared as the agents of
the cities, of trading, banking, and industry, but still, for a long time,
they were to some extent part of the agrarian community. Friction and
animosity undoubtedly developed from the clash of interests between
Jewish middlemen and farmers, yet an awareness of common interests
and mutual dependency was not entirely lacking.

The urban sector of the old and new Mitteistand presented a different
picture. Insecurity and instability were the dominant notes of their
existence. Taking advantage of easier access to higher education, mem-
bers of the lower middle classes vigorously pushed their way up into
new occupations which had only a limited absorptive capacity. Compe-
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tition was bitterly intense and the competitors were frequently Jewish.
That aspirants from the lower middle classes, unsure of their prospects,
were particularly sensitive to this fact is testified to by numerous, recur-
rent complaints about the disproportionately high ratio of Jewish high
school pupils and university students, lawyers, and physicians. The na-
ture of the struggle precluded compromise. Baptism and other symbols
of assimilation could not be permitted to establish equality of oppor-
tunity in a limited field where the candidacy of every new claimant
seemed to impoverish the prospects of all the others. Whatever sacrifices
and adjustments Jews might be willing to make, the exigencies of com-
petition were such that many participants felt that no individual merit
should enable Jews to gain access to spheres from which it was desirable
to eliminate them altogether. The interests of petty bourgeois high
school and university graduates, who coveted jobs and positions as teach-
ers, judges, lawyers, journalists, physicians, engineers, administrators,
and politicians, were at variance with the old-fashioned notion that re-
ligious conversion and political reliability, honesty, and public-minded-
ness established civil equality.

To gauge the depth of this antagonism it is well to compare it with
the attitude of a Treitschke or Stoecker. Treitschke's anti-Semitism was
anchored in his nationalism, but this nationalism was still related to some
of the traditional values of Western civilization. For him the national
state was the most worthy object of an individual's devotion.1 As a
consequence, Treitschke thought that Jews were dangerous because he
felt that they remained aloof from the state and the Protestant mon-
archy. He believed that they were undermining the heroic idealism that
had brought about the Reich. The frame of reference of this anti
Semitism was the conffict between the state and the individual, between
unity and liberty, authoritarian decision and parliamentary compromise.
It held out to Jews the possibility of complete national and social
integration if they would but side with the forces of national self-
assertion whose passionate advocate Treitschke had become. As he saw
it, a good Cerrnan was assessed by his individual beliefs and conduct;
not only was assimilation possible, but it was actually the Jews' fore-
most duty—and their salvation. The idea of revoking the emancipa-
tion law was unacceptable to Treitschke; this, he argued, would con-
stitute "an act of obvious injustice, a break with the fine traditions of
our state, which would sharpen rather than mitigate the national
conflicts that plague us."2

To a lesser degree, Stoecker's position involved similar considerations.
Like Treitschke, Stoecker did not want legal emancipation rescinded;
instead he favored discrimination as an administrative policy.3 Bona
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fide baptism was to assure complete equality between converted Jews
and Christians. No racism underlay Stoecker's violent rejection of the
"Jewish spirit." He was too deeply committed to the ethical concepts of
conservative Protestantism not to be aware of the dangers to state,
church, and rule-by-law inherent in the racial philosophy of the ex-
tremists. "I have no use for a movement that is merely anti-Jewish
and is not also motivated by a deep love of the Gospel," he said in
1881, in an address to German students.4 However ardent his nation-
alism, he did not want to render unto Caesar without rendering unto
God. "If one makes an idol out of the worldly fatherland, if there is
no longer a heavenly fatherland beyond the worldly one, even patriotic
thought can become dark; today, in many a mind an idea of fatherland
and state prevails which does not serve the light."5

Racial anti-Semitism, however, which gained strength in Germany
during the last decades of the nineteenth century, was no longer
tempered by Christian or conservative considerations. On the contrary,
it attacked Christianity hardly less violently than Judaism and often
turned against the Conservatives with the battle cry "against Junkers
and Jews." Some of its extreme spokesmen wanted to eradicate every
vestige of "Jewishness" by destroying with it the Christian religion,
"child of Jewish religion and Platonism, born out of wedlock," whose
reign in the final analysis implied the "Ver/udung of humanity."6

Of course, Christian Social criticism of Jews had fertilized the soil
for racial anti-Semitism. Without the "moderate," respectable variety
of anti-Semitism preached by the Court Chaplain the inflammatory,
"plebeian" agitation of a Henrici would have been unthinkable. Even
Stoecker's friend and biographer Oertzen concedes that "the racial and
rowdy anti-Semites would hardly have appeared had not Stoecker pre-
viously started his fight against Berlin's Jewry."T With regard to the
Jews' sinister role in the economy and in the cultural life of the nation,
there was little difference of opinion between the two schools. One need
only look at the authoritative catalogue of Jewish misdeeds which the
racial anti-Semite Theodor Fritsch compiled in Antisemiten-Katechismus8
to see the numerous points of agreement between him and Stoecker.
Under the heading, "What are the Jews really guilty of'? the follow-
ing charges were listed:

1. Jews engage in usurious dealings with peasants, artisans, officials and

officers.
2. Their sharp business practices lead to the decline of honest trade and

make it their prey.
3. They ruin handicraft and cause formerly independent artisans to sub-

mit to wage slavery.
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4. They force wages and prices down to a level where honest labor
can hardly exist any longer and the threat of a bloody revolution
constantly grows.

5. They have a monopoly of the press and use it to deceive the people
as to the true causes of their misery and to divert discontent toward
wrong targets (government, church Junkers, police, officials).

6. They demoralize the people by feeding them sensational and obscene
news, degrading our entire culture.

7. They committed fraud on a gigantic scale at the time of the financial
crash.

8. They influence legislation through Jewish parliamentarians (Lasker,
Bamberger, etc.) and though paid non-Jewish underlings, with the
aim of furthering their own designs (fraudulent insolvency, gambling
at the stock exchange; freedom of movement).

9. They commercialize all values: offices, titles, prestige, honor, love;
causing moral devastation especially among the nation's young woman-
hood. ("The Jews' low sensuous disposition and their lack of decency
make them the most unscrupulous seducers.") They run the white
slave trade.

10. They have lured into their nets and bribed many prominent persons;
the few men of character who resist are mercilessly slandered in the
Jewish press.

11. They dominate even governments through shrewd financial opera-
tions, have pull with all cabinets through international contacts so
that "no individual state can dare to take steps against the Jews
without being set upon by neighboring states."

Stoecker had voiced much the same beliefs about the socioeconomic
role of the Jews. Solicitude for the ruined artisan, the underpaid petty
official, the indebted army officer, the starving industrial worker, was
typical of all anti-Semites. So was the fear of social revolution, the con-
tempt for parliamentary authority, the hatred of the influential liberal
press, and the grief about the passing of the old virtues.

But there were also significant innovations in the new bill of par-
ticulars. Its last two points were entirely out of line with Christian
Social convictions. Never would Stoecker have thought -of painting so
gloomy a picture of Christian corruptibility, of such low resistance to
Jewish temptation on the part of "many prominent persons." Never
would he have spoken of the "few men of character" who kept their
integrity. The very theme of tragedy and Untergang was repugnant to
Stoecker's belief in the basic stability of a conservative Christian world,
whose Judaic inheritance he acknowledged. He chided the racial anti-
Semites for the nihilistic pessimism which had become the characteristic
feature of their Weltanschauung ever since Wilhelm Marr had intro-
duced it in his Sieg des Judentums über des Germanentum. "We do
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not believe the end of the German spirit to be so near," Stoecker had
said in his first public speech against "modern Jewry," and expressed his
confidence in a German recovery.

The racists were not reveling in despair merely to make their agita-
tion more effective. They actually suffered from a pervasive lack of the
psychological security which comes from belonging to a powerful,
hesively operating social group rather than one in the throes of dis-
integration. The Christian Social anti-Semites, still close to the old social
hierarchy, to the church and the monarchy, found some emotional
compensation for the loss of status they had suffered in the friendly
proximity of high-ranking Conservatives. No self-respecting Conserva-
tive would have even thought, much less publicly stated, that only a
"few men of character" were not bought by the Jews, or that all gov-
ernments were venal. But assurance, the security of "belonging," was
exactly what the racists did not have. They had no real ties with the
powerful social classes and no loyalties to any of the leading parties.
The fury of their total assault was the fury of total frustration and
envy. Desperately iii need of self-assurance, they only had threadbare
and pitiful rationalizations at their disposal to explain their lack of
success and standing. How, for instance, were they to account for the
fact that the Jews, an inferior race, had contributed so many prominent
men to all spheres of public life? Listen to Fritseh: "It is ten times as
easy for a Jew to become famous as it is for a German. As soon as a
Jew shows as much as a trace of talent, the Jewish press all over the
world backs him up and blows his horn in all corners of the earth.
Even the most talented German is killed by silence if he does not
play the Jews' game."9 Why_another enigma—were the creative, indus-
trious, more intelligent Aryans taken in by the inferior race? Listen to
Ahlwardt: "The German is fundamentally trusting, his heart is full of
loyalty and confidence. The Jew gains this confidence, only to betray
it at the proper moment, ruining and pauperizing the German. This
abuse of confidence on the part of the Jews is their main weapon."1°
The racial literature of the time is shot through with indications that
the anti-Semitic movement suffered from a strong sense of isolation.
Its leaders were painfully aware of being "the few men" to whom the
Antisemiten-Katechismus referred as not having succumbed to the lure
of money. The groups from which the agitators recruited the bulk of
their followers were most lacking in social cohesion and unity of pur-
pose. Cohesion and purpose became in the anti-Semitic mind the most
sinister attributes of Jews, who were accused of considering themselves
"a natural aristocracy," of forming "a political, social and business

* For excerpts of Ahlwardt's speech see Document No. VI.
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affiance for the purpose of exploiting and subjugating the non-Jewish
peoples."

By 1880, when racial anti-Semitism in Germany began to become
an organized myth, racial theories had long been current in European
thought. They did not originate in Germany'1 nor was Germany the only
country where they were taken up by political movements. Racism be-
came an element of nationalism everywhere in Europe. French nation-
alists, for instance, humiliated by their country's defeat in 1870—71,
saw the ultimate reason for France's decline in the pollution of the true
Gallic race by "foreigners." In the chauvinistic atmosphere created by the
Dreyfuss case, French Jews were designated as the agents of Germany
on French soil. "A veritable xenophobia animated the conservative and
reactionary ranks in all countries," writes Jacques Barzun'2 in his study
of racist ideologies in Europe since the middle of the nineteenth cen-
tury. Eduard Drumont's La France Juive (2 vols., 1885, 1886) is a classic
in comparison to which Wilhelm Marr's pamphlet, usually referred to as
a landmark in the evolution of racial anti-Semitism, reads like the essay
of a Gobineau-inspired amateur. Life in a France ruled according to
the ideas of Charles Maurras, in a Germany governed by disciples of
Paul de Lagarde, or in an England taken over by the followers of
Thomas Carlyle, would be difficult, indeed, for any person of liberal
belief—and more so for one of Jewish extraction.

That anti-Semitism was linked with nineteenth-century nationalism
is all the more reason for scrutinizing the German variety. What was
it that made the latter so uniquely dangerous and eventually so destruc-
tive? From where did it draw a strength which it could not acquire
in England and France?

The answer must be related to the fact that German anti-Semitism
was woven into a sociopolitical struggle, similar to and yet unlike that
of the other Western nations. In Germany, the forces that bred and used
anti-Semitism were stronger and resistance to them weaker than in
England or France. Politically speaking, conservative-clerical France,
the France of the anti-Dreyfusards, had been beaten in 1789 and ever
since had been engaged in a difficult comeback fight. Its counterpart
in Germany had never lost its paramount position in state and society.
In England and France, a national ideology had been developed by the
middle classes which regarded themselves as the backbone of the
modern state. In Germany conservatism took the national ideology away
from the middle classes, its erstwhile herald, infused it with conserva-
tive-clerical values, and monopolized it to the exclusion of all other
groups. By the end of the century Germany had become a leading indus-
trial nation but its astounding industrial transformation was grafted upon
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a preindustrial political structure. Groups victimized by industrializa-
tion saw the villain in "liberalism," in those forces which made for the
socioeconomic transformation of the nation but did not have the power
or will to account also for its political life. In Germany, anti-Semitism
thus found allies it could not have found at all or not in such strength
in nations where the industrial revolution was accompanied by one in
politics. In France and England the same social groups suffered from
the advance of capitalism which in Germany registered their protest
through anti-Semitism and antiliberalism. But in these countries they
found no semifeudal, semiabsolutistic forces in power with which to
align themselves against the upper bourgeoisie. They had to fend
for themselves but they also had the opportunity to participate in form-
ing the political will of the nation. In imperial Germany, however,
political representation of social groups in the sense of actual influence
upon government was in glaring disproportion to their number and
weight.13 This absence of political power was compensated for by
enlarged notions of social status. In a society as highly caste-conscious
as Germany's this situation was bound to affect even groups which were
opposed to political reaction and class rule. Exclusive, not egalitarian,
trends were predominant throughout German society; even the labor
movement, the political organization of the class lowest in esteem and
completely excluded from the business of government, was not free of
signs of a caste ideology and caste behavior of its own.

Strong allies of anti-Semitism were matched by weak defenders of the
Jews. German liberalism had never won a decisive victory. It proved
particularly vulnerable to the pressure of the national ideology which
it had permitted conservatism to usurp. In every election where a "na-
tional" issue was involved, whether it concerned a larger army and
navy, colonies, or internal "sedition," liberalism was defeated if it dared
go against the current. Political Catholicism, which in imperial Germany
acted as a parliamentary, rather than an authoritarian force, had greater
inherent powers of resistance. Nevertheless, after the Kulturkampf it did
not dare expose itself again to the odium of committing treason against
the Reich by following a consistently liberal policy. It steered a cautious
course aiming at a parliamentary regime, with general civic and political
safeguards as Catholicism's best protection against Protestant autoc-
racy. To this extent political Catholicism, once its militant anti-Jewish
period was over, could be counted upon to be "anti-anti-Semitic," though
it had no love for either orthodox or atheist Jews. At no time did it
prove anxious to associate itself with left-wing liberalism or socialism
beyond the exigencies of a particular situation, such as an election.
Socialist labor, finally, did not defend the Jews qwi Jews, although it
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was on principle opposed to anti-Semitism. But as it rejected the pre
vaiing social order and the national state, it came under attack as a
"Jewish protective guard" (Judenschutztruppe). The anti-Semitic stereo-
type was enriched by those features which identify socialism in the eyes
of its enemies: revolutionary designs and treacherous internationalism.
While socialist labor showed extraordinary strength of conviction and:
purpose against Conservative-clerical reaction, including anti-Semitism,
it lacked initiative against the onslaught of the nationalistic ideology.

After all this has been stated, there remains a quality in German
racial nationalism which seems to elude a purely politico-economic in-
terpretation. How is one really to understand a philosophy or religion
that, in the nineteenth century, makes "blood" its Holy Grail? That
worships "race" as a spiritual ultimate and dreams of a racial com-
munity which would at once be egalitarian and elite-bound, brotherly
toward its members and merciless toward the world outside?

From its very outset German racism was essentially un-Christian. The
study of its literature and cults almost prompts one to look for its
roots in pre-Christian German history. The paganism which the Western
world later was to discover in the Nazi Weltan8chauung was not at all
identical with the antireligious and anticlerical enlightenment of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries; it was not motivated by reason and
tolerance but by mythologic concepts of race, folkdom, blood, and nature
which had all the imponderable force of religious persuasion. There are
many elements, however, which link this modern paganism to post-
and anti-Enlightenment nineteenth-century German Romanticism.

The realm of nature held a central place in racist thought. It saw
individuals and cultures as governed by inexorable laws. All that man
could ever hope to achieve was to become more aware of his blood, and
thus of his fate, his calling, his duties, to which he had been predestined
by nature. This fatalism, impervious to doubt and reason, was embraced
by the racial anti-Semites as the highest revelation of science. In the
name of science they claimed a paramount place in the natural hier-
archic order of the races of mankind. While Christian-conservative rejec-
tion of Jews was concerned with the preservation of a society divided by
the will of God into the high and the lowly, racial anti-Semitism
preached the solidarity of the nation as a racial community and advo-
cated suppression of "the Jew," a lower species of man, as an obliga-
tion to nature.14

No less characteristic was the fascination which the sphere of sex
held for the racial anti-Semites. Notions of "blood pollution" and "purl-
fication" preoccupied them intensely. "Thou shalt keep thy blood pure,"
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said the third commandment* of their decalogue.15 "Consider it a crime
o soil the noble Aryan breed of your people by mixing it with Jewish
blood. For you must know that Jewish blood is indestructible and de-
termines the Jewisimess of body and soul onto the latest generations."
Taken up by the racists, Theodor Mommsen's statement that the Jews
in Roman antiquity had also been "an effective fermenting agent of
cosmopolitism and national decomposition"16 acquired an entirely new
connotation. When the racists talked about "the Jews" causing the
decomposition of German society, they were not satisfied with accept-
ing the interpretation which conservative anti-Semitism gave to
Mommsen's statement. Stoecker's anti-Semites deplored the social and
cultural changes which they attributed to the disintegrating effect of
allegedly Jewish intellectual traits and behavior upon a specific culture
in a specific society. The racists regarded "decomposition" as a phe-
nomenon unrelated to any historical situation; as a purely physiological
process caused by the "well-known sexual inclinations of the Jews."
Sexual orgies were visualized against the background of a sinister con-
spiracy. While the Jews practiced and enjoyed libertinism, they also
accomplished their secret racial mission, namely, to ensure the moral
and physical degeneration of the host nation.

Modern psychology has paid much attention to the mechanisms that
are at play in the projection of repressed individual desires upon suit-
able objects of the outside world. Historical and sociological circum-
stances have made the Jews as a group particularly fit to serve as a
screen upon which such desires can be projected. One of the psycho-
logical springs of anti-Semitism may well be an unconscious revolt
against the burdensome restraints of civilization, either religious or
secular. Strong sexual repression has frequently been found to be a
component of the personality structure of anti-Semites.17

In racial anti-Semitism, the merging of psychological and political
categories made for an aggressive ideology of nationalism and imperial-
ism. Aryan blood, embodying the secret of the highest creation, was
glorified as the only guarantee of national survival in a hostile world,
and consequently, as a providential promise of world domination.
Hitler's apocalyptic prediction that the nation of purest blood would
eventually rule the universe was formulated in the anti-Semitic litera-
ture of the 1890's. "The people which first and most thoroughly rids
itself of its Jews and thus opens the door to its innate cultural develop-
ment is predestined to become the bearer of culture and consequently
the ruler of the world," Ahlwardt wrote in 1890.18 Hitler merely para-
phrased this statement in Mciii Kampf: "A state which in the days of

* For the racists' Ten Commandments see Document No. VII.
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race poisoning endeavors to cultivate its best racial elements is bound
to become some day the master of the world."19

Morally, spiritually, and aesthetically, nothing was more offensive to the
racists than the characteristics they attributed to the Jews: the so-called
unproductivity of the Semitic mind, their alleged propensity for acquir-
ing without creating, for atomizing the organic structure of the state,
for despoiling the purity and beauty of the racial body. The term
"Jewish" in the racists' vocabulary stood for selfish, individualistic,
asocial behavior and it also designated the physical traits of a human
subspecies—ugly, moilusc-like, sensuous. Stoecker had felt called upon
to raise his voice against Jewish arrogance, materialism, and lack of
reverence for the Christian-conservative world. Racial anti-Semitism in
addition engraved upon the stereotype the traits of perversion and treach-
ery; more ominous still, it learned how and taught others how to look
at the Jews as one of nature's caprices, destined to plague and to test her
noblest creation, the Aryan. To the Aryan the very existence of Jews
was a reminder that nature was watching to see how her favorite
child would pass its test. If its premises were accepted, the racial theory
was a closed, logical system of thought. Uncompromising in its con-
clusions, it was sped along by a hysteric will for action. Prognostics of
impending doom, dire warnings that the German nation will be quickly
destroyed unless it finds the strength to eject the poison from its blood
stream, reverberate endlessly in the racist literature. Immediate action
or national obliteration was the fatal alternative offered the German
people from Marr's Sieg des Judentuins and Ahlwardt's Verzweiflunge.
kampf der arischen Völker down to Hitler's Mein Kampf.

Politically, both Conservative-Protestant and racial anti-Semitism were
first organized in Berlin and from there carried outward into the
provinces. In contrast to the Conservative-Protestant movement, how-
ever, which had found an outstanding leader in Stoecker and unified
command in the Christian Social Party, the organizational forms of
racial anti-Semitisim offer a picture of great diversity and instability. On
the trunk of the racial creed a multitude of circles, groups, and parties
sprouted and died repeatedly. It is not necessary to describe them all
in detail. Most significant is the fact that in the eighties the anti-Semitic
movement had been completely dominated by Stoecker and that in
the nineties the racists had wrested the leadership from him. A brief
summary of the development that led to this change is necessary.

The idea of a political grouping with no other objectives besides
radical anti-Semitism was perhaps first propagandized by Moritz
Busch,2° writer, editor, Bismarck's press attaché in the Foreign Office,
and known to be the Chancellor's journalistic handy man. Busch wanted
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an organization supported by all other parties and devoted solely to the
elimination of Jews from public life. This "party ad hoc" was to welcome
in its ranks everybody, "unitarian or particularist, liberal or conserva-
tive, orthodox or rationalist, ultramontane or Protestant" provided the
adherents would "not tolerate any longer the full equality of the Semitic
elements with the native one" and took the pledge never to vote for a
Jew, nor to read a newspaper edited by Jews or friendly to Jews,
and to work with all their energies for the exclusion of "Semitic intruders"
from the political scene.

Wilhelm Man's League of Anti-Semites (1879) and Ernst Henrici's
Social Reich Party (1880) actually attempted to build a political or-
ganization around anti-Semitism as the exclusive principle for political
action and the solution of national problems. Neither succeeded as a
mass organization21 and the elections of 1881 showed their hopeless
isolation in Berlin where they had tried to get a start in the backwash
of the Stoecker agitation. Marr's gloomy outlook on the "cultural and
political bankruptcy of the Occident" was confirmed by his failure to
receive financial support for a weekly through which he intended "to
bring moral pressure to bear upon the Jewish Fremdherrschaft" (alien
domination) and which would "least of all render homage to Social
Democratic utopias."22 His mission ended when he turned "with revulsion
and nausea"23 (Ekel zum Erbrechen) from rowdy anti-Semitism.

The span of Henrici's agitation was also short. It hardly lasted more
than three years (1880—1882). But his turbulent appearance on the
political scene marked the beginning of "enlightened, progressive" as
opposed to "Christian-conservative" anti-Semitism. He was the first agi-
tator who claimed to speak for "all truly liberal citizens." He castigated
the liberal parties for their friendliness to Jews and the Conservatives
for their "opportunistic" stand on the Jewish question. Not that his own
anti-Jewish demands contained anything new. Jews were to be forbidden
by law to occupy civil service or army positions or to be elected to
legislative bodies; the census of denominations was to be restored;
Jewish immigration to be stopped.24 Besides the usual demands for
social reforms, which made up the bulk of the "practical" suggestions
in all anti-Semitic platforms, Henrici's party called for a stronger cen-
tral administration and an active colonial policy. Next to loyalty to the
Kaiser and the Reich it placed loyalty to the German people. Like the
Social Democratic program, it demanded legislation on standard work-
ing hours. Henrici's attempts to find a political approach broad enough
to overcome existing political cleavages were as yet awkward and un-
sure. But the trend was discernible: centralization of governmental
power; aggressive foreign policy; reconciliation of the liberal middle
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classes and labor with the Kaiserreich on the basis of a budding imperial-
ism. The concept of the Nation, once liberal and democratic, was fast
becoming a bureaucratic and imperialistic one.

Henrici for a while cooperated with ultraconservative Max Lieber-
mann von Sonnenberg, an ex-officer and, like Henrici, an anti-Semite of
the racial school. Liebermann saw the salvation of Germany in "the
material and ethical rebirth of German folkdom" and in "more practical
Christianity." As the best way to put such ideals into practice he sug.
gested doing away with parliamentary government, the source of all
corruption, and replacing it temporarily by a dictatorship of the Kaiser,
"constitutionally arrived at,"25 until the political representation of the
corporative state was established. The two agitators, however, soon
parted company. Liebennann, together with Nietzsche's brother-in-law,
Bernhard Förster, tried his hand with an anti-Semitic organization of his
own, the German People's Association (Deutscher Volksverein), which
he aligned with the Conservative Central Committee, the high command
of the Berlin Movement. This was not to Henrici's liking. During the
1881 election campaign Henrici attacked the Committee for its de-
pendency on the Conservative Party. The Conservatives, he said, "in
truly Jewish fashion" exploited the great national movement of Berlin
for narrow party interests and were out to pull themselves up by the
coattails of the anti-Semites. It might be said in passing that the charge
of exploiting the achievements of the popular movement often recurred
in the working alliance of anti-Semites and the Conservatives. Every
so often the anti-Semites would feel shortchanged and unfailingly try
blackmail by alluding to social cleavages between their own "people's"
movement and the privileged upper classes. The classic case occurred
in 1982 when Hindenburg's selection of Franz von Papen rather than
Hitler as Reich Chancellor temporarily disrupted the cooperation be-
tween the Nazis and the German Nationals. Goebbels' attack on Papen's
"cabinet of noblemen" culminated in the indignant outcry: "Upon our
broad backs they climbed to power."

After the national elections of 1881, the relations between the Con-
servative Central Committee and the racial anti-Semites of liberal and
conservative coloring deteriorated. Henrici's and Liebermann's parties
had pulled no weight. In 1883, the Conservative Central Committee, en-
couraged by the governmental press, dropped the anti-Semitic extremists
in the preparation of municipal elections in the Reich capital and or-
ganized the various Citizens' Leagues into the "unpolitical" German
Citizens' Party with which it unsuccessfully tried to break Berlin's Pro-
gressive majority. The Committee itself disintegrated soon afterwards.
Some of the most notorious agitators disappeared from Berlin. Bernhard
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Forster emigrated to South America. Henrici left for the United States.
Liebennann von Sonnenberg, whose Deutsche Volkszeitung had to stop
publication in 1885, was also on the verge of sailing to the New World,
but changed his mind and transferred his activities to the new centers
of political anti-Semitism, Westphalia and Saxony. In 1884 and 1885 sev-
eral new attempts in Berlin to form anti-Semitic parties outside of
Stoecker's organization, such as the "Anti-Semitic German-Progressive
League," ended in failure. But even if none of the ventures prospered
and the modern party which would cut across the lines of Germany's
political life failed to emerge, the cumulative efforts were not inconse-
quential. The radicals succeeded, to some extent, in ridding anti-Semi-
tisrn of the stigma of bigotry and obscurantism, a severe handicap in
the sophisticated climate which prevailed in late nineteenth-century Ger-
many. Henceforth, an anti-Semite no longer was necessarily a conserva-
tive, a reactionary, a lackey of the Junkers, or a pious churchgoer. He
could pose as a liberal, progressive, even as a revolutionary.

In Berlin, racial anti-Semitism was kept in check by its conserva-
tive-clerical rival. It gained in the provinces where Stoecker's influence
was weak. Organizations of some stability that embraced the racial
theory, and thus put themselves outside the Christian Social camp,
developed in Saxony, Westphalia, and Hesse. The German Reform Party
(Deutsche Reform Partei) in Dresden (1880), led by Alexander Pinkert,
was in its social composition similar to the Stoecker party, with small
businessmen, artisans, shopkeepers, and petty officials making up the
bulk of its followers. For the most part, it merely repeated the slogans
and demands which the Berlin Movement had made popular. It stood
for "social reform" by way of compulsory guilds, easier credit for the
Mitteistand, higher taxation of mobile capital, and the exclusion of
Jews from public administration. Within a few years, the party had
watered down its anti-Semitic principles sufficiently to make common
cause with the National Liberals in defeating at the polls, in 1884, the
Social Democratic candidate, August Bebel; the anti-Semitic candidate
who won Bebel's seat enrolled in the Conservative Reichstag group. Out-
side of Dresden, the party had local branches in a number of cities,
including Berlin, but it never was able to build up a nationwide, cen-
tralized organization.

Two of its branches, one in Leipzig, under Theodor Fritsch (1884),
the other in Kassel, under Otto Boeckel (1886), tried to revive the ailing
movement and in 1886 joined the German Anti-Semitic Alliance
(Deutsche Antisemitische Vereinigung). It stressed its opposition to the
Stoecker movement by pledging its members to work for the repeal of
the emancipation law and for the passage of special legislation which
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would treat Jews as aliens. In 1887, Boeckel was elected to the Reichstag.
He was the first anti-Semitic deputy who remained independent from the
Conservative Party, the founder of an autonomous anti-Semitic Reichs-
tag group, henceforward a permanent feature of the German parlia-
ment.

Boeckel was elected in a rural election district, Marburg-Franken-
berg-Kirchhain in Hesse, a region notorious for the poverty of its peasant
population.26 The constituency had long been uncontested Conservative
territory. Now a youth of 26, a librarian and a student of German folk-
lore, had broken its allegiance. Boeckel had gone from village to village,
spreading the slogan, "Peasants! Free yourselves from the Jewish
middlemen!" and campaigning for rural credit cooperatives and markets
from which the Jews were to be barred. His popularity was extraordinary.
"The peasants adored him as their awakener and liberator," Helimut von
Gerlach, Boeckel's opponent in the elections of 1898 and 1903, relates.27
"From miles away they came to his meetings. Peasant lads on horse-
back would escort him when he honored a judenfreie cattle market with
his presence. Garlands were strung across the streets, the mothers held
their little children up and told them 'Look at the man, he is our
liberator!' For a few years he was truly peasant king of Hesse."

Following in the footsteps of Moritz Busch, Boeckel wanted the Jewish
question treated as "a national question which concerns every German
regardless of creed and political affiliation."28 In his opinion the decline
of the anti-Semitic movement was entirely due to the fact that it had
permitted itself to be taken in tow by the Conservatives. The fight
against the Jews, "a tough, old and alien race which cannot be subdued
either by baptism or intermarriage," which "thinks differently, feels
differently and acts differently," should be above party politics. All good
Germans should cooperate in arriving at a solution—in a strictly legal
and honorable way, Boeckel insisted—and the beginning of such a solu-
tion would have to be recognition by constitutional law of the fact that
"in Germany there live two different nations: Germans and Jews; the
former are the country's masters; the latter are guests who may enjoy
the rights of hospitality but never those of masters." In the parliament the
Jewish question should be discussed "over and over again until the
German people will learn no longer to regard the repeal of the emancipa-
tion law as 'intolerable,' as 'persecution mania' but to view it instead as
an imperative requirement for the people's salvation." Boeckel's paper,
the Reichsherold, coupled hatred of Jews with contempt for the Con-
servative Party. It campaigned against "that discredited Jewish clique"
led by big landowners and political careerists, to whom Stoecker was
only a bait for catching the anti-Semitic vote. Boeckel stood for the
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freedom of the press and for the extension of the general, equal franchise
to include Prussia; with the Progressives and Social Democrats, he
favored a federal income tax and opposed the growing military budget
and the government's endeavors to create state trade monopolies as
sources of revenues over which the Reichstag would have no control. He
was equally firm in rejecting all clerical designs upon public education.

In the fight for the soul and the vote of the rural population, "demo-
cratic" anti-Semitism began to prove superior to anti-Semitic conserva-
tism. Boeckel's anticlerical and anticonservative agitation was a matter
of great concern to Stoecker. The latter complained: "In Hesse, Dr.
Boeckel has gained such a reputation in towns and villages that clergy-
men do not dare to oppose him, even though he pursues the wrong kind
of anti-Semitism. If they did, they would lose the last bit of influence
in their communities. Reason enough for the church to try to familiarize
itself with the right way of fighting Jewry and thus to keep in harmony
with the folk soul as well as with the duties exacted by its calling
as the guide of the people's religious aspirations."29 The Conservatives
and Stoecker had to write Boeckel off as a total loss. They deplored
his "Social Democratic" methods of agitation. Boeckel struck back at
them by refusing to have any dealings with the Cohnservative spokes-
men for aristocratic privileges. In 1888, he resigned from the Anti-
Semitic Alliance which was too much to the right for his taste. When in
1893 the Agrarian League began to operate, he denounced it as a tool
of Conservative reaction.

What made this sudden irruption of a new political force into rural,
traditionally conservative territory possible? How could two anti-Semitic
movements coexist, whose rivalry at a superficial view was derived
solely from different shades of anti-Semitism? Surely, there were con-
siderable cultural and political differences between Western and
Eastern Germany. But they can hardly account for the division as the
Eastern provinces, too, were successfully invaded under the flag of racial
anti-Semitism a few years later. The split in the anti-Jewish camp seems
to have grown out of a clash of group interests brought into the open
as a result of the deep-seated agricultural depression and the govern-
ment's tariff and fiscal policy. Put in a nutshell, the essential conffict was
between large-scale grain production and small-scale intensive farming.
Stoecker was close to grain and feed producers, the Junkers, whose
economy hinged on high prices for their main crops; to keep prices high
they needed protective tariffs and government subsidies. But whoever
sided with the Junkers antagonized the small peasant who made his
living from dairy and animal farming and depended on cheap feed,
i.e., low grain prices. This conflict between Junker and peasant farm-
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ing ran through the entire history of the Kaiserreich and the Weimar
Republic; it engendered peasant organizations outside and in opposition
to the Agrarian League, associate of the Conservative Party. It is on the
strength of this conflict that Liberals, and after 1918 the Social Demo-
crats, too, tried to break the Conservatives' hold on millions of small
farmers, to make them realize how much their own well-being depended
on that of the urban industrial masses. The attempts on the whole were
not successful, but still the economic conflict persisted and made itself
felt in many ways. It influenced the choice of political candidates, the
parliamentary line-up in trade and tax legislation, and the growth of the
cooperative movement.

To understand the success of Boeckel's racial agitation it must be
seen in still another context. When Boeckel embarked upon his political
career, the parliamentary scene was dominated by the Kartell. Stoecker's
hands were tied by the Conservatives' coalition with the National
Liberals, and his Christian Social movement was at low ebb. The Con-
servatives soft-pedaled political anti-Semitism and bad little opportunity
to cash in on the benefits of anti-Semitic agitation. What was more,
by sharing with the National Liberals the responsibility for the govern-
ment's policy, they exposed themselves to the wrath of the lower middle
classes. Thrown back into isolation, the Mittelstand rediscovered the Con-
servative Party to be the tool of Junker interests; it now perceived the
role of conservative anti-Semitism in its true light as a tactical device
used by powerful groups in temporary opposition to the government for
the purpose of intimidating the latter and staging a comeback.

Boeckel's anti-Conservative campaign also impelled the right wing of
the racial anti-Semites, the groups around Liebermann von Sonnenberg,
Theodor Fritsch, Paul Förster, etc., to move away from the Conserva-
fives. In 1889, at the Anti-Semites' Day in Bochum, Boeckel and Lieber-
mann agreed on a platform which contained side by side rather incongru-
ous demands, such as the revocation of the emancipation law and the
nationalization of basic industries. Liebermann, propagandist of the cor-
porative state, sworn enemy of the parliamentary system, went so far as
to declare his opposition to further legal restrictions on the Social
Democratic Party, because he saw in "each parliamentary representative
of this [Social Democratic] tendency a living reminder to the govern-
nent to hasten social reform; but [in] each National Liberal Reichstag

member a weight on the scale of laissez faire that has brought us already
so near the abyss."3°

Unity, the aim of the Anti-Semites' Day, however, could not be
achieved. The "democratic" and "conservative" wings of racial anti-Semi-
tism simply Qoulci not fuse. Unable to come to a satisfactory agreement
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with Boeckel, Liebermann in 1889 founded the German-Social Anti-
Semitic Party (Deutschsozia,le Anti3emitirche Partei). Boeckel followed
suit in 1890 with the Anti-Semitic People's Party (Anti8emitische Voiks-
partei). Bochum (Westphalia) and Erfurt (Province of Saxony) were
the respective headquarters of the two organizations. In the 1890
electoral campaign, however, the two parties supported each other's
candidates. Four of the Boeckel group, and Liebermann as the sole rep-
resentative of his party, won over their opponents. Altogether about
48,000 votes were cast for anti-Semitic candidates, out of a total vote
of more than seven mfflion. The four members elected as candidates
of the Anti-Semitic People's Party officially formed in the Reichstag the
"anti-Semitic group" (Antiremiten-Fraktion) with Boeckel as chairman.
Liebermann refused to join.

Election returns31 for the four districts conquered by the Boeckelites
in 1890 reveal interesting details. In one district, several thousand votes
cast in the first balloting for the Social Democratic candidate went in
the run-off election to the anti-Semite rather than to his National Liberal
opponent. In another district, run-off elections gave the anti-Semite
nearly the entire National Liberal vote, which assured the defeat of the
Progressive contestant. Where Stoecker had failed, the radical anti-
Semites appeared fairly successful. Dissatisfied voters were not averse to
taking a chance on a new-fangled party of opposition, perhaps even
rebellion. Political boundaries had become fluid; loyalties that had be-
longed to the Conservatives, National Liberals, or Social Democrats
were being shifted to the leftist, "democratic" wing of the anti-Semites.

The racists followed up their first major political victory with an
intensive campaign. The Antisemitische Correspondenz, publication
of the German-Social Party, reported in 189032 that 8,000 to 4,000 leaflets
and other pieces of literature were mailed daily by the Leipzig office

"quietly to enlist new friends of the ideas of the anti-Semites." Leipzig,
the seat of the German Anti-Semitic Alliance and of the Hammer pub-
lishing house, both under Theodor Fritsch's management, became a major
propaganda center for racial anti-Semitism. In the elections of 1893, the
"pure" anti-Semites stunned the nation when their vote jumped from
48,000 to a quarter of a million.

Anti-Semitism as a political force was no longer a reliable ally of the
Christian conservative state. It had grown bold, and what it demanded
was in open conflict with the material and ideological interests of all the
privileged groups, bourgeois or aristocratic. The "valve of anti-Semitic
hatred" which alone, Maximilian Harden had said, prevented the anti-
capitalist MitteWand from joining forces with Social Democracy,33 was
failing to function for conservatism. Anti-Semitism as a political group-
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ing displayed visible elements of social radicalism which brought it un-
comfortably close to sedition. This was most obvious in the agitation of
Herman Ahlwardt who for years was a celebrated anti-Semitic rabble-
rouser and a very controversial figure among the leaders of the anti-
Semitic movement. Ahlwardt was born in 1846 in a small Pomeranian
village. The son of an artisan, he received a good education and became
a schoolteacher. At the age of 35 he had worked his way up to an appoint-
ment as the principal (Rektor) of a Berlin public school. His career as
educator, however, ended prematurely and the circumstances throw some
light on the man and his later "calling."

By the time he was made a school principal AElwardt was heavily in
debt. It was through no fault of his own, he said, but due to an act of
friendship—underwriting a loan for a colleague who failed to meet his
obligations. However that may be, the fact is that Ahlwardt never
managed to solve his financial problems. Friends and benefactors—they
ranged from Stoecker to liberal notables, including Jewish ones—re-
peatedly came to his rescue but to no avail. Ahlwardt became hope-
lessly entrapped in a tangle of short-term loans and usurious interest
rates. One hundred out of the 250 pages of his first book34 are devoted
to a minute record of the author's dealings with Jewish usurers, a weird
example of exhibitory self-humiliation combined with persecution mania.
In the course of time Ah[wardt's "negligence" in financial matters reached
the point where he began to pocket school collection money for him-
self. The authorities started proceedings, and in 1890 Ahlwardt was re-
moved from his position. Shortly afterwards, he entered the field of
politics with his book The Aryan Peoples' Battle of Despair Against
Jewry. The German public had by then been accustomed to anti-Jewish
writing but nothing had been printed yet to match Ahlwardt's attack in
vituperation, irresponsibility, and sheer madness.

The Jewish octopus, as the Verzweiflungskampf depicted it, had sunk
its arms into every vital sphere of German society. Neither the army
nor the government nor any social group was able any more to shake
off the monster. Educators, officers, peasants, civil servants, workers,
businessmen—all had to pay their tribute. A Jewish conspiracy had been
behind the attempts upon the old Kaiser's life in 1878; Jewish bankers
had financially enslaved high-placed members of the ruling dynasty;
Jews exercised a controlling influence on a number of ministerial depart-
ments whose officials they had bribed and corrupted. Jews and their
underlings abused, exploited, and undermined the German nation's
healthy and stable social relations. All this was put forth with an elab-
orate apparatus of "evidence." The second part of the Verzweiflungskanmpf,
under the heading, "The Oath of a Jew," consisted almost entirely of
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private documents, police records, court decisions, and newspaper re-
ports, so arranged as to prove that Bleichröder had commited perjury in
an alimony case and that he owed his liberty only to the protection of
Chancellor Caprivi and other important men in the government.

Such reckless charges against the honor of the courts and the integrity
of public officials were unheard of. They certainly did not go un-
answered. Brought before a court of law, Ahlwardt's "evidence" evap-
orated and part of the royalties on the Verzweiflungskamp-f consisted of
four months in jail for libel and slander. However, the alleged Bleich-
roder-Caprivi conspiracy aroused enough political excitement to result
in a parliamentary debate. The Conservatives were only too eager to
seize upon it to damage the Chancellor's position.

Hardly had the excitement subsided when Ahlwardt with another "dis-
closure" of Jewish corruption created a new sensation. In a pamphlet,
Judenflinten35 (Jewish Rifles), he accused the industrial firm of Ludwig
Lowe of having supplied the government with faulty military rifles. The
inferior quality of these Lowe rifies, Ahlwardt asserted, was more than
just the usual result of Jewish greed, it was a plot hatched out in co-
operation with the Alliance Israelite Universelle in Paris, in which high
German officials were criminally implicated.

International Jewry did not overlook anything that could contribute to Ger-
many's defeat in the next war, and it finally made a monstrous attempt to put
a rifie in the hands of the German soldier which might be usable in peace
time when subjected to modest wear but which must soon break down under
battle conditions.

This attempt succeeded beyond expectation. Today the army already has
in its possession 425,000 rifles, supplied by the firm of Ludwig LOwe, Isidor
LOwe manager, which in wartime are bound to be almost less dangerous to
the enemy than to those who fire them.

Jewry, the Jewish central board of control (Centralleitung) as well as top
men at the Stock Exchange, must have thorough knowledge of this fact
which it took me great efforts to discover.

A first-rate scandal resulted. Twenty editions of the pamphlet were
sold out within a few weeks. The author, "adorned with laurels and
celebrated as the savior of the fatherland is being listened to with roar-
ing applause in a number of popular mass meetings," Neue Zeit,36 the
Social Democratic periodical, sarcastically reported from Berlin. The
pamphlet finally was confiscated by order of the government and
Ahlwardt himself was arrested. But public opinion roused to a well-
organized frenzy clamored for his release and for speedy investigation
of the charges he had made. The scandal broke when nationalist passion
was at its height. In the perennial struggle for the expansion of the
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German army a new phase had been reached as the nightmare of a two-
front war was conjured up by a Franco-Russian military rapprochement.

An investigation by the War Ministry established Ahlwardt's "dis- ,
closure" to have been a figment of his imagination from beginning to
end. A statement in the official Reichsanzeiger37 said that Lowe rifles Imet all requirements; that tests had revealed some technical deficiencies
of weapons used by the army, but that such deficiencies did not con-
cern weapons manufactured by the accused firm. In the suit brought by
the Ludwig Lowe company Ahlwardt was sentenced to another five
months in jail. Meanwhile, however, the condemned slanderer had been
elected to the Reichstag, and the Reichstag held that the privilege of
parliamentary immunity suspended the sentence.38

Ahlwardt was repeatedly exposed in law courts as a reckless, malicious,
and dishonest slanderer. Officially documented evidence proved that his
"revelations" were fabricated out of whole cloth. Yet, this did not ruin
his public career. Quite the contrary. The damning evidence of his
lack of integrity only seemed to improve Ahiwardt's political prospects.
Apparently, whether successful legal proceedings also worked to dis-
credit an agitator socially and politically depended chiefly on the esteem
in which the law was held by the groups that supported him. The same
observation applies to the history of those revolutionary movements
which on principle rejected the existing law and judiciary as essentially
the institutions of hostile class rule. In the early days of European or-
ganized labor the imprisonment of radical leaders usually served to
cement the beliefs of their followers. Harsh sentences, far from dimin-
ishing the popular appeal of the prisoner, frequently made him into a
hero and sanctified his name. The Social Democratic Party not only
gained a million votes under the anti-Socialist act when party leaders
and officers were persecuted; it also acquired extraordinary political
cohesion in the course of its twelve-year proscription. In the critical
years of the Weimar Republic the National Socialists rejected the laws
of the land which they denounced as infamous and mismanaged by the
"Jew Republic." In the few cases where the law decided against them
they would proudly point to their punishment as a trophy of their na-
tional struggle and martyrdom. The situation was, of course, different
for men like Stoecker for whom the slightest brush with the law was
bound to have unfavorable repercussions. It embarrassed and alienated
the groups whose support he wanted. It was unthinkable that throne and
altar should be defended by a man whom the courts of the country ex-
posed as a violator of established law and accepted morality. Stoecker's
prestige, in fact, was damaged by law suits and trials, in one of which
he had made a statement under oath which the court later was to declare



THE FIRST WAVE OF RACIAL ANTI-SEMITISM 95

"objectively wrong but not deliberately untrue." This was enough to
earn him the sobriquet of Meineidspfaffe ("the clerical perjurer"), a label
that plagued him for the rest of his life. In Stoecker's world, law and
order still meant a great deal. By contrast, the fact that two jail sen-
tences failed to damage Ahlwardt's public career indicates a consider-
able defiance of state and law among the people that backed him.

The full implications of the racists' defiance of the law were not
realized at Ahlwardt's time. Social Democracy, a force that challenged
existing law as class law, came nearest to understanding the phenomenon.
In the socialist literature of the time this problem was repeatedly dis-
cussed and analyzed. Franz Mehring, the historian, who as a contribut-
ing editor of Neue Zeit wrote the most caustic commentaries on the cul-
tural aspects of the Ahlwardt scandals, had an answer of his own to the
baffling question as to why it was that "Ahlwardt's accusations were the
more furiously acclaimed the more monstrous they were."39 The anti-
Semitic movement, Mebring and his friends said, was the petty bour-
geoisie's more or less natural reaction to the pressures and devastations
caused by big business. "Berlin is full of people," Mehring wrote, "who
as civil servants, teachers, editors, building superintendents, etc., de-
pend on the [capitalist] clique and who with secret moaning and groan-
ing have to endure a miserable tyranny. They become the easy victims
of every reckless demagogue who dares publicly slap the clique in the
face. The harder these slaps, the more they will be applauded by people
whose shoulders are daily rubbed sore by an invisible yoke. . . ."

In Ahlwardt's case, the ranks of the Berlin Mitteistand, which Mehring
described as the most accessible to anti-Semitism and the least swayed
by legal prosecution of the agitators, were augmented by rural groups.
Ahlwardt's constituency was the rural Arnswalde-Friedeberg district east
of Berlin. In 1892, without an organization, without funds to back him,
he defeated the candidate of the all-powerful Conservative Party,4° re-
peating the feat which Boeckel before him had accomplished in Western
Germany. Ahlwardt's campaign procedures have been described by
Heilmut von Gerlach :41

"Accompanied by his secretary, he systematically made the rounds of
the farms and asked every peasant how many acres of land and how
many heads of cattle he had. Then he would turn to his secretary who
flashed a gigantic note book and would dictate to him: 'Take it down!
Gussow has 12 acres, 5 cows, 4 pigs. Should have 24 acres, 12 cows,
10 pigs.'"

Ahlwardt not only told the peasants that they deserved to have more
land and cattle, he also told them where to get it, viz., from the huge
possessions of the landed aristocracy. His battle cry "against Jews and
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Junkers" pointed at the twofold pressure to which the population was
subjected in a semifeudal environment. Small farmers and farm laborers
suffered from the inroads of a new economic system as well as from the
vestiges of an old one. They paid twice, for too much and too little
capitalism. Intimidated by centuries of Junker rule, they admired the
man who publicly attacked what they dared only privately complain
about. To support Ahlwardt was to rebel by proxy. Of the personal
qualifications a peasant's candidate required, courage was more impor-
tant than wisdom; malice and aggressiveness were more acceptable than
reason and plausibility. Peasant mistrust of the city in general and of
lawyers in particular was proverbial. The outcome of court cases was
regarded as a matter of having the better, that is, more expensive coun-
sel. To the peasant mind it was only natural that the powerful and
wealthy should have recourse to the courts to ruin the one who spoke
against them. That Ahlwardt should be imprisoned for libel was to be
expected and not at all dishonorable. He had lost out because he took
up their cause against the big shots. The peasants of Brandenburg re-
garded the sentences as a confirmation of Ahlwardt's honesty and plain-
spoken sincerity.

The racists attacked established law on two grounds: that it had been
degraded and corrupted by the infiltration of Jews into the judiciary;
and that it had become ever farther removed from folk thinking and the
popular sense of justice. The official administration of justice was ex-
perienced as a distant manipulation for sinister purposes. It was "the
Jews" who hid behind the intricacies of a complex legal system which
the common man could no more understand than he could afford to
set it in motion. "If we did away with the Jews, we could also do away
with half the laws now on our books," Ahlwardt once exclaimed in the
Reichstag.42 Boeckel said of himself that his conversion to anti-Semitism
had received the strongest impulse when he had seen dejected peasants
file into court at the heels of "grinning" Jews.43

The very impartiality of the law and of law enforcement was taken
as evidence of the miscarriage of racial justice. A peculiar example of
anti-Semitic argumentation is to be found in the protests of Willi Buch,
veteran of racial anti-Semitism, against the attempts of German Jews to
defend themselves by law. "The Zentralverein deutscher Staatsburger
füdis'chen Glaubens,"44 writes Buch, "took upon itself the task of watch-
ing the anti-Semitic newspapers and speakers and bringing them before
the public prosecutor, on the strength of the notorious article 166 of the
criminal code. For this reason it [the Zentralverein] was generally called
the 'Denouncers' League.' Unfortunately, the public prosecutor's office
was bound by law to follow up all these denunciations and the courts
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were forced to pronounce sentences which often were very hard. To
the best of my knowledge, not a single anti-Semite who was at all active
in the interests of Germandom, either through the spoken word or
through writing, got away without paying fines or going to jail."45 Re-
ferring to Fritsch's survey of the court proceedings and verdicts which
were brought against anti-Semitic violators of the law thanks to the
Zentralverein's efforts, Buch explains: "The public had to be told about
the dirty fighting these 'German citizens' resorted to, and how infamously
they behaved."

The wilful naiveté of the sentences is revealing. If the Jews like any
other citizens appealed to the courts for protection, what was base and
infamous about it? Was it not, on the contrary, damning to anti-Semitism
that there was not a single anti-Semitic agitator who did not run foul
of the law at one time or another? Such, indeed, was the reasoning that
inspired the liberal and Jewish "anti-anti" work. The anti-Semites' think-
ing followed a different logic. If the gaps in Buch's argumentation were
filled in, it would run like this: the Jews take advantage of a law which
is ours, not theirs. When they invoke our law they abuse its highest
principle; that of being impartial towards all. This is a trick as the Jew
can claim equality with the German only by an obvious subterfuge. They
thus force an insoluble dilemma upon us Germans: either we have to
abide in impotence by the law's decisions and see its spirit violated by
the Jews for their benefit, or we have to go on with our just fight and
infringe the letter of the German laws which have been perverted by

the Jews.
The notion that emancipation was a gift of the German people to the

Jews was always behind such reasoning. Civic equality for the Jews
was conceived of as a voluntary, revocable dispensation granted out of
the generosity and mercy of the Germans, but by no means as an ac-
knowledgment of an inalienable right. The ideas of a corporate state
founded on privilege and caste motivated the anti-Semites' relationship
to Jews. The appeal to the principle of equality of all citizens before
the law failed to impress them. "Equality" was just another privilege
the Jews had managed to wangle and which they had no right to insist
upon. As the unemancipated Jews once had depended upon princes and
potentates to save them from the people's wrath, the emancipated Jews
now found protection behind rule-by-law. They had been and remained
Schutzluden in anti-Semitic eyes.

By publicizing instead of concealing their troubles with the courts,
the racists did their best to associate the terms "law" and "Jews" fri the
minds of their followers. The idea that existing law had, in some sinister
fashion, become inextricably involved with the machination of the Jews
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contributed to breaking down respect for the law and supplanting its
authority with the higher one derived from "folk feeling" and the re-
quirements of "national salvation."46 A generation later, National So-
cialism actually swept away the "un-German" system of impartial law
along with the functions of the courts, of law enforcement, and legal
authority, and replaced it by a new one more suited to the racist phi-
losophy.
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