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"No man wi l l t r e a t with indifference the principle of race.
It is the key of history, and why history is often so
confused is that it. has been written by m e n who were
ignorant of this principle and al l the knowledge it involves.”
”Language and religion do n o t make a race ‐ there is
only one thing which makes a race, and that is blood.”
(Benjamin Disraeli. Earl of Beaconsfield in ”Endymion”,
Vol. 11, pp. 18 and 20)

Ever since the day when the National Socialists came in to
power in Germany, thereby placing the solution of the Jewish
problem in the forefront of German polities, public opinion
the world ever has become increasingly interested in that
problem. Anti-semitism has been frequently described as a
phenomenon exclusively confined to Germany, as a National
Socialist invention which must necessarily remain incompre‑
hensible to the rest of the world. Bu t to-day it is evident that
the Jewish question is by no means a purely German question,
that it causes on the contrary grave anxiety to statesmen
in many countries, and that in many lands a pronounced
anti-Jewish reaction has already set in. \Vc do not propose
to enquire, for the moment, whether these phenomena are
a result of the example set by Germany. It is sufficient to
register the fact that the Jewish question has, or is about
to become everywhere acute, and that there is scarcely
a country nowadays which does not find itself compelled to
contribute in some way or other to its solution.
Hence everyone who discusses Germany’s attitude towards

the Jewish question is at the same time dealing w i t h an
important problem of contemporary international politics,
and, having regard to its far-reaching significance, is in duty
bound to carefully investigate that question.

It is a mistake to believe that the Jewish question has
only arisen within the last few years, o r, indeed, that i ts
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origin is to be sought in modern times. The Jewish question
is no t an invention of National Socialism, n o r is it derived
from the antisemitic movements that marked the close of the
nineteenth century. If National Socialism can lay claim to
any originality in the matter, then only because the National
Socialist Party was the first to deduce the logical conclusions
f rom a historical fact. The present German attitude towards
the Jewish question is based on the experience made by
Europe in the course of two thousand years. And this ex‑
perience has been a particularly bad one fo r Germany, espe‑
cially during the last few decades.
The Jewish question undoubtedly dates back some two

thousand years. Strictly speaking it is even older ‐‐ namely,
as old as the history of the Jews. The Jewish question arises
everywhere where the nomadic Jewish race comes into contact
with other peoples having a settled abode.
This historical fact is admitted by the Jews themselves.

The Jiidische Lcmikon, which is the standard work of the
German Jews‐‐published long before the advent of National
Socialism to power ‐confirms the historical continuity of the
Jewish question troughout the centuries when it writes (vol. I I I ,
column 421): “this Jewish problem is as old as the association
of the pronouncedly differentiated and dissimilar Jewish people
with other peoples.”
It is a unique, and in the last resort inexplicable pheno‑

menon, that on the one hand the Jews have never been able
to find a permanent home in which to develop a political
and social existence “sui generis,” while on the other hand
they have never proved capable of being absorbed by any of
the innumerable countries in which they have sought
hospitality.
This peculiar destiny of the Jews is, however, subject to

variations. But these variations, in their turn, are only the
perpetual ebbing and flowing of an unbroken tide. There
were times in which the Jewish problem appeared definitely
solved, in which the foreign immigrants appeared to have
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become completely assimilated and to have lost their distinct
ethnical personality. In such halcyon days no Jewish problem
seemed to exist. Bu t sooner or later the illusion was dispelled,
and after many years of comparative rest and quiet Ahasuerus
was compelled to again resume his eternal wanderings.
The first ex'pulsions of Jews on a large scale occurred al‑

ready in the earliest history of Palestine. 700 years before the
Christian era the Assyrian King Sarrukin forced the Jews
to leave the country, and his example was followed in
586 B. C. by King Nebuchadnezzar of Babylon. Persecutions
in Alexandria and the destruction of Jerusalem by the R0‑
mans in A. D. 70 opened a period in which the Jewish question
was n o t less acute than it is to-day. Further milestones in
the eternal wanderings of the Jews are the crusades, the ex‑
pulsion of the Jews f rom England under Edward I in 1290,
and their expulsion f rom Spain under Ferdinand and Isabella
the Catholic in 1492. There is not a single century in which
an expulsion of Jews has not taken place. Every nation in
Europe has sought to preserveitself against Jewishdomination
by a l l the means at its disposal.
It is an incontrovertible historical fact that those peoples

with a settled abode who throughout the ages afforded hospi‑
tality to nomadic Jewish tribes, invariably regarded the latter
as an essentially dissimilar race and no t merely as a different
religious community. Hence hospitality was only granted to
the Jews under special conditions. It is interesting to observe
in this connection that in every case where a European State
was weak and financially impoverished, the restrictions
imposed on the Jews were greatly relaxed and eventually
abrogated. The numerical preponderance of the Jews in
Eastern Europe ‐which has become the reservoir o f Jewry
in modern t i m e s ‐ i s to a large extent attributable to the
political and financial weakness of the former Kingdom of
Poland.
The opening of the so-callcd “modern era” seemed never‑

theless to herald a period of permanent peace and rest for
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the hitherto restless wandering Jew. It was the era of
enlightenment, of liberalism, of belief in the ideals of progress
and the rights of man. Conformably w i t h the principles in
vogue in this era, the Jews only differed by their religion
f rom other citizens and as such enjoyed equality wi th the
adherents of. other religious bodies. They were no longer
considered as appertaining to a different race, in olhe-r words
as strangers. Differentiation on ellmical grounds between
the Jews and the native population was on principle abolished
by the French Revolution, and this principle was adhered
to alike by the legislation and the social custom of ensuing
decades.
The nineteenth century was thus dominated by the tenet

of the emancipation and assimilation of the Jews. It was
considered best no t even to mention the Jewish question and
to act as if such a question did not exist. In the countries
of Western Europe the Jews themselves were animated by
an intense desire for assimilation. Conversions and mixed
marriages were the principal means employed by the Jews
fo r acquiring, in the words of Heinrich Heine, himself a Jew,
an “admission ticket to European culture”, and thereby
acquiring a preponderaling influence in political, cultural,
and economic life. It should be added that a number of Jews
were inspired by a sincere desire to throw-off their skin and
obliterate as far as possible their hereditary tracks.
This process of assimilation reached i ts culminating point

in the first three decades of the twentieth century, during
which Israel became King of the “Western world. But it cannot
be reasonably doubted that this epoch has come to an end.
The most farsighted among the Jews had clearly perceived
the inevitability of a r‘action. Forty years ago a leading
German Jew, Dr. iValther llathenau, in a book entitled
Hot-e, Israel! had criticised the policy of assimilation and
uttered a warning for the benefit of those of his co-racists who
occupied, or were about to occupy, prominent positions in
Germany. “Theyapparently donotevendream.” wroteRathenau,
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"that. only in an epoch in which al l the forces of Nature
are artificially enchained, can they be protected against that
which their fathers endured.”
That modern Jewry did no t heed the many warning voices

in its own ranks affords another proof of the fact that the
Children of Israel have not learnt, or wished to learn, the
lessons taught by their own fate ‐ that they are b l i nd to
the errors so often committed by themselves in their self‑
complacency. It is also typical of the Jewish mind that even
\Valther Rathenau himself fai led to draw the logical conse‑
quences from his o w n perception of ultimate events.

Some forty years ago a comparatively small number of
Jews, headed by Dr. Theodore l lerzl , founded what is known
as the Zionist movement in the conscious recognition of the
uselessness ‐‐ n a y, harmfulness ‐‐ of the “assimilation
policy,” and of the consequences that were bound to follow.
The Zionist movement represented an effort to avoid those
consequences.
Influenced by the autiscmitic movement that arose in

France at the close of the nineteenth century in connection
w i th the Dreyfus case, Herzl proclaimed to his co-racists the
doctrine: “return to Palestine." Such a doctrine, although
hacked by an energy inspired by I-Ierzl’s lofty persuasive
idealism, appeared nothing short of astounding at a time
when the so-ealted “assimilation policy” had reached its
zenith. Hence it was explicable that Herzl’s exhortation found
a resounding echo chiefly among the great mass of East
European Jews, in Jewry’s immense rescrvoire in Poland,
Lithuania, and Itumania. These Jews had never had any
share in the benefits of emancipation and “assimilation.”
Thei r economic and social position was as a general rule
unsatisfactory, and their political situation was such as to
render them particularly susceptible to an appeal to found
their own national home in an independent Jewish Stale.



But despite their numerical superiority, these East European
Jews were of minor importance f rom the point of View of
the realisation of l’lerzl’s ambitious plans, for they lacked
both economic and political significance. Economically and
politically, the influence of the West European and North
American Jews was decisive, and fo r these the novel doctrine
preached by Herzl w a s like unto the seed sown on rocky
and hence unfruit ful ground. Blinded by the alluring gl i t ter
of an artificial “golden age,“ the Western Jews had only an
ironical smile for what they considered as the vagaries of
Zionism, to which, moreover, they w e r e profoundly hostile.
And even after this much derided Zionism had assumed a
more or less concrete shape in the following decades, the
participation of Western Jews in the movement was almost
exclusively confined to financial support. Practical Zionists
among them were very few -in number.

On the other hand, Herzl’s plan to establish a Jewish
National Home soon awakened great interest among lVestern
nations which had the questionable privilege of harbouring
the descendants of Abraham. Already in 1903 Joseph
Chamberlain ‐ the father of the present Prime Minister ‐‑
in his capacity as Colonial Secretary, submitted, on behalf
of the Brit ish Government, a plan for establishing a Jewish
settlement on a large scale in Uganda. The realisation of
this practical plan, which was laid before the ZionistCongress
in Bale, was frustrated by the doctrinaire attitude of the
Zionists, who insisted on an exclusive settlement of the Jews
in Palestine.

It w i l l thus be seen that the British Government recognised
expressly the existence of a Jewish question, and the necessity
of i ts solution, at a time when belief in the blessings of an
“assimilation of the Jewish race” prevailed without conte‑
station in Germany.

In 1917 Zionism won a decisive, victory with the publi‑
cation of the Balfour Declaration, by the British Government
which promised unreserved British support of the endeavour
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to create a Jewish National Home in Palestine. The fulfilment
of this promise began shortly after the Great War. Bu t after
the lapse of twenty years the failure of the effort is obvious.
In the light of experience, Herzl’s scheme has been proved
impracticable. Herzl did not foresee the wave of antisemiti-sm
which is n o w sweeping over Europe ‐‐ or, at any rate, did
no t calculate i ts rapidity.

It is no t necessary to discuss here recent events in Palestine.
which are not the first of their k ind, since Palestine has been
in a condition of chronic unrest f rom the first day when the
Jews entered the country. Even if the existing difficulties in
Palestine were to be surmounted, the objections which have
invariably been raised against the utopian theories of Zionism
would continue to retain their validity, if only for the fol‑
lowing reasons, which are best enumerated serialim:

1. In the mandated territory of Palestine, Jewry would
necessarily be dependent on the Mandatory State. It would
depend on the favour of the Mandatory State, i. e. on the
alternating currents of political evolution.

2. Up to now, the Zionist movement has only succeeded in
settling some 400,000 Jews in Palestine. On the other hand,
Palestine counts over. 900,000 Arab inhabitants, whose fore‑
fathers have lived in‘ the country for more than one thousand
years. The Arabs contest ‐ and rightly contest -‐ the Jewish
claim to regard Palestine as a Jewish National Home. And
behind the Palestinian Arabs are 32 000 000 Arabs in the Near
East and Egypt. Whatever agreement m a y be reached
regarding a delimitation of the respective rights, it is safe
to say that under existing circumstances the creation of a
Jewish State in Palestine of any dimensions worth men‑
tioning, or, indeed, of any viable Jewish State at all, is more
than hypothetical.

3. The exodus of the Jews f rom Palestine began 2000 years
ago. Since then the Jews have had no contact whatsoever
with the country in which they n o w seek to establish their
domination.
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4. The Jews who are now endeavouring to create a Jewish
State in Palestine have long since ceased to have any common
culture. In the course of its wanderings, the Jewish race has
lost i ts cultural autonomy ‐ if exception he made of the
Jewish religion, which has also been abandoned by the
hundreds of thousands of “assimilated Jews." On the other
hand it has absorbed any amount of heterogeneous cultural
elements. The Jews are not even united by the tie ot' a com ‑
m o n language, since only a small minority has a knowledge
of Hebrew, whilst Yiddish is spoken almost exclusively by the
East European Jews.
5. The utopian character of the proposal to constitute a

Jewish State in Palestine is, perhaps best proved by a study
of the structure of Jewish communities in other lands, which
shows that the Jews are solely adapted to certain conditions
of urban life, and that they tack, in general, al l capacity for
agriculture or manual labour.
Having regard to these circumstances, it cannot be seriously

doubted that the plan of creating a Jewish State in Palestine
is entirely utopian. Only a more or less insignificant fraction
of the sixteen mi l l ion odd orthodox Jews in the world could
ever hope to find a home in Palestine. Theodore Herzl’s plan
for enabling the Jews to escape the threatening per i l of anti‑
scmitism has proved impracticable and has no t succeeded in
solving the Jewish problem.

Thus what we may call the “assimilation era” has come
to an end after about 150 years, without any possibility for
the Jews to escape in time the inevitable consequences of an
unavoidable reaction.
There can be no doubt whatever that the counter-current

of’antisemitism is rapidly increasing in strength the world
over. Even a cursory glance at the papers of many lands
suffices to show that the responsible leaders of states in a l l
corners of the globe are compelled in varying degrees to take
account of this phenomenon. Foreign critics who maintain
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that anti-semitism is l imited to Germany may be reminded
of the well known words of the Zionist champion D r. Chaim
Weizmann that the world is divided into two groups: namely,
those countries which desire to expel the Jews, and those
which do not desire to receive them.
The first of these groups includes not only Germany but also

I ta ly. In the latter country comprehensive legislative measures
have been directed alike to excluding Italian Jews f r om public
l i fe and to getting r i d of foreign Jews. Mention ma y also be
made of Poland w i th a Jewish population of over three
millions, or ove r 10°/o of the entire population. Not only have
'arious specified professions already been entirely closed to
the JC\VS in Poland, but it has been officially stated in
\Varsaw that the problem of the Polish Jews can only be
solved by emigration. In Hungary, a Bi l l , originally brought
in by the Daranyi Cabinet and reintroduced by the Imredy
Cabinet,aims at restricting Jewish participation in economic
and cultural life. In Rumania, which has some 1,500,000
Jews, the antisemitic movement has by no means come to an
end wi th the collapse of the Goga ministry, as is shown by
the extensive measures since adopted and by aiming at the
deprivation of their recently acquired Rumanian nationality
of al l Jews who have immigrated into Rumania since the
( t r e a t War. There can be no doubt that antisemitism is con‑
stantly progressing in Rumania and wi l l sooner or later
become the dominating factor in that country.
The above mentioned countries are those whose Govern‑

ments have already adopted pronouncedly antisemitic measu‑
res. It would lead too far were we to enumerate the coun‑
tries ‐‐ such as Holland, France, and Great Britain ‐‐ which
have not adopted similar measures, but in which antisemitic
movements are none the less noticeable and the influence of
antisemitic organisations on public opinion is none the less
increasing.
The second group of countries ‐ those who do not desire

to receive the Jews ‐ comprises the States into which Jewish
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immigrants have lpoured as a result of the growing anti‑
semitic peril. They are mostly oversea countries, first and
foremost among them being South American republics and
the Union of South Africa.
These countries had at first opened their doors wide to

Jewish immigration and offered the immigrants a wide field
fo r the exercise of their activities. But they have had mean ‑
while every reason to regret their hospitality. The conse‑
quence is that they have been compelled to restrict ever more
and more the extremely liberal regulations originally enacted
by them concerning immigration, so that to-day there is
practically no country in which Jewish immigrants can hope
to find adequate means of subsistence.
This was clearly shown at the international conference at

Evian, convened in the summer of 1938 for the purpose of
dealing with the problem of Jewish emigration, but which
failed to achieve any concrete result f o r the reason that none
of the numerous States represented at the conference was
will ing to declare its readiness to admit Jewish refugees.
It has been proved beyond any possibility of a doubt that

Jewish refugees, fleeing before the menace of antisemitism
in the llands in which they were formerly domiciled, bring
wi th them the deadly antisemitic bacillus into the promised
land in which they had fondly hoped to found a new home.
Thereby is once more proved the fact, solidly established by
the experience of millienniums, that Jewry and Antisemitism
are interchangeable terms, that the \Vandering Jew is him‑
self the carrier and transmitter of the antisemitic germ.
Hence it is explicable that in countries in which antisemitism
was formerly unknown, and to which Jewish emigrants have
recently flocked, antisemitic currents should have been
created, sufficiently strong for no Government to be able to
ignore them.

Thus no one who is far removed from the overheated con‑
temporary political atmosphere, and who seriously and with

14



it due sense of responsibility studies the Jewish question, can
conscientiously maintain that antisemitism is exclusively
confined to Germany. Such an objective study must also
lead to a negation of the proposition occasionally formulated,
that the spread of antisemitism is exclusively attributable to
the example set by Germany. As a matter of plain fact, can
anyone really believe that such a doctrine could be artifi‑
cially fostered in a country fundamentally unreceptive to it?
Or was it not really the case that the seed had already been
sown on ground so fertile, that it only needed a certain chain
of circumstances to cause it to bear fruit?
Indeed, it is scarcely surprising that Germany’s policy

towards the Jews should have had such a resounding echo
throughout the world. Germany is suffering the fate of a l l
those, who, whether nations or individuals, have sufficient
courage «and sense of responsibility to practise and defend a
conviction fundamentally opposed to the dominating prin‑
ciples of the times. No great human achievement has been
accomplished, save at the cost of struggle and sacrifice.
Everyone who revolts against the tyranny of antiquated
dogmas brings upon himself the odium which inevitably falls
on the revolutionary innovator. The protagonists of the
French Revolution were confronted by the solidarity of the
whole of the rest of Europe when they sought to substitute
the great slogans of liberalism for the worn-out tenets of
absolutism.
Germany’s attitude towards the Jewish question can be

rightly understood only if we consider it f rom the standpoint
of a philosophy of history based on the conception of the
race as fundamental factor of social evolution -‐ i. e. of the
philosophy which f rom the outset has inspired the National
Socialist effort to reconstruct and reorganise the entire l i fe
of the German nation. According to this philosophy, the
differentiation and variety of the heterogeneous human races,
as well as of the peoples who descend from them, constitute
an essential element of the Divine creative purpose. P r o
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vidence has assigned to each people the task of freely and
ful ly developing its own specific characteristic traits. Hence
it is contrary to the Divine purpose if a people allows its
destiny to be shaped by extraneous forces; and such a people
will assuredly perish in the struggle for existence. The ques‑
tion of the intrinsic value of such forces is irrelevant. The
sole thing that matters is that they are extraneous ‐ that
they have no part in or relation to the hereditary structure,
biological and traditional, of the people among whom they
operate.
No clearer demonstration of this truth has been furnished

in the history of the world than by the downfall of the‑
Roman empire, which was deemed from the moment when
the ancient Roman element that formed its nucleus began to
be stifled by the inroad of foreign influences. The whole life
‐‐ political, social, economic, mil i tary ‐ of the Roman
Empire was finally dominated by alien influences, the result
being a racial and cultural syncretism which could not but
prove fatal to the Empire in the long run.

The family, as the cell of the social community, is naturally
subject to the same law of heredity as the aggregate. Those
peoples who are derived from the Germanic race, to cite
only this particular example, have a strongly developed
family instinct. They know, thanks to instinctive intuition
fort ified by hereditary experience, that the destiny of every
family is determined throughout successive generations by
the predominance of certain biological and traditional factors.
Hence in al l families where the consciousness of this t ruth
has no t been obliterated, the greatest possible care is invar‑
iably taken that there shall be no admixture of new blood
susceptible of adulterating the racial composition or debasing
the traditional standardof the family. A number of families
illustrious in history have consistently maintained this
standard by a rigorous adherence to the principle of con‑
sanguinity.
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Germany, starting from a philosophy of history based on
the principle of racial differentiation, is the first country to
have consistently drawn the conclusions resulting f rom the
lessons of the past two thousand years in regard to the
Jewish question. Those lessons have taught us the reason
why the attempt to solve that question by means of the
abortive attempt to assimilate the Jews was pro-doomed to
failure. Those lessons have proved to the h i l t the utter im‑
possibility of assimilating the Jews, and have shown the
inevitability of the periodical recurrence of antisemitism in
consequence.
The lessons taught by the past two thousand years may be

résuméd as f o l l ows : ‑
1) The Jewish question is not a religious, bu t exclusively

a racial, question. The Jews, the overwhelming majority of
whom are of Oriental, i. e. Near Eastern descent, have no
racial a ffin i ty whatever w i th the peoples o f Europe. I t should
he observed that the attitude of the German Government
towards the Jewish question is dictated solely by the fact that
the Jews a re an al ien race, wi thout any consideration of the
intrinsic value of the specific qualities of that race.
Even in the era of emancipation, during which the Jews

were on principle incorporated in the national communities
of the Western world, and which was characterised by the
“conversion” of millions of Jews to Christianity, it proved
impossible to blot out the traces of their incradicably alien
nature. Sufficient evidence of this fact is forthcoming from
Jewish sources. In his book Hdre, Israel, the late D r. Walther
ltalhenau wrote: “ I n the li fe of the German national the
Jews are a clearly differentiated alien race . . . In the
Marches of Brandenburg they are like unto an Asiatic
horde.” The well known Jewish author Jakob Ktatzkin ex‑
pressed himself with refreshing candour in his work Kris-is and
lintscheidung im Judenlum (1921) as follows: “Everywhere
we are strangers in the lands in which we live, and it is our
inflexible resolve to maintain our racial idiosyncrasy.” Both
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testimonials were furnished at a time when the emancipation
of the Jews in Germany hat reached its culminating point.
2) For the past 2000 years the Jewish race has been per‑

petually on the move. The whole world is its home, con‑
formahly wi th the motto ubi bene, ib i patria. True to their
destiny, the Jews wi l l never admit being bound by any national
ties. The abnormal structure of the Jewish community, in
which neither peasants nor handicraftsmen find a place, renders
it impossible for the Jews to adapt themselves to the conditions
of life in the countries which give them hospitality.
3) Racial predisposition and historical destiny combine to

incline the Jews to certain categories of activity, whose
sphere of influence is, by their very nature, international.
It is consequently cxplicable that, during the era of eman‑
cipation, the Jews should have successfully sought to obtain
control of a) public opinion, b) the stock and share markets,
0) wholesale and retai l trade, (1) certain influential cultural
organisations, and ‐- last, bu t not least ‐- e) polit ical l i fe.
At the close of the emancipation era in Germany, the Jews
enjoyed a practical monopoly of a l l the professions exerting
intellectual and “political influence. This enabled them to‑
stamp their entirely alien features on the whole public l i f e
of the country.
4) One of the results achieved by the policy of “assimila‑

tion” during the era of emancipation was the release of the‑
Jews in Eastern Europe from their ghettos, and their emigration
to the more liberal-minded States of \VesternEurope and North
America. Between 1890 and 1900, some 200,000 East
European Jews found their way into Great Britain. The‑
number of Jews who emigrated to the United States between
1912 and 1935 is computed at upwards of 1,500,000. If the
Jewish question has to-day attained such vital importance,.
this is to a large extent due to those migrations of Jews ‑
migrations which, on the one hand, demonstrated the illusory‑
nature of the theory of the Jews’ capacity for assimilation,
and, on the other, hastened the process of the domination of'
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“West. European add North American States by Jewish
elements.
The process in question had been practically completed in

Germany before the advent of National Socialism to power.
An alien race,without roots in German soil and without even
the most remote affiliation wi th the German people, had taken
possession of Germany. The poison of an alien spirit, of an
alien manner of thinking, h ad been instilled, cunningly and
systematically, into the German mind. Hence the whole
German organism necessarily conveyed a totally misleading
impression to an observer f rom outside. National Socialism
was therefore faced by the urgent necessity of solving a
problem which vitally affected the very existence of the
German nation.
Impartial foreign observers had long since recognised the

inevitability of a radical solution of the Jewish question in
Germany. Already in December, 1910, the Times, in a review
of Houston Stewart Chamberlain’s book “The Foundations of
Ilze Nineteenth Centurl ,” remarked that nearly everything in
Germany had come under Jewish c o n t r o l ! n o t only business
life, but the Press, the theatre, the film, etc., in short, everything
susceptible of influencing German spiritual l ife, and that it
would he inconceivable that the Germans could tolerate such a
state of affairs in the long run . A clash IItttSl sooner or later
inevitably occur, in the view of the Times.
Since a solution of the Jewish problem by means of the

assimilation of the Jewish trace, of its absorption in Germ-an
national l i fe, had proved wholly impossible, there remained
to the National Socialists but the single alternative of solving
the Jewish question by the elimination of that unassimilablc
race from Germany.

Foreign critics lake particular exception to this v i ew, Even
objective observers, fully aware of the consequences of
Jewish ascendency and of the resulting inevitability of an
antisemitic reaction, condemn the methods adopted by
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National Socialism for the solution of the Jewish question in
Germany as inhuman and barbarous when pushed to their
only logical conclusion.

ÔWhetherconsidered f rom a purely psychological, or f rom
a concrete political, point of View, this critism of GermanyÕs
attitude is bound to exert great inßuence on GermanyÕsrelations
with other countries. It is therefore necessary to carefully
examine the grounds on which that criticism is based.

It is ineontestable ! in fact no attempt has been made to
deny or even to minimise the fact ! that the policy of the
German Government towards the Jews has entailed numerous
hardships ! amounting in certain individual cases to a posi"
tive miscarriage of justice. It cannot be denied that a number
of Jews affected by recent legislative measures directed
against their race honestly fel t themselves to be thorough"
going Germans. Such Jews had done their best to render
service to the State as functionaries. artists, m e n of letters,
scientists, and ! last but no t least !! as soldiers in the
Great lVar.

In order to understand why Germany has proceeded to
such a radical solution of the Jewish problem by means of
methods of such relentless severity, it is necessary to make
abstraction of individual cases. however interesting they may
be intrinsically, and to bear in mind that no legislative
measure, n o r indeed any farreaching political action, can be
conceived, which does not inevitably entail more or less
numerous individual hardships. It: is the same as with surgi"
cal oper-ations, when the surgeon, in order to extirpate the
germs of disease, must resort to the excision of healthy tissue
surrounding the infected parts. Only in this way can he hope
to save the sick organism.

But in order to understand the German attitude towards
the Jewish question it is necessary to go sti l l farther !!- to
remember (as has already been indicated) that the unceasing
encroachment of the Jews on the entire public l i fe of Ger"
many within the last few decades Þnally resulted in a terrible

20



l

uuliouul catastrophe. The disastrous end of the Great \Var
for Germany, followed as it was by complete political and
tÔt'tlltOlnlCcollapse, by cul tural and moral deterioration, by
unemployment on a colossal scale w i t h i ts consequent im!
poverislunent of al l social classes to a degree hitherto
mulrexunt"of in modern times " this epoch of GermanyÕs
greatest and most cruel humiliation coincided w i t h the Þnal
triumph of Jewish emancipation, wi th the culminating point
of Jewish ascendency in Germany, just as the aforementioned
writer in the Times had prophesied in 1910.

Already more than a generation ago, one of the most sincere
and farsighted minds- in international Jewry, the late
Zionist leader Theodore Herzl, described this interdependence
of general distress and Jewish ascendcncy in a passage of
his Zionislische Schriftcn (vol. 1, pp. 238/9), which is by no
means applicable solely to Germany, but which has, on the
contrary, universal validity. Therein Herzl characterised as
follows the part played by the Jews : !

ÒThereare among them a few persons who hold in their
hands the Þnancial threads that envelop the world. A few
persons who absolutely control the shaping of the most
vitally important conditions of l i f e of the nations. Every
invention and innovation a r e for their sole beneÞt, whilst
every misfortune increases their power. And to what use do
they p u t this power? Have they ever placed it at the service
of any moral ideal "" n a y, have they ever placed it at the
disposal of their o w n people, who are in dire distress? . . .
Without those persons no w a r can he waged and no peace be
concluded. The credit of States and individual enterprises
are alike at the mercy of their rapacious ambition. The in!
ventor must humbly wait at their doors, and in their a r ro !
gance they claim to sit in judgment on the requirements of
their fellow beings."

Nothing could be better calculated to clear Germany from
the reproach of sinning against the laws of humanity, than
a detailed enumeration of the facts which prove to what an
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appalling degree Germany herself experienced the truth of
HerzlÕswords !- of the facts which incontestably show what
immeasurably bitter experiences have forced Germany to
seek a radical solution of the Jewish problem, as far as she
is concerned, by the ruthless elimination of a l l Jewish in"
ßuence in German Life.

The following chapters endeavour to present a rŽsumŽ of
the importance of the part played by the Jews at the peak of
the era of emancipation! i. 0. up to the advent to power of
National Socialism.

1.Population and the Social Structure
of German Jews

It is essential, in the Þrst place, to get an accurate picture
of the numerical signiÞcance of German Jews in those days,
as well as their regional distribution within the Reich and
their social structure.

The result of the census in 1925 -! the last to be held
before national socialism took over power ! showed that out
of a total population of 62.5 millions there were 546,379 pro"
fessing the Jewish faith. In other words, this was just less
than 10/0 of the total population.

It must be noted however that this statistic merely embraced
those Jews professing Jewish faith and not those who were
Jews by blood and race but who for some reason or another had
accepted a Christian faith. No method whatsoever existed
for compiling statistics in respect of this latter category. A l l
that one could do was to set up a statistic for those who were

orthodox Jews. Only in recent times the authorities in Germany
have set themselves the task of ascertaining how far
Jewish blood has penetrated into the German mee. These
investigations have not yet been concluded; they involve a vast
amount of detail work. Hence all statistics that follow are
necessarily still based on the Þgures for orthodox Jewry.
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In spite of this we have at our disposal some very reliable
I't'Nt'tIlÔCll data by the Jews themselves! \Ve refer in this
connexion to the works of Heinrich Silbergleit Die BchÔIIre!
rtrnysvt'rhdltnissc der Juden im Deutschcn Reich " The Jewish
Population Problem in the German R e i c h " (Berlin 1931). By
busing our statistics to a large extent on these research Þgures,
Weare placing ourselves beyond criticism as prejudiced anti!
seinitics.

We have shown that the total percentage of German con!
fessional Jews in 1925 was just below 10/0, to be exact,
0.000/0. Bu t this did not mean that the regional distri!
bution within the Reich was on the same scale. W'hereas the
purely r u r a l districts of Mecklenburg, Oldenburg, Thuringia
or Anhalt possessed only a very sparse Jewish population
(0.10 to 0.32 0/0), the majority of Jews were heavily concen!
trated in the large urban areas, particularly in Prussia, Ham!
burg or I-Iessen (1.05 to 1.72 0/o). In Prussia, the largest of
the German federal states, the census showed that nearly 73 0/0
of the total number of Jews were concentrated in the large
cities w i t h a population of more than 100,000 ". whereas the
corresponding ratio for the non-Jewish population reached
barely 30 0/o.

A comparison with the results of the various census since
1871 shows that the status of Jews in the rura l districts of
Germany has consistently decreased, whereas all urban
districts have shown a constant increase.

This can be ascribed to a veritable and phenomenal
domestic migration of German Jews within the last 50 years
towards the large urban areas. The main reason for this
migration is to be found in the rapidly increasing Jewish
emancipation in those days consequent upon a German vic!
tory in the Franco-Prussian war.

One of the main objectives of this Jewish migration was
Berlin, the capital of the Reich, where the number of Jews
had become trebled between 1871 and 1910, (36,000"90,000).
In this metropolis, the centre of national, political and cul!
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tural activity, Jews had established their headquarters. Here
they were able to develop unhampered their own peculiar
racial characteristics.

The 1925 census returns fo r Berlin showed that there-were
172,500 Jews or 4.25 ¡/0 out of a total population of approxi!
mately 4 millions. This percentage is four times greater than
the percentage of Jews in the whole German population.
Berlin, the capital of Prussia, the largest of the federal states,
therefore possessed 420/o of the 400,000 Prussian Jews.

Twenty-Þve percent of these 172,500 Berlin Jews were
aliens. This fact alone illustrates clearly the total lack of
Jewish afÞnity for national ties and national sentiment. Nearly
one-quarter or 18.5 0/0 of the 400,000 Jews in Prussia possessed
foreign nationality.

To be able to appreciate the true signiÞcance of these
Þgures, one must bear in mind that Jewry in the large cities
was able to attain such numerical signiÞcance despite the
fact that it was subject to a number of restrictive factors.
These could only be made good by a constant immigration
from the East, particularly during and after the Great W'ar.
It is this Eastern immigration of low"class, mean and morally
unscrupulous Jews which has given the German Jewish
problem its particular harsh note.

Another aspect of Jewish life is the comparative infertility
of Jewish marriages when compared with the rest of the
population; further, the evident and constantly increasing
tendency to contract marriage with Christians.

Statistics in regard to cross-marriages in Germany reveal the
fact that between 1923 and 1932, two male Jews out of every
three married Jewesses, "" the third marrying a Christian.
The statistics in regard to Jewesses were hardly less. In
1926 there were 64 cross-marriages for every hundred purely
Jewish marriages, in other words, there were two cross!
marriages for every three Jewish ones. At the same period
in Germany as a whole, there were 50 cross-marriages against
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Hm purely Jewish ones that is, two Jwish marriages to one

cross-marriage. I
It is self-evident that the complete one-sided distribution

of German Jews and their systematic migration to, and con !

centration in, the large urban areas was an unsound policy
and disastrous not only fo r the Jews but also for the national
life of Germany.

But the structure of professional l i fe also suffered from
this morbid one-sidedness. Here statistics show that Jewry
was a tree without roots, without any anchorage whatsoever
in social l i fe. This abnormal social composition was respon!
sible fo r the fact that the Jews exclusively preferred the com!
mercial professions and steered clear of a l l manual work.

These facts can be checked by the results of the trades
records established in the various German federal states
in 1925. In Prussia, \Viirttemberg and Hessen, these census
gave the following results in regard to the percentage of Jews
employed in the various groups:

P r u s s i a  W i i r t t e m b e r g

Trade & Commerce

Indus t ry

Agriculture

It is often asserted' that external pressure, political and
social considerations, as well as ghetto and boycott have
squeezed the Jews out of handicraft trades and forced them
into commercial spheres. Here however we must reply
by stating that in rura l districts, particularly in the former
province of Posen and in Hessen-Nassau, the Jews had every
opportunity of working as farmers or craftsmen. There were
certainly no restrictions placed on them. But they preferred
to deal in cattle, corn or fertilizers and especially in money
which brought them r ich reward.
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Felix A. Theilhaber, the well-known Jewish economist,
reporting his observations on the causes of Jewish disinte!
gration in Der Unlergang der deutschen Judcn " The Decline
and Fa l l of Germany Jewry " (Berlin 1921), conÞrms the fact
that so-called primitive production is not in keeping with
Jewish characteristics. He admits, primarily, that racial talents
force the Jews into the so-called business professions as they
are more easily able to guarantee commercial success and ma !
terial security. Theilhaber Þnally arrives at the following con!
clusion:

ÒAgriculture has little. material attraction for German
Jews. . . Racial instincts, traditions and economic pre!
conditions compel them to choose other professions. . . Hence
it is natural that certain types dominate in German Jewry,
for example, clothiers, agents, lawyers and doctors. Jewish
characteristics and peculiarities are also evident in other
branches (departmental stores, furs. tobacco and even the
press). One peculiar Jewish feature is the craving for indi!
vidualism,"the urge to become indepentend and wealthy.Ó

Among the intellectual professions named by this Jewish
author, that of medicine and law were the two most
attractive. They were the professions that offered most
material gain. Jewish inßuence in these professions was
therefore most marked and Þnally assumed a dominating
character.

In 1932 there were approximately 50,000 German medical
practitioners of which 6,488, " 130/o"were Jews. That is to
say, a Þgure ten times greater than that to which they were
entitled on the basis of population ratio. It is noteworthy to
mention in this connexion that the majority of these Jewish
doctors classed themselves as specialists in venereal diseases.

In Berlin, the capital of the Reich, the percentage of Jewish
doctors was still greater. The Þgure was 42 ¡/o and 52 Òlo
for the panel doctors. In the leading Berlin hospitals 45 0/0
of al l the doctors were Jews.
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