
CHAP TER VII
THE RATIONALE OF RACIAL ANTI-SEMITISM

The political performances of racial anti-Semitism and the apparent
absurdity of the theory misled many of Ahlwardt's contemporaries as
to the social nature and direction of the movement. Some were inclined
to deny that any specific social and economic problems were involved;
they focused attention on the psychology of anti-Semitism, particularly
on the emotional gratifications to be gained from any hate movement.
An extreme interpretation of this kind, resembling opinions often put
forth at present, may be found in the writings of Hermann Bahr. Anti-
Semitism, Bahr was convinced, was

not a means to an end. An anti-Semite wants to be an anti-Semite. It is a
sensation to be indulged in. To galvanize wilted and ravaged nerves our
times ask for artificial stimuli to take the place of the sweet ecstasy once
inspired in the masses by faith, now lost, and by ideals, now gone. The rich
take to morphium and hashish. Those who cannot afford them become anti-
Semites. Anti-Semitism is the morphine of the small people.

Since they cannot attain to the ecstasy of love they seek the ecstasy of
hatred. . . . It matters little who it is they hate. The Jew is just convenient.
The French first used the Prussians, then the Jews, and recently the bankers
but they never really cared whether it was the Prussians, the Jews or the
bankers what they wanted was simply to hate, to enjoy the strong sensa-
tions hatred affords. If there were no Jews the anti-Semites would have to

invent them.
The anti-Semitic leaders, so far as they are not simply in it for business,

are pretenders to power who want to win the favors of the mob. In his
own little clique, each tries to become some sort of Nietzschean superman
who will hesitate at nothing to enjoy the pleasures of power. They itch to
exploit mass drives and greed.

This is my opinion of anti-Semitism and I therefore do not believe that
reason will get anywhere. An anti-Semite is what he is out of the yearning
for the delirium and intoxication of a passion. He uses any arguments which
happen to be at hand. When these are refuted he will look for others. If
he does not find any he still will not be converted. He does not want to
do without passion. Only a nobler passion can cure him, an ideal, an ethical

pathos that will win over the masses. Perhaps for this reason socialism is the

only medicine for anti-Semitism.
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That socialism was the only cure for anti-Semitism was the fervent
belief of the Social Democrats, though for very different reasons. Marx-
ism stressed the lower middle-class character of anti-Semitism as a mass
phenomenon. But the Social Democrats let themselves be deceived into
expecting the economically ruined Mittelstand to join forces with labor,
the other great army of the dispossessed. They were right in the observa-
tion that the radicalism of anti-Christian, anti-Conservative racism was
about to become a menace to state, church, and big property. However,
with their analysis based on the assumption that the only possible alter-
natives were capitalism or socialism, they mistook the anticapitalist as-
pects of racism as revolutionary in the one and only meaning of the word
in the Socialist lexicon. What the world has come to know as fascism
did not yet exist in socialist thought.

Finally, there were those who viewed the anti-Jewish movement as
nothing but a child of conservative reaction. This view was predom-
inantly held by the liberals. Indeed, anti-Semitism's strong rural follow-
ing often made it appear a mere adjunct of the agrarian movement.2

Racial anti-Semitism, however, originated neither as an ideology nor
as a political enterprise in high society. It was not sponsored by the
ranking bureaucracy, the army, Protestant church, Junkers, government,
or big business. This holds true in spite of the fact that racial ideas
later gained ground in all nationalist circles. But the teachers and leaders
of the racial anti-Semites were certainly not members of the ruling
groups.

From the few and scattered biographical references available it would
seem that the ideologists and organizers of racial anti-Semitism in the
period under discussion had a number of characteristics in common.3
Most of them came from Lutheran-Protestant families of lower middle-
class status, enjoyed above-average schooling, and were neither untal-
ented nor outstanding in any particular field of intellectual or technical
endeavor. Many had renounced their original occupation for some new
career or other, lived in precarious material circumstances, had tried
their fortunes abroad, and had not infrequently had brushes with the
law. All of them, with the exception of Boeckel, were ultranationalist.4

In every mass movement two types of agitators may be distinguished,
the missionary and the racketeer. The preponderance of the one or the
other type is relevant for evaluating the movement's dynamic power. In
German racism the anti-Semitic fanatics far outweighed the racketeers
to whom Jew-baiting was one way of making a living. There was a high
proportion of elementary and high school teachers among its leaders
(Henrici, Bernhard and Paul Förster, Jungfer, Bruhn, Schwarzschulz,
DiThring, Ahlwardt, Holtz, Hentig, etc.) some of whom paid with the
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loss of their positions for the tenacity of their opinions.5 As a political
career racial anti-Semitism in the Kaiserreich had little to offer in terms
of spoil. Unlike Stoecker, whose movement was generously subsidized
by Conservative friends, the racists were always short of funds and in-
come. Prior to 1906, Reichstag members were not paid either a salary
or a per diem allowance. There was Utile if any remuneration in lectur-
ing. Anti-Semitic mass meetings were usually free of charge and or-
ganizers passed the hat around to get reimbursed for their expenses. A
semblance of a paying anti-Semitic show was once staged in Berlin. An
anti-Semitic schoolteacher, Wilhelm Bruhn, got hold of a mentally de-
ranged aristocrat, one Count Pückler, whom he exhibited in popular
meetings for a small admittance fee. The Count threatened to drive all
the Jews out of Germany as he had driven them out of his Junker
domain at the head of a "flail-guard" of peasant boys, and his per-
formance attracted big crowds of entertainment-seekers who enjoyed the
megalomaniac's antics. Eventually Pückler was institutionalized. This
one celebrated exception where anti-Semitism was offered as commercial
divertissement only serves to underscore the general rule that German
anti-Semitism was taken with deadly seriousness by its partisans.

If racism was predominantly the ideology of urban, educated strata
alienated from the Christian church and socially uprooted, how are we
to understand the conspicuous inroads which racial anti-Semitism made
into rural parts of Eastern and Western Germany? One thing is certain.
The peasants who voted for Boeckel and Ahlwardt were not enraptured
by notions of race superiority. They were concerned with more sober
matters, such as cheaper industrial goods, cheaper government, cheaper
credit, feed, and Schnaps. Their anti-Semitism telescoped many elements
of discontent, and they lumped together as "Jews" a host of foes whom
they thus could abuse in violent language without fear of punishment.
Disgrunfled peasants saw "Jews" everywhere—in Berlin, in the govern-
ment, in the legislature, in subversive Social Democracy; at the stock
exchange, in the press, in the Conservative Party, and even at the Royal
and Imperial Courts. The racial agitators' success with the rural popula-
tion was due in part to the aggressiveness with which they put forth
demands for economic remedies, but perhaps even more to the fury and
bluster that distinguished their oratory, to the emotional gratifications
which their violent invective provided for the rural audience.° The most
noticeable gains of radical anti-Semitism among peasants and farm
hands were made when the agrarian depression was at its worst. They

were largely lost again when "the Jews" gave less cause for discontent,
an indication that the reactions of the peasants depended on other fac-
tors than a permanent body of racial doctrine.
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Besides, there is no evidence to show that spontaneous acts of anti-
Semitic violence, altogether rare in the history of German anti-Semitism
prior to Hitler, were more frequent in the villages, where isolated Jews
had the least protection, than they were in the cities. It is even doubtful
whether the turbulent propaganda of the anti-Semites caused a general
deterioration in the relations between peasants and Jews who lived in
the villages. Exactly what did anti-Semitic gains at the polls mean in
terms of individual Gentile attitudes toward Jews? Do such gains lend
themselves to any other than a political interpretation? The electoral
victories of independent anti-Semitic candidates signalled the presence
of unchanneled discontent. To vote for them meant to disavow all the
existing parties in the field. But this was not at all incompatible with
having good business relations and even living on neighborly terms with
Jews.

The hard core of Jew-hatred was confined to a small "elite" to whom
the racist myth was an all-pervading philosophy of life which regulated
their political as well as personal behavior. The nature of the virtues
extolled as truly German, the directives of the racial code of honor and
conduct, the particular categories of socioeconomic and cultural be-
havior branded as "Jewish" classify the racists' ideology as eminently
static. It culminated in the dream of a noncompetitive society based on
private enterprise. Understood as an attempt to reconcile the irrecon-
cilable, the contradictions, the theoretical sterility, the outright insanity
of racist thought take on a definite meaning. Here is the key to the
racists' most baffling and apparently most ludicrous endeavor, namely,
the attempt to transpose all sociological categories into biological con-
cepts, to subject all human processes to one immutable natural law, in
short, to dehistorize history.

The ideal of a racial brotherhood grew out of the desire for a com-
munity of a special kind. This was to be an exclusive brotherhood, not
akin to the Christian concept of universal humanity or to the socialists'
vision of human solidarity. The racial myth was born in opposition to
both. It had to compete with socialism in filling the void created by the
disintegration of the conservative world. Marxism had entered the field
with a challenging philosophy of social change that inspired a rapidly
growing mass movement and assured its followers of the inevitable
triumph of their cause. Socialists welcomed the dynamism of the capital-
ist system as irrevocably ensuring its historical demise; they saw in the
social ravages capitalism brought in its train the objective evidence of the
soundness of their analysis.

The racists despised Marxism as a theory and as a movement. Did it
not condemn the individual to become extinguished in the herd? They



THE RATIONALE OF RACIAL ANTI-SEMITISM 103

shared the typical middle-class fear of socialism as a cultural nightmare,
a soul-killing monster. But they resented likewise the informal and yet
most exclusive solidarity of the upper classes, which was entirely out of
their reach. The community they were willing to embrace had to exist
independently of church, power, and wealth but also outside the poor
man's collectivism. It was to be built on timeless, indestructible qualities,
the sum total of which was the Aryan blood. One future day, in spite of
present adversities, they would rule and reconstruct Germany in the
immortal spirit of honor, beauty, friendship, and the regulation of profit.
They were destined by fate to prevail in the end against the Jewish
forces of mammonism and Marxism.

The ideology of racism, then, was of a dual character. It gave as-
surance, gratification, and a promise of security to threatened status-
conscious social groups. But at the same time its premises led to the
mostradical conclusions. If the purity of blood was to be the ultimate
source of authority in all spheres of the nation's life, legitimate pre-
tenders to leadership did not have to be endowed with material pos-
sessions, station, or title. Aristocratic in appearance, the racial theory
actually entailed a bid for power put forth by claimants who did not
possess and did not rank, have-nots who challenged the position of the
haves. Its total rejection of Jews reflected the total disaffection of the
individuals and groups who took to the racial myth. Their outlook and
program of action may be summarized in one sentence: "Everything
will have to be changed." This universality of protest gave racial anti-
Semitism an enormous advantage over the doctrines of competitors like
Stoecker who, although superior in education, social standing, and ora-
torical talent to all racial agitators, was limited in his appeal by ideologi-
cal and organizational ties which bound him to the powers that be.

Unconditional and total in the attack on Jews, racism could not have
compromised with ideas and institutions favoring total or conditional ac-
ceptance of Jews. Its premises called for radical rejection of the existing
social order, and this radicalism accounts for a number of typical fluc-
tuations in the racial movement. In periods of great socioeconomic co-
hesion, racism in Germany found itself in an isolation so hopeless that
every manifestation of the racial credo appeared ridiculous and insane.
Only "cranks," secure in paranoia, were able to withstand the immense
discrepancy between doctrine and reality. The relatively tiny core of
unswerving agitators attests to the liabilities of preaching the anti-Semitic
gospel during periods unfavorable to its spread. On the other hand, the
radicalism of its onslaught on the established order enabled racial anti-
Semitism to become the repository and common denominator of a mul-
titude of opposition currents, often incongruous and at cross purposes
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with, each other. The greater the disorganization within society, the more
numerous the elements of discontent attracted by the finality of the
racial ideology, by its claim to a total critique of society and dogmatic
guidance. This accounts for the upsurge of anti-Semitism in times of
economic and national crises and for the manipulative success which
organized anti-Semitism was able to achieve in such times of distress
and malaise. "The Jews" stood for the causes of many grievances and
fired many passions.

As an ideology racism was intransigent. As a political party it had to
come to a modus vivendi with other parties or be barred from all chances
of attaining its program of reform. In practical politics the anti-Semitic
Reichstag group found itself mostly on the side of the Conservatives,
and this for good reasons. No anti-Semitic movement, whether guided
by Christian Social or by racial doctrines, could have expected solid
assistance from any of the big political parties save from the Conserva-
tives. Relations between the independently organized anti-Semites and
the Conservative Party were and remained crucial.

There were beliefs which made harmonious cooperation between the
two possible, the most important of them being chauvinism. Propaganda
for Germanic world supremacy was welcomed by nationalists of all
shades, including those who ridiculed the racial argument. It was a potent
force of mass integration and held no threat to the social order. But anti-
Semitism, nationalism's twin brother, also contained the sting of a social
critique. Subversiveness of this kind was not to be encouraged, the Con-
servatives felt, unless a specific situation required that it be used for
good purpose.

It seems quite clear today what the circumstances were that made for
such situations. Whether conservatism chose to fall back on political
anti-Semitism depended above all on whether the Conservatives were
friendly or hostile to the government. This in turn was largely deter-
mined by their relations with the middle classes and labor. WThenever
the Conservative Party was strongly governmental, efforts were made
to shake off the anti-Semitic "rabble." Whenever the Conservatives
turned against the government, they unfailingly sought to make use of
anti-Semitic pressure. From the beginnings of organized anti-Semitism
to the last days of the multiple-party system in Germany this elementary
strategy remained fundamentally unchanged. Conservatism was utterly
cynical about tapping the lower middle-class reservoirs of anti-Jewish
hostility.

We have seen how through the use of anti-Semitism the Conservative
Party organized the opposition to Bismarck's policy during the liberal
era (1875—78); how it put the anti-Semites on the leash during the years
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of J<artell-cooperation (1886—1890); how Caprivi's moderate course was
met with new anti-Jewish attacks (18904894). We shall soon learn how
in 1896 the Conservatives finally parted company with Stoecker, at a
time when Christian Social insistence on social reforms sharply clashed
with the reactionary course of the Stumm era. The Conservatives' ap-
proach to the "Jewish question" was governed by undiluted class inter-
ests. Political anti-Semitism was to them an instrument of attack, in-
timidation, and blackmail. If and when the situation made it appear
opportune, ruling Conservative groups were ready to ignore the anti-
Christian ideology of racism, its irreverence for monarchy and state
bureaucracy, its assault on the law, even its hostility against big property
owners.

At the bottom of their strategy was contempt for the lower classes
which they were sure of being able to manipulate at will. Arrogance of
caste and class prevented the Conservatives from fully realizing the
lasting damages such strategy was bound to cause to the state and society
on which their own existence depended. In many respects the Con-
servatives' attitude toward Caprivi and Ablwardt anticipated their atti-
tude toward Bruning and Hitler. "Rather ten Ahlwardts than one Pro..
gressive," the defeated Conservative candidate declared at the Tivoli
convention and was jubilantly applauded for his sporting spirit. It tickled
the Conservatives to hear Ahlwardt call Crown Prince Friedrich Wil-
helm, the later short-lived Emperor Friedrich III, a prisoner in the
hands of Jewish usurers. For the aristocrats suspected this scion of the
Hohenzollerns of liberal leanings. Caprivi repeatedly and vainly ap-
pealed to the Conservatives to be more responsible:7 "You {anti-Semites}
started with agitating against the Jews but you did not stop there. Be-
fore long you went further. You searched for everyone with a Jewish
father or a Jewish wife. You traced the Jews back to the third and
fourth generation. Religious anti-Semitism began to mix with racial anti-
Semitism and what resulted was anticapitalist anti-Semitism. This is
precisely the danger of your agitation. The trouble is that in the end
everything will be topsy-turvy. The circles which you address are often
not willing, perhaps also not able, to differentiate. They sense that capital
is under attack. Human hatred and hostility are thus directed against
capital as such. You will not be able to stop the movement—should it
gain momentum—when it reaches Jewish capital. The movement will
turn against capital in general."

The racial anti-Semites, on their part, hated Jews of flesh and blood
and suspected everyone who tolerated them, the Conservatives not ex-
cluded. The latter proved to be untrustworthy, by making common cause
politically with the right wing of "Judaized liberalism," by mingling
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socially with Jews, and even entering into race-polluting marriages with
them. It was impossible to rely on aristocratic conservatism for building
a just society in which everybody would find a secure liveithood. But
neither was it possible to achieve this goal without Conservative sup-
port. Feelings of love and hate, hope and distrust pervaded the rebellious
Mitteistand's attitude to the groups that still represented cherished tra-
ditional values but had become contaminated by the Jewish spirit and
even by Jewish blood.

The ambivalent emotions of the racists toward the old powers, char-
acteristic also of the Nazi movement, were expressed in periodic cycles
of cooperation and opposition. Ahlwardt started out as a Conservative.
At the height of his political career he bitterly denounced the Conserva-
tives for having exploited anti-Semitism to further narrow party interests;
he railed against Junkers and Jews in order to win a Reichstag seat and
at his tumultuous mass meetings would demand the breaking up of
Junker estates. Soon afterwards, however, his antifeudalism subsided
again, and his attitude to Prussian aristocracy underwent an astonish-
ing "clarification." The Junkers he attacked, it then appeared, were a
specific group not at all identical with the feudal caste in the entirety;
those whom he had in mind were only the "bastards of corrupt Junkers
and Jews who held the largest share of the nation's wealth."8 The shift
of attack from Junkers to Jews was more than a demagogic device.
Ahlwardt had to give assurance to the powers that be that anti-Semitism's
social and economic demands in the last analysis actually obtained only
in the realm of ideology. His dilemma was the same as that which Hifler
later faced; nor was the latter free to choose a different line of conduct.
Hitler, too, was confronted by the opposition of landed aristocracy; and
when he was compelled to "clarify" his intentions, nothing more in-
genious than the Ahlwardt twist occurred to him.9 But even when "Jews"
were substituted for "Junkers," the agitator left intact the concept and
imagery of the Jew-Junker association, and never quite surrendered the
threat which the imputed stigma of racial degeneration enabled him to
hold over the Conservatives. Whenever he chose to, he could proclaim
that the poison of "Judaization" had made the Junkers, too, unfit for
national leadership.

The racists' charges of Verfudung as leveled against ruling groups had
some factual basis. Gentile-Jewish intermarriages had increased since
the emancipation. In Prussia, marriages between Jews and non-Jews
amounted to 10 per cent of all purely Jewish marriages in 1880, and by
1890 the figure had risen to 20 per cent.1° Ahlwardt had something even
more specific in mind when he referred to "the bastards of corrupt
Junkers and Jews." Frequently, scions of aristocratic families, in re-
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duced financial circumstances, gilded their coat-of-arms by marrying
daughters of wealthy middle-class families, Jewish heiresses not excluded.
The center of wealth had long shifted from the feudal to the bourgeois
world, and such alliances symbolized the high degree of social emancipa-
tion which the Jewish upper middle class had actually achieved. Aris-
tocracy's "racial pollution" gave the anti-Semites ammunition and greatly
extended the possibilities of political blackmail. In the Semi-Gotha,"
the racists later compiled a register of more than 1,000 names of old
aristocratic and recently ennobled families which they claimed to be
totally or partly Jewish.

Neither the anti-Semitic movement of the eighties nor of the nineties
succeeded in bringing about any changes whatsover in the legal status of
the Jewish group. Not a single law was passed that infringed upon the
emancipation act of 1869. This in a country in which there was at the
time considerable discrimination against Catholics, Socialists, and Poles.
The demands of the racial anti-Semites that the Jewish group be put
under legal restrictions never had the slightest chance. When, at the
first "International Congress of Anti-Semites" at Dresden (1882), Ernst
Henrici moved that all Jews be expelled from Germany, no other than
Adolf Stoecker assured him that, in a contest as to who should be ex-
pelled from Germany, the Jews or the anti-Semites, the decision would
most certainly go against the anti-Semites.'2 Stoecker's biographer, Nazi
professor Walter Frank, agrees that "the whole anti-Semitic movement
which, between 1876 and 1900, had such a wide appeal, did not notice-
ably change the nature of the Jewish problem one way or the other.
The situation in the Prussian-German state continued to be such that by
and large Jewry's economic, social and cultural power was left un-
touched, whereas Jews were, on the whole, excluded from the adminis-
trative apparatus."'3

On the other hand, Germany's political character did undergo drastic
changes during the two periods of rampant anti-Semitism. In the eighties,
after the Conservative-Protestant outcries against "Judaization" of Ger-
man culture, morals and government had died down, political power
had shifted to the side of the anti-Semitic assailants. When in the nine-
ties the wave of racial anti-Semitism receded, it carried with it the
chances of democratic reform. After Caprivi, until Germany's military
defeat in World War I, it was impossible to form a parliamentary major-
ity that did not include the Conservatives. From Hohenlohe to Beth-
mann-Hollweg no chancellor dared govern without them, much less
against them. No further attempt was made to rebuild state and society
along democratic lines.

If the achievements of political campaigns, in which anti-Jewish pas-
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sions are roused, are at all indicative of their genuine aims, then the
conclusion is inescapable that in 1893 as in 1880 the attacks upon the
Jews were tactical measures subordinated to other motives rather than
ends in themselves. The campaigns, as far as their ultimate beneficiaries
were concerned, were essentially manipulative. Powerful conservative
forces and powerless lower middle-class groups entered into a relation-
ship that was mediated by anti-Semitism. But this anti-Semitism meant
something different to both participants.

The manipulative character of Conservative anti-Semitism may have
a bearing on the fact that Jew-baiting in Germany led to few acts of
personal violence and that social discrimination against Jews was slight.
"The Jews," who functioned as Conservative scapegoats, were phantoms
rather than human beings one knew. There were some outbreaks of
group violence. In 1881 the synagogue in the Protestant town of Neu-
Stettin in Pomerania was burned down, and Jewish stores were stoned
and plundered. This was the first fruit of Henrici's agitation. Critical
situations developed in connection with two unsolved murder cases
which anti-Semitic agitation sought to dress up as ritual murder—one
in 1891, in the town of Xanten in the Rhineland; the other in 1900, in
Konitz, a town in Western Prussia. In Xanten, an appeal by the Bishop
of Cologne did much to calm the excitement of the predominantly Cath-
olic population; in Konitz, the Prussian government proclaimed martial
law and sent in troops. The fact that the inhabitants of Konitz were
mostly Poles may not have been the least important reason for the gov-
ernment's strong stand.

It has been said that as a result of the Xanten affair, Jews who had
lived in the surrounding countryside were forced to leave. It is uncon-
vincing, however, to ascribe the cityward trend of German-Jewish migra-
tion to anti-Semitic agitation in the countryside.14 The increase of the
Jewish population in the cities, especially in Berlin, was part and parcel
of the general process of industrial and commercial concentration, ac-
centuated by the occupational structure of the Jewish group. Locally,
discrimination may have played a part in making some Jews move to
places where there was a strong Jewish community and where the in-
dividual was less exposed to social and economic animosity. But to
explain the greater attraction of the cities for Jews by pointing to rural
anti-Semitism is about as convincing as it is to make socialist propaganda
responsible for the migration of farm laborers toward the centers of
industry.

If the contention is accepted that the anti-Semitic movements of the
last quarter of the nineteenth century did not lead to a deterioration in the
situation of the Jewish group but entrenched the anti-Jewish manipu-



THE RATIONALE OF RACIAL ANTI-SEMITISM 109

lators more firmly in power, it would follow that the groups believing in
antiSemithm lost out to those exploiting it. Manipulation, however, im-
plies that conflicts of interest exist and that the relationship between
manipulators and manipulated is potentially dynamic. Recent history

has shown how the erstwhile manipulated groups turned the tables on
the manipulators and subjected them to their own will. The fate of the
Jews under the Nazi regime indicated—and was meant to indicate—a
real shift of power. First through legal discrimination and later through
mass murder the racial anti-Semites announced that they had taken over
and would brook no interference.

The years 1875—1895 were the formative period of all German political
anti-Semitism. In the economic transformations and political conflicts
of these twenty years anti-Semitism was established as a quasi-automatic
group reaction as well as a consciously used instrument of power. The
conditions of its growth and its inherent explosive forces had become
discernible a generation prior to the Nazi ascent to power.
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