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Who serveg Hitler serves Germany;
Who serves Germany serves God.
-=Baldur von Schirach

We worship strange gods: that is
our misfortune.
~-Paul De Lagarde



CHAPTER I Prologue: the Background of the Struggle

Amid the nations of the West, Germeny stands out still as
the great enigma, of all lands the most puzzling to those who
attempt to fathom her history or tc comprehend her people.
Germany, the last nation to achieve begemony in Burope-=-and the
one to lose it most rapidly. Bismerck forged his empire of Blood
and Iron for William I only for it scon to crumble before the
Juggernaut of the first great world cataclysm. Welmar, "the
most democratic of republice,” was imposed by Versailles upon an
unwilling populace--but it was all fantesy. The German people
never referred to their new government &s a republic~-it was merely
called "the Statem™. But the story of their grievances and claims
of back-stabbing are too familiar to merit repetition here; suf-
fice it to say that the methodiecal building with Blut yund Eisen
soon wes supplanted by the cry of Blut uad Boden as the Third
Reich assumed its position among the community of apprehensive
Buropean states. And yet sirangely enough, this first practical
experiment by the theorists of National Socialism was the only
system of governmen.: in Germany ever creeted by virtuslly unanimous
German initiative., The empire of the Hohenzollerns had been cre-
ated by the diplomeey and armies of victorious Prussia and the
Weimar republie by the victories of ihe slilies, but the third em-
pire emerged entirely from German minds and German impulse, A4s
much &s the barbarism of Netional Soclalism was disliked by many
classes, it wes essential for the ettainment of thelr purposes;

if Geruany was to destroy Versallles, she had lo organize for war,



and she cculd do this only on a toteliterian foundation. Germany,
perhape the most industrious and ingenious yet the most self-
pitying and selfish of Buropean nations, had once again asserted
herself. Hopes were high and aspirations leaped es the new
Chancellor stood beside the aged von Hindenburg and cried out to
his people:

Hold your heads high &nd proudly once moret You

are no longer ensliaved and in bondage, but you

are free again and can justly say: We are all

prou@ thet through God's pcwer{ul zid we have

become once more true Germens.
And indeed, as Adolf Hitler uttered these words he sincerely be-
lieved in his own divine direction &nd in the Netional Socialist
Party as the instrument of God., Iroamically enough, his was an
attitude similar to that of the 0ld Testament Hebrew prophets whom
he decried with such vehemence; as Israel had felt itself an instru-
ment in the hends of Yahweh, setting en exemple of leadership for
the rest of menkind, so Hitler considered his party end his country
chosen by a Germanic god to conquer and rule the other natiocus of
the earth.

To be sure, the National Socialist ideology wes clearly a new
religion, or perhaps it would be more appropriate 1o say that it
was a very ancient religion refurbished with modern garb and sym-
bolism. It wes in a seuse & totemism which placed obedience to

"the leader™ in the position of a religious dogue rather then a

device or pragmatic politics. The victory and unification of the

L Norman H. Baynes (ed.), Hitler's Speeches, p. 409.



nation wes to be a religious absolute and 2ll those who opposed for
any reeson whetever were considered apostates as well as traitors,

Certainly, for orthodox Christians who reed Mein Kempf and the

twenty-five point progrem of the newly formed National Social German
Workers Party promulgated in February 1920, at Munich, there did
exist consolation., Both of these would-be scriptures were most
prudent and ambiguous in the realm of the Christisn religion.

After all, Hitler in Mein Xampf did write that:

+ssthe foundation or destruction of a religion

is essentially a harder task than the foundation

or destruction of a State, not to speak of a

Party. To a political leader the religious doc~

trines and institutions of his people should ever

be inviolable.
And the twenty-fourth point of the Party Progrem assertied with de~
termination that:

We demand the freedom of all religions in the state

in so far es they do not endanger its welfare or

defend against the morals and sense of decency of

the Germen race. The Party as such represents the

stendpoint of a positive Christianity without bind-

ing itself to a particular belief.
But what precisely was meant by the phrase "positive Christianity?"
Indeed, these were to be the key words which were tc be given over
to innumerable interpretations and to become the bhasis for the new
brand of Germanic Christisnity which was soon to establish itself
as the official ortiodoxy of the new Reich. XExactly how this con~
¢ept wes interpreted by Hitler, by Alfred Rosenberg, and by the
various and hostile religlous camps which were to emerge in Germany
as the Churech controversy continued will be treated in later chapters.

But wihat was the background upon which these new religiocus

ideclogies were introduced? What was the reaction of the German



Protestent in this, the land of Luther, and whet wes the position
taken by the Chureh of Rome in this, the former territory of the

Holy Romen Empire? Which, if either, of these two divisions of
Christianity yielded the most @«nd which held cut lhe most tenaciously?
In 1934, Professor Albert Einstein remarked thet he hed long expected
some learned society or group of scholars to offer united resistance
to the gran&iose claims of the new German state, &nd that his sur-
prise waes great when @ church he regarded &s moribund sccomplished
what science and secular culture seemed incapable of accomplishlng.l
This indeed was the general reaction among the nations of the West;
the Luthern Chureh particularly was considered an institution of
little or divided influence amcng the Germén people, and the Catho-
lies were thought of as & coherent but weakened minority who had
allowed their Center Party to be disbanded at the will of the

Nazis. Perhaps the enswer lies in the fect that the claims of one
religion cen be opposed only by another religion; the cool skepti-
cism of Germen scholarship may well heve expressed a negative aitti-
tude toward the position of a nationel and racial falth, but mere
negativism is completely powerless unless some other devotion can

be placed into competition with the new loyalty.

If the religious confiict of modern HBurcpe had to be divided
into three categories of religious loyalty, those three would most
certainly be Christisnity, communism, and netionelism; Netional
Socialism wes the very embodiment of the last of these., It was to

offer lip-service to Christisnity in order to gein any ally against

1 Reinnhold Niebahr, "The Churches in Germany American Scholer,
De 344,



the common enemy of bolshevism, However, this wes to be only a
temporary phenomenon, for each of these three is devoted to en
ultimate vaelue which demeunds the entire and uncompromising allegiance
of its devotees., Nstional Scocislism could not long survive in
peaceful coexistence with either of these cther two religions-~its
very nature is contrery to their precents. The very fect that these
other two are "religions" capable of inciting the whole person to
great loyslty mede them the mortel enemies of the Nazi creed. But
at least the advocates of communism have been more frank in their
attitude toward classical Christianity; communism possesses a value
more universal than nationalism~-the ideal of a classless world.
This universal allows them blatently to seek the destruction of
Christianity rather than its prestitution. On the other hand,
National Sceialism found it necessary to prostitute the existing
religion because their doctrine of race and blood fell far short

of universal dimensions. However, even though they tacitly allowed
the Christian religion to share the devoiion of their followers, it
could not be a lagting thing. To be sure, the very form of Christi-
anity which they were compelled to tolerate had to be one which con-
firmed their dootrinee of Yolk und Blut. Thus there would neces=-
sarily be discrepancy among the adherents of Nezism over the degree
to whiech the existing Christian faith conformed to their desires.

It was this verience in views of how redical or how moderate the
alterations in the orthodox faith ought tc be that oceasioned such
disunity among the German people~-grester and more uncontrolable
disunity than in eny other area under the otherwise rigid totality

of Nazi control.



What reelly happened in the Churches of Germeny was a »rooess
of purification, a separation of the sheep from the goats, so to
speak., That part of the chureh which had long age covertly given
elleglance to non~Christien ideals now under crisis openly admitted
their protestitution of Christien values. It was this group which
established the "German Christian™ communion, consciously corrupt-
ing Christian dogma and formulating & type of bastard Christianity
in which the mysticism of blood and race was mingled with the old
religion whieh for them still symbolized an absolute of universal
proportions. Immedietely this compromise attempt came under attack
from two sides, from the advocates of & newer =nd purer p»agenisn
and from those who upheld the tenets of orthodox Christienity. The
devotees of the new paganism, probably most accurately symbeolized
by the person of Dr. Alfred Rosenberg and his Mythus des XX
Jahrhunderts wished to reject classical Christianity in its entirety
because its universal tendencies raised too many questions about
thelr own religion of race, blood, anéd mysticism. The other enemies
of the German Christians were the advocates of orthodoxy, both
Protesteant =nd Catholics, who considered the compromise Christians
as apostates from true Christian principles. If Rosenberg best
symboliged the new paganism, Hitler was the most prominent repre-
sentative of the German Christiene, end a certain Pastor Niem8ller
wasg soon o become the most significant leader of the orthodox,
or "Confessionel™ Church.

But i% is not sll this simple; there were many sméller schisms
within these me jor divisions with a constant interplay between

them, Within the general category of these compromise Christisns



were actually two prominent organizations. The German Christisns,
to whom I have alluded, received official sanction., It was this
group who most desired to achieve the "positive™ Christianity of
the Nazi program, This group wes founded on June 6, 1932, end soon

introduced the FUhrerprinzip into the Chureh snd most closely imi-

tated the organization of the Nezi Perty. For them, positive
Christianity confesses Christ, "in the Germen form,"™ complying with
the "Heroic® plety of Iuther. The other group in this category
was the Germen Faith Movement which espoused & more candidly pen-
theistic doctrine and which drew its inspiration primarily from the
mysticism of Nietzsche =nd the recism of Chemberlain and Gobineau,
It opposed what it termed the "statie" traditions of Christianity
and wished to substitute s "dynamic" religion founded upon the
idee of perpetual humen progress adapted to a belief in Nordie
supremacy. An impersonel deity wes substituted for the old god
worshiped by Jews, Catholies, 2nd the old Luthern Orthodoxy. The
followers of the GCermen Feith Movement believed thet Hitler hed
sprung from God in order to leed the German people, to reveal to
them their real nature, and to present them with & new omniscient
governing elite.l Thus it was that in the realm of German
Protestentism Luther beceme & kind of Janus, simulteneously being
a prophet of CGerman mysticism and a disciple of the Judaizing
St. Paul,

In addition to these divisions within nredominantly Protestant

Germeny, Germen Catholicism remeined in & category unto itself,

‘ Edmond Vermeil, Germany in the Twentieth Century, p. 1l66.




While Lutheranism has traditionally shunned political responsibility
and power, the Boman Church in Germeény heas never relinguished its
claim of the superiority of ecclesiastical dogma over the pclitical
policlies of the secular power, In addition, the Catholie churech
was a strong end influential political power in the Germen states
until the advent of National Scecislism, Its political teundencies,
as exemplified by its Center Party, on the whole tended along the
line of left wing liberalism and were usually controlled with greet
astuteness, Germen Catholicism was at the time, and perheps still
is, the most enlightened Catholicism in the world; it possesses
political sagacity in additicn to the ancient tradition cf the
Church which denies any temporal state the right to consider itself
absolute., Hitler, himself a nominal Catholic, recognized clearly
this unyielding characteristic of the Roman hierarchy and was from
the first more cautious in his dealings with that church than with
the divided, and ostensibly weaker, Frotestant churchss.

But exactly what constituted this weakness and ite consequeant
reactions within the Protestent sphere? It is this whieh should
probably claim our most devoted atlention; Protestantism has always
played a most fateful role in the intellectual history of Germany.
It lies at the foundation stones of many of what may be called
the most characteristically German intellectual movements however
much said movements ultimately disasscclated themselves from their
origin. And there 1s an additional reason which meakes an analysis
of Protestantism more particularly revealing; it was Prctestantism

which contributed more significantly to the crisis which finally




game to @& climex with the advent of National Socialism, And yet,
as I heve before mentioned, it was this self-seme Protestantism
whieh greatly contributed to one of the strongest bastions of anti-
Fazi sentiment and c§pasiticn.l Thus, to reliterate, German Protes~
tanism cannot be simply clessified either with the pro-Nezi or the
enti~Nazi forces. 1t was both.

The Luthern chureh, in distinetion to either Catholiecism or
Calviniem, has always disclaimed any oriticism of the state; since
the time of Luther, it has leaned heavily upon the assurance of
8t. Paul that the state was an “ordinance of God.," This politicel
resalism has been more cynically compared to the politicsl doctrines
of Thomas ﬁobbes,z gnd tc ve sure, there is much truth in this ag~-
cusation and in the additional fact that Lutheranism has never bsen
financially sutenomous, depending always for its support upon the
S8tate. But there is more depth to the problem than this; there must
be something in the more immediate pre~Nazi history of the Luthern
Chureh tc explain its actions when thet crisis did arrive. Ferhaps
it would be most eppreopriate to begin by explaining that the Luthern
church has always, even under the Weimar regime, been an "established"
chureh, It is irndeed trus that the Weimar constitution provided
for a formal disestablishment of the Germen church, but in actuality,
this had negligible effect upon the setual position of German
Protestantism which has until this day retained all the soeciologicel

characteristics of establishment. 1In other words, though the

1 Carl Mayer, "Crisis in German rFrotestantism,® Sccial Hesearch,
Pe 399 .

2 Fiebuhr, op. cit., p. 348.



distance between church end stete hes been lengthened since the
time of the Hohenzollerns, there hes never been & distinct separa=-
tion eof the two. German Protestentism hes remsined built upon the
foundation stone of a positive relationship between church &nd
state,l This fact should be viewed in light of the-previously
mentioned aceceptance by the German church of the political policies
of the seculer rulers. As the Augsburg Confession expresses it,
the church is "the communion of Saints in which the Gospel is
purely taught and the sacraments are rightly administered.” Thus
the church is conceived as essentially a spiritual order and cannot
exercise any prerogative not conteined in the spirituvel power of
the Scriptures. It is for this reason thet it necessarily followed
that the chureh, if it was to survive for azny length of time &s a
sociel institution, had to be susteined by sn cutside power, the
secular power of the state,

Because of ites long history of establishment, the Germen
Protestant Church has become primerily the church of the land; cne
belonge to the churebh in much the same way that he is & part of a
family or & citizen of the state., To bs surc, membership in the
church hes always been o much taken for granted that sven groups
actively hostile to it rarely sever their formal relationship. In
the whole of Germany the number of individuals possessing no church
affiliation has hardly ever been over 5 per cent of fhe total popu~
lation; in contrast to the spproximately 70 million noa-church

members in the United States, there were in 1945 only approximately

1 lMayer, ops cit., pe 401,
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82f aillien in Qermzny.l But despite this large pumericsl member=
shiip, the German church was throughout the latter ninetesnth century
apd continuling up until recent times been threeatened with a stifling
forme ilem whioh reduced &ll activity. Another importent fauctor is
tuet the German Chureh, though the "egstablished® chureh of the
nation, has &l1s0o been & chureh of qlaas rather then of the entire
society. Une portion of pre~lazl scolety stood in & positive rela-
tionship to the churech, the other portion, despite formel affilia~
tion, was estrsnged or openly hostile to it. The social groups
possessing this positive relationship to the church et the time of
Hetionel Soclalism's ascension to power consisted of the remnents

of feudallsm represented by the Junker class, the army end the
bureaueragy, th¢ pessantry, end finelly the lower middle clesses

of minor trade and industry. The sociel aligament whioch hed a
negative relationship waes, first, the intellectual elite, snd
secondly, the large messes of the industrisl laboring oless.” Thus
it is obvicus that the Germen church wee successful in retaining

the elleglance of & large seotion of society whose economic and
political power remeined greet until the formestion of the Weimar
republic, and was considersble even until the edvent of Hatlional
Soeisalism. Thus it ought 0 be noted that if oue of the distinguish=
ing cherecteristios of Germen Ceatholicism is thet it hes retained
the loyslty of all social streta, it was & primary feature of Cerman
Protestantism that 1% lost coutrol of two social groups of fundamental

importence~--the intelligentsia and the lndustrisl proletarist, Thus,

L Ivig., p. 406,
2 Ibid., p. 409,



at the time of ¢risis in the early thirties, German Protestentism
presented the picture of @ church ostensibly strong in many ways,
but weak and divided at its foundation.

How, then, would the German Church react to the onslsught of
Netional Socialist ideology? From all that hes been noted, it would
most probably be supposed that this churech, so ill prepared to offer
resistance, would be en easy viectim of Nezi tectics, In the light
of its passive political attitude, its cleose alliance with the state,
end its positive relationship to the classes from which Netional
Socialism first obtained its heaviest support, it would appear
likely that Germen Protestentism might even be favorably inclined
toward the new movement, And to be sure, when National Socialism
first established itself, it was met by the great majority of
Protestant leaders and theologiens with expressions of great enthu-
siesm., The "national revolution" had come, the rebirth of Germany
for which both the state and the chureh ought tc exhibit gratitude.
0f course, this cordial attitude did not last long; Germen Protes-
‘tantism repldly divided 1tself into the several armed camps to which

I have already alluded. The coursesof action and policies of these

several religlous groups will later be covered along with the posi-
tion taken by the Romen Church as the power of National Socialism
increased throughout the decade of the thirties., Also necessary
for a comprehensive study of this period will be an analysis of the
attitude of Nationsl Socislism towards the free churches and other
various Christian organizations of Germeny. Of course, it 1is true

that the free churches in 1933 constituted less than 600,000 members
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as compared with the 41 million of the established churches; however
8 will be seen, these several independent denominations were to
play an importent role in the propagenda nlans of the Nazi leaders.
By far the most important of the Germen church organizations

were the varlous youth associations over which there developed such
a struggle for control between the contending parties. It was largely
the issue of these youth orgenizations with which the Concordat
signed in 1933 between Berlin and Rome was concerned; of all the
concomitant contests within the genersl church struggle, it was this
fight for the control of the education of these future Germen citi-
zens which precipitated the most bitterness. And indeed this was
only logical, for each contesting group comprehended the vital neces=-
sity of controlling the education and religious instruction of the
nation's youth. Friedrich Beck, one of the new state's educational
theorists, understood all too well the advantages for Netional Soclal-
ism of acquiring the control of Germeny's youth when he wrote that
the supreme goal of National Socialist education was to meke each
individual an expression of the "eternasl" German:

Whoever wishes fully to realize himself, whoever

wishes to experience and embody the eternal German

ideal within himself must 1ift his eyes from every-

day life and nust listen to the beat of his blood

and his conscience....National Socialist education

raises the eternal German character into the light

of our consciousness....National Socielism is the

eternal law of our German life; the development of

the eternal German is the transcendental task of
Netionel Socislist educetion.l

1 University of Colorado, Readings on Fescism and National
Soeialism, p. 70.



CHAPTER II  Hitler, Rosenberg, and Christienity

In order to better comprehend the nature of the events in the
violent church struggle of the thirties, it is first necessary 1o
understend the personal position téken by the leaders and theorists
of the Netional Socielist{ movement. The most obvious individual in
this regard is Adolf Hitler himself; Netional Socialism; being the
totelitarisn political philosophy which it is, would naturally be
tremendously affected by the opinions and demands of the primary
exponent of thet philosophy once it was placed into practical appli~-
cation. A4lso of paramount importance would be the central theorist
of thet philosophy--in this case, Dr. Alfred Rosenberg. More than
any other two men, Hitler and Hosenberg influenced the political,
cultural, snd religious foundation upon which the new Reich was
established. The philosophies of subordinate Nezi theorists and
doetrinaires should be observed also, but sll of these ultimately
?efleet the basic tenets insugurated by Hitler ené Rosenberg., If
Mein Kempf was the Bible of E&tion&l Soecialism, Hosenberg's Mythus
des XX Jahrhunderts (Myth of ithe Twentieth Century) was its Talmud.

Hitler, es Bdmond Vermeill has observed, filled the rols of a
seer iuspired by & biological mysticue. He dresmed of a new magical
intuition which would reveal to man the meaning of the universe and
of his mission on earth. Hitler sincerely believed in the rebirth
of humenity brought about by theVGerman race.l Wagner's Parsifal

wes his favorite musical composition, and its plol wes representative

1 Vermeil, op. cite, ps 145,
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of his own destiny. Klingsor's castle wes the home of all the
sorcery from whieh Netional Socialism claimed to turn away. This
sorcery was the German intellectualism which hed gone astray. The
Bmpire of the Holy Grail wes Germany, but & Germeny which had fallen
into apathy beccuse it hed &llowed itself to be corrupted by foreign
influences. The redemptive secret which Parsifel gusrded, and the
victory he was to win over the foreces of evil, were in a poetic

form snalogous o the tasks which Hitler desired to accomplish in
his world. Hitler wes in this sense & true mystice, but he was a
mystic extremely capable in the realm of pragmetice political
maneuvering. He could be just &s subtle and prudent as he could

be radical and fanatical when such esctions suited the cccasion,.

The religious question was one which dietated the most prudence
imaginable on the part of Hitler,

The treatment of the religious issue in Mein Kempf merits care-
ful consideration, for it was in this book that Hitler laid down his
fundamental attitudes concerning the Christian Church. Hitler heas
been calied, next to Winston Churchill, the greatest crator of the
twentieth century; this love for things forensic is reflected agein
and again in the pages of liein Kampf. ﬁitlér recognized that it was
the spoken word which had set in motion the me jority of history's
great avaelenches, whether political or religious. Perhaps he hed
in mind the oral teachings of Christ when he advocated the use of
oratory for the winning over of converts to the new faith. But

Hitler also decried the approsech which had been made by former

speech-makers of earlier German nationalist movements. The great



misteke of the Pan~Germen movement in Austria had been that it

attacked the Catholic Churcech. The lLos von Rom movement hed seemed

to mﬁny,/if successful, to promise & solution to the unfortunete
religious division in Germeny; it was believed that through such

a victory the strength of the Empire could win tremendous profit.
But Hitler objected to thies movement; he continuelly condemned Pan~
German leadership for giving the people two enemies when all blows
should have been aimed at one. When two enemies were provided,

the question would be raised as to whether all others are wrong
and thelr own nation or their own movement is singularly ccrraat.l
Hitler felt that the Pan-German movement in Austrie should have

asked itself only one question: Is the meintenance of Austrian

Deutschtum possible under Catholiecism or not? If the answer to this

gquestion had been "Yes," the party ought not to have occupied itself
with religious matters; but if the answer had been "No,"™ then a
religious reformation should have been initiated-~-and that was not
the job of a politieal party. '

Anyone who believes that one can attein a re-

ligious reformation through the roundabout method

of a political party shows only that he has not

the glimmering of am idea how religious concep=~

tions are formed, much less of how dogmas are

fashioned and of their effects in the life of

the Church.®

Thus, it is possible to observe in these ettitudes, besed upon

the failure of the Pan-Germén movement in Austris, the future theo-

retical tactics of the Nationel Socialist Government. There is to

1 william A. Jenks, Vienna snd the Young Hitler, p. 110.

2 pdolph Hitler, Mein Kempf, p. 109.



be no open, blatant attack upon the Romen Church; it was to be seen

whetner Deuischtum could not be meinteined under the Catholic faith:

hence the later promulgation of the Concordet. However, it should
be noted that it is specifically the Catholic Church which Hitler
has in mind and not the Protestant.

In the light of the later violent anti~Christian attitudes and
propaganda of National Socislist devotees, it is reslly quite a
refreshing contrast ©o study the pages of Mein Kampf. In this book
Hitler compares the greatness of those individuals in history who
placed before men high ideals with the transitory fame of scheming
politicians; the higher the ideal, the more impossible becomes its
fruition, Hitler meintained that it ought not to be by the accom-
plishment of his aims that the idealist should be judged, but rather
by his influence upon the development of humanity. If it were other~
wise, the founders of the world's religlions would not be included
among the great figures of history. The religion of love is in
actuality only a pale reflection of the purposes of its founder;
its true significence lies in the great principles 1t laid down and
its ethical deVeIOpment.l

In retrospect, much of whet Hitler says in Mein Kempf strikes
one as pure irony. Hitler goes on to say that human weaknesses must
not blind us to the greatness of Christianity. He could almost be
speeking of his own later Nazi hierarchy when he remarks that there
uncdoubtedly have always been unscrupulous individuals who did not

hesitate tc make religion an instrument of their own political designs.

- Igido, pP. 182.
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If, he observes, one compares the magnitude of the Christian Church
with the average faultiness of men in general, one is compelled

to admit that the proportion of good to evil is larger than any
place else. Certainly, he writes, even among the priests of the
chureh there are those for whom their sacred office is merely a
means of personal aggrandizement; but for every such unworthy rep=-
resentative there are thousands of worthy pastors with loyal devotion
to their oalling.l It is interesting to note thaet sentiments such
as these were never brought to the public's mind during such later
anti-religious tactics as the immorality trisls against the Catholic
clergy in Germany.

Between 1933 and 1939 the attitude of the Nezi leaders continued
to betray both hesitation and caution when they were concerned with
the religious issue. They refrained from overt action as much as
possible, preferring to discredit the churches graduslly by nibbling
away at them, and men like Goebbels presented Nazism to them as
another religion which they had to aecept.a During these years, the
National chialists subtly, but repeatedly, contrasted their "Posi-
tive Christianity" with what they termed the antiquated dogmas of
the Christian Church. 4nd yet Mein Kempf, the Nazi "Bible," hed
expressly declared the importance of retaining aund protecting the
dogmas of the church. Without dogmas, Hitler points out, the
practical survival of & religious felth is unthinkable., The great

masses of people are not composed of philosophers, and for these

! Hitler, op. cit., p. 108.

2 Vermeil, op. c¢it., p. 195.
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messes, faith is often the only basis for any moral outlook on the
world. He believed that the numerous substitutes for such & faith
hed not proved so weli adapted to their purpcse as to allow men to
regard them es taking the place of the former religious confessions.
He apparently belleved that what fundamental laws were for the state,
dogmes were for religion, Thus, any atteck against church dognmes
wes tantamount to en atiack ageinst the very legal foundeations of
the state, and Jjust &8 such an atteck could only end within the
State in totel snarchy, so &n attack on religious dogma could only
end in worthless religious nihilism.l

It is elso extremely interesting to observe the extent to which
the Christian Church provided Hitler with models for the Netional
Socialist Movement. He looked at the history of Christlanity and
observed how in its infaney it hed refused to compromise, to come
to terms with its enemies; its ultimate success had lain in the
"remorseless, fanatical proclamation @nd championship of its own
teaching."® Just es Christianity has succeeded with such tactics,
so Hitler plenned to replace this outmoded faith with & new one--
end he would utilize the seme methods, In this Hitler had somewhat
of a misconception of Christianity, or reather he looked only at those
aspecis of Christian history which appealed to his own proposed
schemes, He looked only at the meny instances of intolerance in
the course of Christian development and assumed this was the sole
cause of its fruitful results; he ignored the fact that it has been

primerily the universality of Christianity which hes secured so many

1 Hitler, op. cit., pp. 225-226.

= Ibigo’ Poe 294,



wlQw

edherents for that faith. Assuming that the}dominant characteristie
of Christianity was intolerance, Hitler planned & counter-intolerance
governed by the opinion th&t compulsion can cnly be broken with com-
pulsion and terror with terror. Only then could the work of recon=

struction be accomplished; only then could Hitler's own Weltenscheuung

preveil, Hitler believed, of course, his political concepts to be
infelllble and, &8s such, thet they would triumph over &ll adversaries.
&8 had heppened in Christianity, esch halt in the course to vietory,
each persecution whick his movemeni would endure would only lead to
an increase of its inner strength; in the final result, "Providence"
would essure his Party's success, Thus, when this success did beoome
fact in 1933, Hitler proclaimed:

I believe that Providence would never have allowed

us t0 see the vietory of the Movement if it had the

intention after ell to destroy us at the end.l
Certainliy & revealing quotetion when seen in the light of actual
events.

Hitler, greet venerator of Germen history that he was, possessed
considerable familiarity with the role which religion hed played in
the unfelding of Germeny's chronicles. As he looked &t this back~
ground, he beceme convinced thatl it was for the present at least,
an error to embroil the naticon in religious conflicts., This appears
rather peredoxical considering later eveuts, but when Hitler wrote
Kein Kampf, he at least outwardly expressed every sign of desiring
to placate the Germen churches rather than antagonize them with open
hostility. Just how sincere the future Fllarer was in this position

is open to conjecture, but the fact does remein that he contvinued

1 Baynes, op. cit., p. 404,



this relatively conservative policy even after gaining undisputed
power in the thirties., True, he stepped into the conflict on num~
erous occasions, bul when doing sc¢ he remained relatively tactful.
The speeches of Hitler, ss frequent as they were, contain surpris-
ingly little on the subject of Christienity or of the treatment of
the Christian Churches by Hational Socislism. Most probably he was
merely exercising diplomatic restraint, leaving the open attack to
his subordinates. In any avent, his approach was a far cry from
thet of Rosenberg, his trusted administrator of cultural affairs,
Rosenberg's views will be more closely touched upon shortly; suffice
it to say at this point thet he represented an extremism ostensibly
qulite different from Hitler's position. However, it is difficult
to imagine that Hlitler would long have endured lhe rsdical schemes
of Rosenberg if he did not fundamentally comcur at least with their
purpose, Hxactly what the plamner of the Munich Putseh truly be-
lieved on this issue will most probably never be adequately
ascertained.,

But to return to Hitler's treatment of religion in Mein Keaupf:
Relterating his apparent belief thet the Church cught not to be
attacked, he asserted that netionaslists in their "God~abandoned
blindness",l Were stirring up differences between the churches and
thus giving the Marxists & wonderful opportunity to schieve their
gnds. This was a continual subject of Hitler's fears--that the |
people would be confronted with two enemies simultaneously and thus

destroy the effectiveness of his Movement. He felt that religious

L Hitler, op. cit., p. 462.



sentliment wes sfill too deeply seated in the Germen people and
thet it was the first duty of the leaders of Netionsl Socislism
to oppose any attempt to make the Movement serve the interests
of religious struggles. It could not be permitted that just eny
inexperienced member of the Party should imagine thet he could
accomplish whet Bismarck failed to achieve!

in the renks of our Movement the most loyal

Catholic mustl bLe able to sit side by side with

the most loyal Protestant without elther of

them having to suffer the smallest conflict
of conscience with his religious convictiocns.

1
Hitler thus appeared convinced that the great struggle which they
were waging in common against the destroyer of Aryan humanity hed
forced mutual respect upon both Protestent and Catholic,

If Hitler's views on this subject seem to differ from those of
Rosenberg, he was in complete accord with the attitude of Gottfried
Feder, one of the original formulators of the National Socialist
Party Program to which I have before referred., Feder, like Hitler,
firmly believed thet Christianity should, &t least for the time
being, be left along by the members of the Movement. In his commen-
tery Feder asserted that:

Expressions such as 'Christianity has done only
harm' merely show that the men who utters the
hes neither humsn nor politieal intelligence.
He goes on to say that even though all good Christians should disap+-

prove of the cruelties practipced in the name of the Cross by such

ecclesiaestical institutions as the Ingquisition, it was just as

1 Hitler, op. cit., p. 289.
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erroneous to condemn the entire religion because of the perversi-
ties of a few. How much of his own religlous philosophy Hitler
derived from Feder is indeed difficult to ascertain, but it is cer=~
tainly true thet the two men reflect exceptionally similar views
on the dangers manifest in an open attack upon the Church.

Mein Xempf contains no mention of Hitler's position on the
specifiec guestion Church-8tate relationship. However, Charles
Mecfarland relates the Filhrer's answer to & question concerning
this 1ssue during @& personal interview., Hitler answered in the
following terms:

The Btete and the People &are one and the same

body. The German Church and the People &re

practicelly the seme body. Therefore there

could be no issue between Church and State.

The Chureh, &s such, hes nothing to do with

politicel affairs, 0On the other hand, the

State has nothing to do with the faith or

inner organization of the CGhurch.l
Yet, despite Hitler's usual prudence in the religlous gquestion in
Mein Kempf, and in his public statements, he did indulge in numerous
charges ageinst the churches; these were prectically all focused
about the fact that Germen Christisnity hed ignored rece and the
purity of the blocd of the netion. PEoth Christisn confessions
seemed unconcerned about the desecration and destruction of that
noble being, Aryen man--thet crestion of God's grece toward Germany.
Both churches continued to mutuelly snnihilate one another rether

than unite ageiust the common enemy of Aryan man., There &re,

however, in-this connection, two passages in the Nazi "Bible®™ which

1 ¢. s. uscferlend, The New Church and the New Germeny, p. 52.



portend the coming of future confliet over the churches. One is
the statement that "political parties have nothing to do with re-
ligious questions so long as these do not...undermine the customs
and morals of their own race."l The other is that foreign policy
1s merely a means to an end, and that the end is entirely the ad-
vancement of Germeny's own national life. vThe single guiding
principle is this: does & thing serve the interests of the people
now or in the future? Before this test, "Considerations of party
politics, of religion, of humanity...héve no place whatBVer.“z

To be sure this is a blunt declaration of future Nazi policy.

ROSLNBERG

In the course of his conversation with Otto Stresser on
21 May, 1930, Hitler repeated his steandby earguments that ell revo-
lutions in the history of me&n are nothing at all save racial conflicts.
"If you would only read hHosenberg's new book--the most tremendous
achievement of its kind, even greater than Chamberlain®*s--then you
would understand these thingﬁ."a In these wobds Hitler recommended
to Strasser that he read Alfred Rosenberg's Myth of the Iwentieth
Century, & book written prior to 1925, but one which still in 1930
wes reletively unknown, In 1933 this book jumped to the apex of
the German best seller list--the yesr is significant; it is the year
in which the theories and doctrines conteined within this book were

placed into- practical operation. Despite the fsct that Hitler and

. Hitler, Op. cite, pe 100,
2 Hitler, op. git., pe 497.
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Rosenberg were to separeate in theilr sttitudes towerd a definite
religion for the future Germany, the two men were of one accord
in their basie opinions on race and blood,

Rece, to Rosenberg, was the very imege of the soul, and the
creations of a race possess a value which is independent to all
else, He believed that there is a spiritual-natural lew which
underlies the cultural decline of one hoch kultur nations such &s
Greece and Rome. The greatness of thelr culture wes created from
the unclouded peculiarity of their blood, and the decline of these
civilizations begen when their people were untrue to their own
creative blood. Rosenberg believed that every race which attains
its highest cultural level is then open to destruction or transfor-
mation through the influence of foreign blood and ideas, It is
this, says Rosenberg, which has heppened to modern men; thus it is
the great task of the twentieth century to create & new type men
from &an entirely new mythus of life. This, then, is the message of
his book=-~the proclamation that the arousing of the soul of a reace
to 1ife is to recognize its highest velues; it is race alone‘which
should assign thelr proper places to every other value in the state,
in art, &nd in religion.l

Of course it is obvious that such & philosophy forces Rosenberg
inte immediete conflict with orthodox Christian theology, Protestant
and Cetholic alike. In his attempt to defend his position, the
guthor of the Mythus indulgea‘in much more forthright opinions re-

garding Christianity; he does not intentionally evede the issue as

3 Paul F. Douglass, God Among ihe Germens, p. 98«



does Hitler In Mein Kampf. Rosenberg condemns the attitude taken
by Christien theologians who maintain that the eveluation of nations
in terms of rece constitutes un-Christian idelatry. 4and yet, argues
Rosenberg, this worship of "Jewdom"™ hes brought about the decay of
modern culture end polities. Protestentism especially has proven
itself incepable of fighting such decay because it idolizes Jews.
It is this false "1dolatry" which Hosenberg wishes to be cleansed:

All that the young generation wants is to see

the great personality of the creator of Christ-

endom in his own greeatuness without those falsi-

fying additions which Jewish zeslots like Matthew,

materislistic rabbis like 8§t. Paul, African jur-

ists like Tertullian, end commentetors such &s

St. Augustine who gave meaningless interpretstions,

heve given us as unnecesséry ballast for our ninds .t
All that young Germany desires, he feels, is simply to comprehend
the world end Christendom through its own nature and to understend
it through the media of Germeanic values.

Rosenberg both lauds and condemns Luther; he praises him for
his abolition of the exalted and exotic conception of the priesthood
and for his "Germanizetion"™ of Christendom. Luther; according to
Rosenberg, confronted the papacy with the idea of political nationalisnm,

thus leeding the revolt of the Cermen pecople in their quest for
freedom and netional self-expression. This revolt of Luther pre~
pared the way for what in the twentieth century constituted the
scientific and cultural superiority of Germeny. However, in the
religiocus realm, the Lutheran revolution wes & menifest failure--
it halted at the halfway point and placed Jerusalem instead of Rome

at the center of Christianity. Protestantism thus committed the

o Dougless, op. git., p. 39,



great sin of transforming the 01d Testament into a book of the
people and then idolizing its Jewish letter. ™"The 0ld Testament
must be done away with &s & religious book™ cried Rosenberge-or
else humanity will never escape the attempt of the past thousand
years to mold us spiritually into Jews.

Apparently, however, ithe Hosenberg's chief detestation was
Roman Catholicism--"The Black Internatienal"‘l Continuing and
elaborating upon the arguments of Nietzsche and Chamberlain, he
accused the Roman Church most of all of corrupting the German people
throughout the entirety of her history. Rome had always sought
temporal as well as spiritual mastery, and thus had continually
attenpted to emphasize submissiveness and humility as the paramount
traits of Christ; in such a manner the ideal of subordinating men
to a serf-like position could be developed. S%t. Paul especially
hed "Judaized"™ primitive Christianity, diverting it from its other~
wise natural course by placing it in the position of the true Aryan
Christ, model of aggressive virtues, a poor and weakling Jew whom
God had sent to earth as mediator. Rosenberg believed thet the
true Rome had been ¢reated by the Nordie spirit only to have been
corrupted by the fatel mixing of races under later papal domination.

Rosenberg, in his analysis of the New ?estament, again and again
eriticizes S5t. Paul as the true villain who has led Christianity
astray. He meinteins that it is the Gospel according to Mark whiéh
gives us & portrayal of the true Christ; Mark does not mention a

Jesus who is the fulfillment of the Hebrew messlanic ideas which

1 Vermeil, op. git., p. 165.
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Paul end Metthew continuelly dwell upon. Thus, all of the churches
which edhere to the Pauline doctrines are not truly Christian, but
creations of the Jew, 8%, Paul. Jesus, to Rosenberg, was an heroie
individual who led @ life of glorious resistance~-and because of
this he had to die., But the Cross had come to symbolize for the
Christian world nothing but submission, humiliation and defeat;
this interpretation was complete anathema to Rosenberg., In & Nordie
nation such as Germany, which placed honor at the center of its
existence, such & substitution of humility end resignetion in the
plage of honor could only have occurred in & civilizetion whieh had
eéllowed itself to yield to the desplicable Jewlish theology.

The Christian ideal of love was given & new interpretation by
Rosenberg. According to the author of the Mythus, the command to
love one's neighbor must be unconditionally subordinated to the
ideal of national integrity and hcmor. There must be, says noaenhers.l
en evaluation of the value of love, which will elways steand in the
service of other values., Rather then @& love which lesds eventually
to subordinetion and submission, Rosenberg would substitute the
formula: love for honor. It should always be remembered that Jesus
gave his life as & Lord and not as & slave; Germans ﬁnat always fol=
low this exanple of'lendarehip and superiority and never be obsequicus
or submissive.
) But Rosenberg went even further than this revaluation of Christie-
anity, and much further than Hitler in his ideas regarding & religion
for the new Germany. Rosenberg éppears to ac¢eclaim & new faith of

the blood which will in reality completely replace the essentially

1 Douglas, op. git., p.« 43,
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non~German Christian religion:

A new faith is arising today: the myth of the

blood, the faith to defend with the blood the

divine essence of man, The faith, embodied in

clearest knowledge, that the Nordie blood rep~

STariea tos PSRRI, e el o8
The "old sacraments® are, of course, those of Christianity. Rosen=
Berg'a new religion is one which exalts the "Volk" above all else;
"forms of the state change, and lews of the state pass away; the
Volk remains.® But exmctly what did the National Socialist defi-
nition of "Volk" entail? Perhaps at this point an exposition of
this tenet of the Nazl ideology would be appropriate.

Brnst Huber, in his book, Constitutional law of the Greater
ggggggﬂggggg.a writes that the new constitution of the German Reieh
is not at all a constitution in any formel sense of the term. It
ie a constitution which exists in the unwritten basic political
strueture of the Reieh, and this structure rests on three basic con~-
cepts: the Volk, or people, the Fithrer, and the Party., Huber goes
on to argue, with reference to this first concept, that the democra~
cies of the world have developed their conception of the people from
an erroneous approach. They begin with the concept of the state and
thén regard the people as constituting the elements which fall under
the jurisdiction of the state. National Socialism, on the other hand,
begins with the ideal of the Volk, which constitutes a political

unity, and then constructs the state upon thet foundation. The state

+ University of Colorado, op. git., p. 70.
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is thus the form in which the people attain their historical reality.
Gottfried Neese echoes this interpretation when he mainteins that
the central and fundemental principle of National Socialist politi-
cal theory is the concspt of the people:

In contrast to the state, the people form a true

organism--a being which leads its own life and

follows its own laws...This living unity of the

people has its cells in its individual members,

and just as in every body there are certain cells

to perform certain tasks, this is likewise the

case in the body of the people.l
Neese goes on to explain that the "nation" is to the National Social=~
ist merely a product of the interplay between the people eand the
state., The vitality of the people, through the orgenization of the
state, realizes itself in the communal life of the nation. Neither
individuals, as the age of enlightenment proclaimed, nor states, asg
in the system of dynestic sbsolutism, nor clesses, es belleved by
Marxism, eare the final realities of the political order. It is
rather the peoples, “who stand over ageinst one snother with the une
qualifieble right to 8 separate existence es natural entities, each
with its own essential nature and form,"®

Thus according to this philosophy, the ideal of Volk and race

are placed in & superilor position to the state and its forme, It
is a philosophy which proclaims defense of the ¥Volk a more important
thing than the protestion of any religious denomination; treason
against the Volk is to be considered a more heincus crime than high

treason against the state, Rosenberg was in complete sccord with

1 University of Colorado, Op. ¢its, D. 65.

2 Ibid., p. 67.



this concept, & concept which was incorporated in the fourth point
of the Nagi Party Program:

Only those who are members of the nation can be

citizens. Only those who are of Germen blood,

without regerd to religion, can be members of

the German nation. N? Jew can, therefore, be a

member of the nation.
After their seizure of power, this very same principle was mede the
foundation of the German c¢itizenship law promulgated 1n'September,
1985.

Rosenberg, commenting upon the above quoted point of the Party
Progrem in his pemphlet, Hature, Principles, and Aims of the N.S.
D.A.Pv, Observed that the idea of state netionality prevailing in
the world was one which completely ignored the principle of race..
Acoording to the existing prsctice whoever possessed & German pass-
port was considered a German even though the individuel might not
contain & drop of Germen blood in his veins. The new emphasis on
the supremsey of the Volk must remedy this, for if Germany allowed
a wholly foreign rece to participate in the German Volk, then the
purity of the orgenic expression would be polluted and the very
existence of the Volk threatened.,

All of these ideas, and many more, were encompessed within the
racial mysticism of Alfred Hosenberg. This mysticlism was to provide
encouragement and tacit official sanction for the radical German V
Faith Movement, & movement popularly known as the "New Paganism“.}

It was a movement which was rapidly %o gain enough strength to
justify its recognition es & religious faith clsiming equality with

1 Galvin B, Hoover, Germeny Enters the Third Reich, p. 229.



the Romen Chureh and the Church of the Reformation, and possessing
"equal rights and prerogatives in the universities (and) schools,
in dealing with youth leaders, in the care of souls end the like,ml
It was & movement which was to give even the Fllhrer seversl severe
headaches.

Perhaps one more point ought to be msade concerning the theories
of Alfred Rosenberg; it is & point, however, which is applicable not
only to Rosenberg, but one which wes corollary to all Nazi thought,
When the following statement was written in the Mythus, the suthor
was reflecting the opinion of all National Socialism:

After throwing off the wornout idea upon which it
was founded...the United States of North America
hes the great task...of setting out with youthful

energy to put into forece the new racial-state idea z
which & few awakened Americans have alresdy forseen.

! Douglas, gp. eit., p. 59,
2 University of Colorado, op. git., p. 73.




CHAPTER III  Protestantism and the Third Reich

The caution with which Hitler treated the religious issue in,
Meln Kempf hes already been observed; indeed, upon reading thils dook,
one might even form the opinion thet the suthor was a loyal supporter
of Christianity, However, if one probes deeper into the pages of

‘Hitler's verbose ereation, he rapidly comes to a realization of the
intensely anti~Christisn, albeit "religious® tenets contained therein.
When Hitler, in Mein Xempf, expounds his own “conception of the }
world", he should leave no doub¥ in anyone's mind ebout the singular
religious devotion which was to be accorded National Socialiam:

The conception of the world is not passive, it
cannot be content with the role of one party
among others, but claims imperiously ite own
total and exclusive recognition together with
the totel revalulng of publie life as & whole
in eccordance with its own conceptions. This 1is
why it would never endure, side by side with it,;
a representative of an "anterior™ state. This
applies also to religions,

Yet because of the shrewd smbiguity of Hitler's phraseclogy and
the famous formula of "positive Christlanity", many Protestants -=
outside as well as in CGermeny--were from the first attracted to the
Nazi movement., Positive Chriftienity was thought by meny %o be sim~
ply & more dynemie end vitalized progression of the Reformation
chureh established by Luther. Alfred Rosenberg interpreted the term
quite differently:

We realize nowadays that, belonging as they do %o &
negative Christianlity, the central values of the
Roman and Protestant churches do not correspond %

our soul, that they prevent the full expansion of
the orgenic forces of the peoples of Kordic rage,

1 ¥orell, Birger, The Third Reich, p. 8l2.



and that they must let themselves be reinterpres~
‘8d in the directilon of Uermanie Christienity. It
is in thia that the relvg'eas efforts of today
consist.

Thus it was really obvious from the first--to those discerning
enough to see-=~that Rosenberg and the rest of the Party chiefs en-
visaged at the beginning the elimination of the Christian church
from the life of the German people., They merely disguised this
hostillity with vegue asseriions until the situation was decided to
be ripe for an opeun attagk. In esctuality, the conflict waged by
the FNazl regime against the Protestant churches began in 1933 end
did not terminate until the defeat of 1945; each phase in this ware
fare was 1o exhibit mors and more ludidly the true religious aims
of Hational Sceclalism.

in order to best approamoh the sonflict whieh‘was officially
initiated by the Nazi goverament after its seizure of power in 1983,
it would be beneficial o explaim the situation in which the Protes~
tant churches found themselves al that time of erisis. The economie
turmoil which eaveloped Germany between 1330 and 1933 had caused a
tremendous increese in the membership of the Nazi Party; the FProtes-
tant concurrently sufifered & great aﬁaunt of disaffection within
its r&nks~~maah greater than was the oase in the more rigi&ly con~
trolled Roman Chureh. And yet in 1989 there was still in name over
45,000,000 Protestants in Germany; the vest méjority of these be-
longed to twentiy-eight churchies, of which some were Reformed, and

some Lutheran, and %o the "Church of the Old Prussian Union,* formed

1 1pid., p. 813,



in 1817.* This last named institution, composed of some 18,000,000,
both Lutheran and Reformed, was the real touchstone within the
German Protestant sphere. Thus, taking'all this into eccount, it is
obvious thet on the eve of the Nazi coup the Protestants lackéd the
staunch leadership possessed by the Romgh Chureh. This dearth of
unified leadership was also coupled with the historical animosity
between the several theologicsl tendencies. The propaganda experts
of lNationel Sccialism were soon to seigze upon and exploit these dis~
sensions; one of their fevorite phrases was that of the "parsons'
guarrel™ which brought about nothing but herm for the German people.
These same propaganda experis were ﬁlso to exploit the minor Free
Churches by setting them against the provinelal churches. In realigy,
there existed & favorable milieu for propagenda which emphasized the
disunity within the Protestant camp. Theideal of a unified Reich
was more and more passionately sought with each new generation. At
the tine of Hitler's bid for power, this desire had reached most
intense proportions-~and the twenty-eight independent and often
quarreling Protestent churches constituted jJust one more obstacle

to the Germen ideal of & united Empire. Zven before Hitler, there
had been an undercurrent movement advocating renewal of a formel
Protestant Church establishment; end when that last great upheaval
of emotion pushed Hitler into power, it was but natural thet there
would be an agcompanying upsurge of hope for & new Chureh reform.
*Exeluding the relatively insignificant "Free Churches," German
Protestantism constituted two me jor divisions--the Lutheran, and the
Reformed, or Calvinist, It was from the renks of both of these de~
nominations that adherents were to be drawn for the new religious

movements sanctioned by the Hazis (the Germen Christians @nd the
German Faith Movement)., However, it was also from both the Lutheran

and Reformed Divisions that the Confessional Clhurch was to be formed
in opposition to the Nazi Religious poliey.



It wes to those who held these aspirations for & vitalized and
unified church that the orgenization which was scon to be known as
the Germsn Christian Movement first made its appeal. There hLad been
discussions within the Fational Socialist Party coucerning relations
with the Church for some time, but not until a meeting in Berlin in ‘}
1930 that the first concrete plans were made., This meeting was at-
tended by two Hohenzollern princes, Hitel Friédrich and August Wilhelm, .
together with Dr. Joseph Goebbels and former Court Pastor Doering.
Doering directed the conversation and reed a paper by Pastor Friedrich
Wieneke of the Cathedral at Soldin; Wieneke had come to the conclusion
thet the swastika could be unlited with the Cross of Curist--after all,
he argued, the former was just as much @ symbel of the will of God

1 Wieneke further believed that

ag the latter was of redemption,
National Socialism was a cell from God for a renewal of the Chureh
as a genuine fellowship of faith for the German people, The real
point, however, was that the Church must be utilized to underwrite
the Nazi Movement; but even though the Party in the state and its
sister movement in the Church should &aim toward the selfseme goal,

it was agreed that ohurch and party affairs would, nevertheless, pro-
ceed separately. Hitler was scon imnformed of the movement and was
told that it was to be an organization of "lIvangelicel Nationalists.®
The Fthrer, with his shrewd ability to coin nemes and slogans, sug-
gested that they be c¢called "German Christiens,"™ "because 1t is thé

soul of the people which must be born again."z Dr. Viieneke suggested
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the additional prefix, "Faith Movement," snd so the org#nizntien
which desired to revitelize the Church as the Party simultaneously
revitalized the netion was thereafter known a&s the Feith lovement
of German Christiens.

However, it was not until June, 1932 that the Movement made its
appearance as an active program; by this time the organization had
been taken over by a certain Pastor Joachim Hossenfelder who was to
lead the German Christian Church for the next year end & half, The
character of Hossenfelder may be rapidly ascertained simply by quot~
ing one statement he had made earlier: "Christian feith is an heroic,
manly thing. God speaks in blood and Volk e more powerful language
than he does in the idea of humenity.® It was in this vein that
Hossenfelder was to lead his Movement,

The real attack upon the Protestant churches begen on 3 April,
1933, at the first Congress of Germen Christiene held at Berlin. The
delegates were convinced that the churches could never reform them-
selves in the right way; consequently reform must come from the
outside. The Congress demanded the introduction of the Fuhrer-prin-
eiple into the orgenization of the Chureh eand full acceptence of the
"Aryen Paragraph" which excluded non~Aryans from oftien.l In the
words of the program leid down &t that time, "The object of the Faith
Movement of Germen Christians is one Evengelical German Church for
the whole Reich. Adolph Hitler's State calls to the church., The
Church has heard the ecall,"®

i Beynes, op. ¢it., p. 350.

o Duncan~Jones, 0p. git., p. 35.
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Among those whom Pestor Hossenfelder had earlier called to serve
on his staff wes an Army Cheplaln, Ludwig Milller. On 17 April of
Hitler's first year in power, this same Chaplain Mller called upon
the Flhrer to discuss the religious situation., After his interview,
he reported that Hitler did not desire to begin a religious wer and
that thereafter Mlller was 1o see to it thet the religious struggle
was to be carried on in the same subtle menner &s the politicel
revolution, It is from this point until his finel disgrace that
Mller was to act as [Hitler's officiel representetive in all phases
of the religious controversies. Hitler's appointment of MAller to
this as yet unofficial position exhibits the trust which he apparently
held in the chaplain:

Inasmuch as the events of the last few days have
made it necessary to take a stand in relation to
a series of questions whiech concern the relation
of the state to the HEvangelical Chureh, I appoint
as my representative with full powers to deal with
the affairs of the Bvengelical Church in so far as
these questions pertain to it, Army Chaplein Miller
of Konigsberg. He has the special commission to
promote all efforts directed towards the creation
of our Evengelical Germsn Netional Church.d
And indeed, Chaplaim MUller was to take every ection which this pre-
rogative allowed. '

On 22 April, at'about the same time kllller wes being given full
powers by Hitler, e certain Walter Bohm was appointed State Church
Commissioner for the province of Mecklenburg-Schwerin; this forced
appointment precipiteted the first truly effective protest against
the policy of the govermment. Bishop Rendtorff of Mecklenburg-

Schwerin, in his letter of protest, summed up the tenor of many

1 Baynes, op. gite; P+ 550.



future objections:
~Can the state govermment out of its own strength
reinvigorate the life of the church?...a8nd can the
renewal of so fine and sensitive & body &8s the
stete church begin with en act of force?d
As a result Bohm wes recalled, however, in the future such acts of
force were to become more and more frequent.

During this seme month of April, the Germsn Church Federstion,
under directives from Hitler, wes authorized to carry through a
reorganizetion of the constitution of the church. This reorgenization
was mﬁnagaé by Hermann Kepler, president of the Federation, together
with Dr, Marahrens, the Luthern Bishop of Hanover and Dr. Hesse, who
represented the reformed section of the church. Hitler alsc appointed
Mfiller to work along with them to see to it that his wishes were com~
plied with., This group met at Looccum end drafted & manifesto which
was issued on 20 May and soon approved by the Church Federation.

This "locoum Msnifesto” celled for & united Germen Hvangelieal Church,
of whieh the various provincial churches would be the components,

At its head would be & Reichsbishop, supported by a Spiritual Ministry
which would assist him in the direetion of the church. There would
also be a National Synod, which would be composed of leading person-
alities in church life.

Thus far, then, agreement had béen attained; but when the gques~-
tion of who should be appointed Reichsbishop came up for considera-
tion, & violent controversy ensued, M8ller, who had only recently
been appointed "Protector" of the German Chrisiians, naturally de~

manded thet he receive the position of Reichsbishop. "The

1 pougless, gp. oit., p. 188,
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Reichsbishop must belong to the S.A. (Sturm Abtheilung) of Jesus
Christ,™ he protested, From this standpoint, the entire object was
to introduce the Fihrer principle into the struecture of the Evan-
gelical Church. This would place all control into the hands of one
individuel; and, of course, that individual must be someone who
enjoyed the confidence of the F@hrer., Otherwise it would be impos~
sible for the Church to be coordinated with the new Reich, However,
this purpose was not in the minds of the representatives of the
Church; %o them the Fllhrer principle ran counter to the entire
Lutheran tradition and even more £0 to the éthos of the Reformed
Church with its Calvinist origins, But just exactly what constituted
this Fdhrer Principle which the regime was attempting to foist upon
the Churoch? Perhaps it would be appropriate to clarify the theory
behind this tenet of National Socialism; if this principle is fully
comprehended, it is not difficult to understand why it was feared

so mueh by men associeted with more individualistic iastitutions and
environments. ,

I referred in Chepter II to Ernst Huber's essertion that the
three besie concepts upon whieh the National Socialist State rests
are the Volk, the Ftthrer, and the Party. This second pillaer of the
Nazi establishment is, of course, the one from which the Fuhrerprinzip,
or F@hrer Principle, emanates. The Fllhrer is conceived by the theo=
rists of Netional Sccialism as the infallible leader to whom his
followers owe absolute obedience. This principle envisages state
government controlled by & hierarchy of leaders, each of whom owes

allegience to his immediete superior but who is at the same time



absolute in his own specifie category of jurisdietion., According
to Huber's ggggtitg‘ucgg 1 Law of the Greater German _E}g_i_g_k,l 8
distinction must be made between the supposed will of the people im
& parliamentary state, which merely reflects the conflict of the
verious socisl interests, end the true will of people in the "Fihrer-
state,” in which the colleetive will of the resl political unit is
always manifested, Thus, the nature of the plebiscites which are
conducted from time to time in & Fational Socialist state, Huber
observes, ought not %o b2 interpreted from & democratic viewpoint.
Thaif purpose is not intended to give the people an oceasion to
decide an issue, but rather to allow them to express their unity
behind a deolsion which the Fhrer, in his capacity as the bearer
of the popular will, has already made. '
Agccording to this principlp, the authority of the Flhrer is not
to be limited by checks and controls or by special autonomous bodies;
it 1s always to be free, independent, and unlimited., In theory, it
exists for the welfare of the people and is thus free of all outward
ties because it is in its inwerd nature firmly bound to the fate,
welfare, and honor of the people. Hence there must be allowed no
division of power within the Nazi state which would interfere with
the freedom of action of the Fhrer; this same theory would naturally
also be applicable to any churches within the Jurisdietion of the
state., Perheps the Fihrer Principle obitained its most ezaggernto&
expression in the words of Robert Ley, director of the party organi~
zation, From Ley's statements we may also gquickly surmise the

1 University of Colorado, op. git., p. 74.



the direction in which the religious overtones given the Fihrer's
position were ultimetely leading. In 1935 Ley asserted that “Germany iy
must obey like & well~trained soldier: the Fflhrer, Adolph Hitler,
is elways right." But by 1942, his attitude had developed into a
far more redical one, es evidenced by his own words when he cried
out: 4

I am born & Germean end have, therefore, only one

Holy Mission: work for my peopleé....The Netional

Soelelist Party is Hitler, and Hitler is the party.

The National Socialists believe in Hitler, who em~

bodies their will. Therefore our conscience is

clearly and exactly defined. Only what Adolf Hitler,

our Fuhrer, commands, allows, or does not allow is

our conscience. We have no understanding for him

who hides behind an anonymous conscience, behind

God, whgm everybody conceives aceording to his own

wishes,
Upon reading this, one is indeed reminded of holy scripture: “Thou
shalt have no other gods before me, your Ffihrert™ Or %o put it in
other words, the FPlhrer Principle was in essence little more then
@& perversion of & Romen Catholic dogma; it was in reality nothing
more then & substitution-~a replecing of Papal infellibility with
the infallibility of the Fdhrer, When Adolf Hitler spoke ox
gethedra, all of Germeny must listen.

But to return to the controversy over the appointment of &
Reichsbishop., In addition to confessional objection to the incorpo~
ration of the Fihrer Principle into the Chureh, they alsc expressed
their personel dislike for Mtller's aﬁd&oious self-nominetion, ?he
choice then fell upon Friedrieh von Bodelschwingh, director of num-

erous charitable orgenizations end @ man universally respected for

1 University of Colorado, op. cit., pe 79.
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his high character and orthodox Christianm beliefs. However neither
thie choice nor the spirit in which it was mede appealed to the
German Christieans who were determined that the Reichsbishop must -
come from the imner renks of the Nezi Movement. bMMller declared
that if Bodelschwingh were elected, & bitter fight would ensue, "I
do not fear this conflict;™ he angrily asserted, "and I shell know
how to fight till victory is won.®™ His prophecy w&s soon to be
fulfilled, ‘

Immedistely the Germen Christisns began & campeign to demonstrate

that the leaders of the chufchaa were taking an action in opposition
to the wishes of the National Boclalist government. Telegrams of
protest were é&at to Kepler, Hitler, end von Hindenburg demanding

the appointment of Mller as Reichsbishop., The controversy came to

& climex when Dr, Rust, the Prussian Minister of Bducetion, appointed
e certein Dr, Jeeger as Stste Commisssr for Church affairs in ?russié.
Jaeger in turn nominated & nuwmber or,aubwaommisaieaers; thus practi- k

cally usurping the entire administretion of the Chureh out of the

Churech's hends. On this, Dr. Bodelschwingh retired from office. HNone

ef the General Superintendents of the Prussian Church had recognized
Jeeger as a legally eppointed officisal, but Jeeger was guick to ex~
hibit his euthority. He pleced the Prussian Church under police
supervision snd dismissed nﬁmﬂrﬁusvpéstera as subversive. Anong

those dismissed was Dr. Otto Dibelius, & man even today well known

to the western world for sctivities ss Lutheran bishop in West Berlin.

' Dibelius replied to Jaeger that he would not ellow his duties as
priest tc be teken from him by eny state commissar, "They remain



my duties in the sight of God. I must and shell fulfill themew
certainly at this time st whieh true spiritual guildance is needed
more than ever by the Chureh."l It wes this kind of spirit which
supplied the opposition with the strength it so badly needed; the
spirit quickly spread. Apparently the opposition was more effective
then had been imagined by the Ggrmanvahrisﬁians, for on 24 June von
Hindenburg had en interview with Hitler and soon the newly eppointed
S8tate Commissars were dismissed. At the same time Hitler pleced
Chureh affairs in the hands of Dr, Frick, Minister of the Interior.
Before continuing with this nﬁrrﬁtiva of events in the Protes=-
tant Church struggle, it is important for one o comprehend the
underlying significanas of the Miller regime, The church envisaged
by Hitler end the Germen Christians wes not a State Church, since
such an institution would be parsllel to the Stete itself--and such
things Jjust could not be in the Third Reich., Rether, the Churech
was incorporated into the Btete. At 1is head was the Reichsbishop
who exercised complete control over the church. True, he wes %o
work through @ Spiritusl Ministry, but they were ln sctuslity only
subordinetes who carried out his orders., He was to be advised by ‘
& Netional Bynod, but this really possessed no power of initiative
end was nothing Hore then en ecelesiastical Privy Council. The
members of this Synod were not the representatives of parties, but
were only outstanding church leaders who were allowed to give eenﬁaal
only when the Relchsbishop desired it., 1Indeed, this arrangement :
esteblished the monarchical prineilple in the chureh as it hed never
been done before in Germany; only now the divine right prineciple of

1 Dunecan-Jones, Sp. Qi.gny De 47,



absolutist monerehy had been renemed--it wes now called the
Fihrerprinzip of Netionel Socialist Dictetorship.

On 28 June, Chaplein Mller announced that he hed assumed the
chairmanship of the German Church Federation, and by 7 July Jaeger
had gone to the extent of appointing him head of the Church of the
0ld Prussien Union., Only one position remained to which the aspira=-
tions of Mlller could aspire~~the office of Relchsbishop., In order
to "acclaim™ someone for this position, it was necessary to elect
a synod, even though 1ts only funection would be to answer affirme-~
tively to what hed slready been acccm@lished by State action. To .
elect Nttller, a large German Christian ma jority wes necessary even
though his only opponent was von Bodelschwingh. On the eve of the
election of delegates %o the Synod, even Hitler assisted by speaking
on the radio, requesting the German people to support the Germen
Christians, During the course of this address, the Ftthrer made
¢learer than ever his own position on the religious issue:

Rational Soeciallism has alweys affirmed thet it is
determined to take the Christien Churches under

the protection of the Stete. For their part the
Churches cennot, for & second, doubt that they need
the protection of the State...in consideration for
this protection, the State must require from the
Churches that they ia thelr turan should render to it .
that support whiech it needs to secure ils permeanence.
Churches which fail to render to the State any posi-
tive support in this sense are for the State just es
worthless as is for & Churenh the Stete which is in-
capable of fulfilling ite duties %o the Church...
Therefore the State cannot afford to be indifferent
to the religious affairs of its dey snd neither can,
on the other hand, the Churches be indifferent to
"Yolkietpolitical events end chenges....The Siate

hes no interest in negotlating with twenty-five or
thirty Churches....The powerful State can only wish
to extend its protection to such religious organis
zatione as can in their turn become of use to ited

1 Baynes, op. oit., pp. B75-378.
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?ha election resulted iln & vietory for the German Christians.
~ However, vefore the Synod could meet to offieially choose & Relchs=
bishop, Hiller was a@lsc "acclaimed" as [irst bishop of Prussis and
proceeded (o alter the Prussian Church by bthe usual tactics of
disallowing alli future syncds, establishing the Fdhrer Priunciple,
applying the “Aryan Paragraph" to all pasiors, and expelling all
politieal suspects from office. However, this elevation of Mdller
to the Prussian dignity occasioned one of the most momentous develw
opments in the Protestant Chureh struggle. Just prior to the se~
leetion of Mlller for his Prussien office, & relatively small party :
nad been formed for the purpose of upholding the rights of the Church.
This group, composed of both Lutheran and Reformed clergy, had de~
sired to ¢all itself "The Lvangelical Church®, bul since that name
had been forbidden, 1t adopted the title "Gospel and Chureh™. One
third of the members of the Prussian Synod at the time of Milller's
appointment belonged to the "Gospel and Church™ party. When M@ller
was chosen, this group withdrew because they were not allowed to
read & protest against the methods employed 8% the Synod. It was
this seme "Gospel and Church" group which was destined ic form the
‘pucleus of the Confessionel Chureh which was scom to establish itself
as a firm defender of orthodox Christisnity and mortal enemy oif the
German Christians.

On 21 September, the first German Natiocnal Synod wes convened
at @Wittenberg, whers Luther nad first nailed the 95 Theses to the
door of the cathedral church, However om this occasion & quite dirf-
ferent event occurred-~Ludwig M8ller was formally chosen by ihe

Synod as Heichsbishop and immediately formed his Spiritual Ministry



which wes charged with the task of re-codifying Church law, ' This

was ositensibly a great vietory for the German Christiens; certainly
Mller felt triumphent when he proolaimed‘shat “¢he political Chureh
struggle is over, the struggle for the soul of the people now begias."l i;
Little did he remlize how true this statement was to be, for the
Church soon was to experience & great revival of strength. Reichs-
bishop MUller soon found himself confronted with innumerable diffi-
culties as he attempted to enforce his dictatorial regime -- a

true turning point was soomn to come., On 13 November, at one of the
great German Christian demonstrations in the Berlin Sportpelast
under the direction of Bishop Hossenfelder, Ur. Krause, & layman,
created & sensation by @ speech which rapidly brought discredit to
the entire Mller administretion, Krause called for the entire
abandonment of the Old Testament, the revision of the New, and a
complete re-writing of Protestant theoclogy. U@on this, a storm broke
over all of Germany and any previnus semblance of dictated unity
among the Churches was destroyed. MUller was soon forced to capitu-
late before ithe great upsurge of protest and Krause was removed from
| his office in the Movement. However by this time, the renewed con-
troversy had caused the formetion by & group of orthodox pastors of
the Pferrernotbund, or Pastors' Emergency League. This League, which
contained a formidable membership of approximately 3,000 pastors,

met on 18 November in Westphalia where they demanded the removal of
the Heichsbishop from the German Ghriatian movement. The next day
they read from their pulpits a denunciation of the Church Government

for its failure to defend the faith. As a result of all this, the

3 Duncan~Jones, op. ¢it., p. 51,



e VA

position of the Heilchsbishop was severely sheken, but he still re-

tained power and continued to push forwerd his policy of foreing the
Church into line with Party poliey. His next step in this direction
involved the Youth question.l

The Youth struggle had reslly begun in June 1933 when Baldur
von Schirach had taken over the leadership of the Nazl Youth Move-
ment., Von Schirach had at first promised that the various organi-
zations would retain their individuslity, but withian & month the
whole of the Protestant Dvengelical Youth wes placed under the di-
rection of Mtller. Then on 19 December, MHller on his own responsi=~
bility handed over the entire Dvangelical Youth under Erich Strange
to von Schirach., According to the new arrangement, no one who was
not & member of the Hitler Youth could participate in the Evangelical
Youth end all sport and political educetion up 1o age eighteen was
to be controlled by the Hitler Youth leaders. This was indeed a
milestone in Cermasn Church~State relations. In one stroke, the
Reichsbishop had done everything in his power to hand over the &outh
of the Chureh to the Party; it was one more successful step in the
Fazi campaign for the possession of the mihds and bodies of the
German people.

The early months of 1934 were marked primarily by the rise of
the free Synodical Movement. On 7 January the Emergency Pagtors?
League met at Halle and drew up a protest agalnst the illegal actionu
of the Chureh since "the elections of last &ear brought & new leader

into our Chureh."@ Also &s this protest was being read from the

1 pouglass, op. eit., p. 144,
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pulpit, a new oppositimn movement wes brought on lhe scene. it
is probably most appropriate to refer to this new development as
the synodieal movement, since it consisted of loeal synods of
clergy and laity who met to discuss the dangers which they felt
menaced the chureh. This movement, which began in West Germany
where the Reformed Church has always predominated, held its first
eynod on 3 Januvary at Barmen; after attending a lecture by Karl
Barth, they drew up a lengthy statement rgjeoting various errors
which were undermining the Church. It was their assertion that
the government of the chureh could not bp gontrolled by an eoclani*
astical "Flhrer," nor could the state coordinate the message of the
e¢hureh with itself. This example was soon followed by a “Free
BEvangelicael Synod®™ in the Rhineland and & Berlin-Brandenburg Synod,
both of which adopted the Barmen statement. Also a Synod meeting 3
at Dortmund proclaimed itself the constitutional Chureh of Westphalias
The months of April and May were pivotal oness Of eourss,‘!uller?f; 
ell this time was continuing his devious path and attempting his e
best to incorporate other churches intc the Keichskirche. Hewever;
on 28 April, three days after Dr. Jaeger had been appointed to

Miller's Spirituael Ministry, the Confessional pastors met at Ulm and
officlally declared themselves %o be the constitutional "Evangelical

Church of Germeny."* Then on 29 May the first Confessional Synod

of the Bvangelical Churel: of Germany assembled ati Hormen., Steps

* This wes the officiel title adopted by the Confessional Church
Movement; in Germany, the term "Evangelical" is often used inter-
changesbly with the word Protestant.
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were taken here to orgenize what they hoped would be & virtuslly

free church; their aim was to obtein recognition by the Nazi govern-

ment as the genuine representative of the Protestant Church instead

of the regime of Relchsbishop Mller. Created at this meeting of

the Confessional Synod was an "inner" group called the "Council of

Brethren" which came to be regarded by the opposition as the real

government of the Churceh. This council was headed by Pastor Karl

Koeh, President of the Westphalia Synod, and included two bishops

who were later to play a more significant role in the Church strugsla~¥

Hans leiser of Bavaria and Theophil Wurm of Warttemberg. Berlin was

represented on the Council by Pastor Martin NiemSller. Also at

this meeting of the Synod, & six point confession was adopted which

defined the attitude of the "legel Chureh® with regard to the totali~

tarian philosophy of the State; no philosophy other then Christian

revelation should be regarded by a true Protestant as of more than

secondary value-~the Church could serve only one master and did no%

dare place its ceremonies and fecilities at the disposal of any

program but its own .t
The events which occurred et the Barmen Synod indicated that

Bavaria, Westphalia, and southwestern Germeny had almost completely

renounced any Church authority dictated by Muller. Yet despite this,

when the Reichsbishop eenreirad with Hitler on 18 July, twenty-two

of the twenty-eight regional Churches had been united under his

authority; of course all of these contained considerable dissenting

minorities who rejected the liiller administration. Among the churches

yet to assimilated at all were those of Bavaria; Wiirttemberg, and

Baden.

1 Douglass, ap. &ik., p. 243,
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In retaliation to all this opposition, MUller, on 9 August,
convened & National Synod in Berlin which would consist only of
loyal Reazis., Within three hours this submissive Synocd sanctioned
the taking of an ocath of obedience %o Adolf Hitler by all pastors,
retroactively legalized all of Miller's acts since his election to
office, and delegated all its legislative powers tc the Reinhahiahop.l
The result was that loyalty to God was identified with loyalty to
Hitler and the Lutheran and Reformed Churches officially ceased %o
exist in Germany; there was now legally only one Evangellcal Church.
In addition, this "National" 8Synod legalized the incorporation of
the Churches of Hanover, Wirttemberg, and Bavaria; however, popular
support of Bishops Meliser of Bavaria and Wurm of Wirttemberg caused
those provinces to remain intact~-the "Solid South" of German
Lutheranism remained unincorporated in the Reichskirche.

On 23 September, Miller was officially installed as Reichsbishop
amid Nazi pomp and ceremony in the cathedral of Berlin; "the altar
was flanked with & combination of swastika banners and the cross
banners of the German Christian Party.*g That seme morning a decla~-
ration of protest against Mliller's elevation was read in ell Con=-
fessional #ulpita. The declaration asserted that the chureh struggle
"involves the surrender of the fundamental authority of the Gospels
of the Reformation™ because of efforts to create & "Nordic-Christian
hybrid religion."5 In October eanother strongly worded protest
took place when the Confessional Synod met &t Dahlem., It was

1 g 1. Bachmann, "Protestantism in the Nazi State™, Lutheran Church
uarterly, pe. 9.
2 New York Iimes, September 24, 1934, p. 1.

S Ibid., p. 12.



announced thet, in view of the faet that the Reichs Church Goveran-
ment had been destiroyed, new orgens of church sdministration had to
be established. The Council of Brethren was called to teke over the
leadership of the Germen Evangelical Church, and & new council was
drawn from this to menage business affairs of the church.

For a while now, it appeared that tension between the two op=-
posing church divisions wes going to be eased. The much-hated Jaeger
resigned from his "church political funetions" and Miller appointed
a Counecil of Bishops to take over his duties. Then, on 30 October,
Bishops Wurm, Meiser, and Marahrens obtained en interview with
Hitler at which time he promised to teke "no further interest in the
dispute and would leave the Church to deal with its own prablems.“l
However, the truce could not lest long; Mitller began additional
attempis to “eoordinate™ more churches under his admlnistration and
Dr. Frick published two decrees prohibiting further discussion of
the Chureh guestion in the Press, in pamphlets, or in books. Then
on 8 November a great Confessional demonstration in Berlin demended
the resignation of Miller--who promptly refused to do so. In view
of this refusal, the Confessional Synod announced that the Provisian&l»
Chureh Government of the entire Evangelical Church was to be placed
in the hends of & committee chosen from their own resnks. Also,
until sueh time as & true National Synod could be brought into being,
the Council of Brethren would act in its place. Then on 23 vaember,
this new Provisional Church Government issued a request for the
support of all Churches and religious organizations throughout

Germany. B

1 Baynes, op. cit., p. 353.

2 Duncan-Jones, op. cit., p. 95.
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Of course, the Nazi hiserarchy was infuriated by this'event, and
Hitler's promise to leave the Churech to managé its own affairs was
rapidly ignored. For a time overt action was postponed because of
the approaching Saﬁr plebiscite and the consequent desire for apparent
unity. Howevar, Muller was quick to set; he published a decree fore
bidding all Church officials o recognize the Provisionel Churche=
which he claimed had no right (o exist. Dr. Frick backed him up
with threats to withdraw finesncial aid from those churches support=-
ing the Provisional Chureh Government. Of incidental interest is
the qxamissnl of Karl Barth by & diseciplinery court from his posi-
tion within the Confessional Movement; he was charged with refusal
to take the oath of allegisnce to Hitler. '

Thus, as 1934 drew to & close, there existed no longer merely
& controversy between the Church Government &nd an opposition--two
claimants for the control of the Church now stood face to face. KNew
tactics would have to be adopted by both sides if the deadloek were
to be broken. |

As 1935 opened, the Provisional Church Government appeared to
be in an excellent situation, The Reichsbishop had not succeeded
in destroying it aﬁd he had at the same time lost much of his own
preatigp. The German Christians were now in & minority but adamantly
refused to relinquish any of the power they had obtained; the Con~-
fessionals likewise increased their firmness, continuing to mnintéin
the position that only & church completely free from State control
would be able to c¢laim the loyaltly of true Christians. The German

Christians therefore increased their attacks on Provisional Chureh



supporters; professors of theological faculties in universities were
forbidden to take side publicly in the church dispute and over seven
hundred Prussian pastors were arrested. Soon the first pastor was
sent to a concentration camp, while simultaneously state grants were
withdrewn in Baden. Yet all this was not enough, and soon the Ger-
man Christians began to revolt ageinst their own taetle#s Heichs~
bishop whose singuler aim now seemed to be merely to salvege his

own position. In Februsry, Miller #as informed by his ersiwhile
supporters that he was of no furiher use to them, However, the
Reichsbishop refused to resign, claiming he still enjoyed the confi-~
dence of Hitler--yet he had lost even that. He continued to retain
his title--and his salary--but by the beginning of April, former
Chaplain Ludwig Miller hed disappeared as an active protegonist from
the church scene.

Miller was now discredited, it was true, but it by no means re~
sulted that his place was taken over by the Provisional Chureh
Government. Now, indeed, the Provisionasl Chureh found itself face
to face with the raw power of the Nazi Stete without any sort of
smoke screen. Now the issues which were to arise were to be less
of a constitutional and more of & fundemental nature--this was
largely & result of the greatly inereasing propagendea in favor of
the “new paganism” in the press, the theatre, and particularly in
the schools, The agtions of the govermment now made it at last |
obvious that the State desired to identify 1tself with the radical
Rosenberg heathenism--no longer would there be even an attempt at

dompromising_ﬁational Socialist and Christian ideologlies. Arrests,



among them NiemBller's, continued 1o be the order of the day as the
government began to aggressively support the pagenistic idesls of
the German Faith iMovement inspired by Hosenberg. The Germen Christians '
had been toomoderate for the tastes of men such &s Rosenberg and
Ley-=-now & more active eand rabld religion was to be sanctioned.
This new pet of the Nazis was given e grend initiation om 26 April
with a gigantic dewonstration at the Sportpalast in Berlin., At
this gathering Count Reventlow deseribed the terrible decay of the
German Churches and the longing of the people for a truly native
religion-~a longing whieh was being met by the German Faith Move~
ment; "God has revealed Himself to us through Adolph Hitler."d

5%ill, all of these events only served to strengthen the unity
of the Confessional Church which held its third Synod at Augsburg
on 4 June, At this Synod, an appeal was mede Lo the State to re-
lease imprisoned members of the Confessional Church and to allow
freedom of publications and assembly in the religious sphere.
However, at the same time the Synod was meeting, other evenis were
occurring which were to affeet the Confessionals more then any busi-
ness accomplished at their conclave., In June a new law wes published
which established & new method for determining legal questions con-
cerning the Bvangelical Church., The Courts hed up to this time up~-
held the protests of the Confessionals and protected them somewhat
from the arbitrary power of the Reichsbishop; this naturally 1nfu§i-
ated the Nazl leaders who saw to i1t that a new system was created.

In the future &ll church questions were to be withdrawn from the

L Dunean~Jones, 9p. git., p. 102,



ordinary courts and mede subject, without the right of eppeal, to
the decision of & Bureau of the Ministry of the Interior. The sig-
nificence of this act, which for ell practical purposes placed them
under police control, was rapidly comprehended by the Confessional
Church leaders who drafted a strong protest. However, it wes to do
no good; this law, in fact if not in theory, created a State Church
without even the limited legel shield which hed protected the chureh
from the Reiohshiahep's‘diatatorship. The signifiegnce of this
event oanhot be underestimated; the Reieh Constitution guaranteed
by Hitler in 1938, which promised thet "the rights of the Churches
will not be curtailed, their relation to the State will not be
altered™, had been blatantly disregerded. This event reveals once
and for all the radical determination of the Nazi hierarchy to gain
control of the Church at sll coste; the scene was not set for State
dicte torship. |

This dictatorship wes quiek in its arrivel, On 19 July it wes
decreed that the post of Reich Minister for Church Affairs had been
established and thet & certain Dr. Kerrl had been appointed es first
holder of said office. Kerrl entered upon his position at a time
when the Party was enjoying unusual success in its congquest of the
German populace; GBering had just declared all out war on "politieal
Catholicism,” Himmler had recently forbidden all Confessional youth
activities, and the conservative, relatively Christien Stahlhelm,
an organization of war veterans, had just been dissolved. Indeed,
the Nazi leadership had good reason to feel proud of itself &nd to

expect the most from Kerrl. And to be sure, Kerrl was gquick to movo{
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he soon sppointed himself president of & new Buresu for settling
legal disputes in conneetion with the Evengelicel Church anéd re-
arranged the finsncial orgenizetion of the church., Scon after
this "reform”™ hed been put into operation, the first trisl of Kerrl's
strength took plece when on 16 September & Prussian Confessional
Synod was summoned to Berlin. At the Synod a representetive of
Kerrl, Herr Stahn, threatened "very unfortunate consequences" if
the Church did not conform to the wisheg of Kerrl. Yet despite
this, ﬁhe Synod refused to surrender their faith to the threat of
force, rejected the new Legal Buresu as contrary to the order of
the Chureh and defended Jewish membership in the Churches. The
Synod termineted with a request to the Reichsminister to restore
legality to Chureh affeirs., But Herr Kerrl was to do the exact
opposite. ©n 30 September, Kerrl lssued a decree which went beyond
eny prior sction taken by the Nazi regime egainst the Church. This
decrece wes entitled the "law for the Safeguerding of the German
Evangelical Church"-«certainly @ humorous name in light of the law's
true purpose. This decree conteined one very comprehensive and
revealing paregraph:

The Reich Minister for Church Affairs is empow-

ered, for the restoration of orderly conditions

in the Germen Bvangeliesl Church and the Regional

g:igfgéigééaihgiggzai %o issue ordinances with

.
With this aet, Kerrl cobtained an authority over the Church

which even Heichsbishop Miller had never been cepable of exercising;

a Duncan=~Jones, op. git., p. 113,



open dictatorship now existed within the Chureh. The great question
wes Jjust how Kerrl wes to meke use of his autocratic powers~-the .
question was rapidly enswered, The new Heichsminister soon counceived
the idea of forming "Church Committees" for the purpose of estaﬁliahf
ing peace and harmony within the Church. His plan called for com=
mittees nominated by himself and which would thus derive their authori-
ty indirectly from the State. However on the other hand, the commit-
tee menbers would be "Churchmen" who could employ ecclesiastical
prineiples whenever feasible. Accordingly when the first committee,
the Helichs Church Committee for the whole Chureh, was appointed,
Dr., Zoellner, & much respected neme in the Luthersn Church, was
chosen as ite first head., In addition to this central committee,
four regicnal committees were soon appointed. Undeniably, the ap~
peintment of these committees were halled with relief even by nmany
loyal Confessionals who hoped that it would usher in e respite in
the chureh controversy--but their hopes were soon dashed. In the
official Appeal issued by the Reichs Chureh Committee soon after its
formation, one sentence oblitereted all hope for paacernl_eompromisez
"We affirm the National Socialist development of the people on the
basis of Racej Blood, and 5011."1 One can observe imnmediately the
influence of the Germesn Falth Movement--it was the old story over
again, the attempt to incorporate the {eltenschenung of Hosenberg's
brand of Netionsel Socielism into the faith of the church. Criticism
was quick to come, _

The first profest egainst this recial affirmetion came from the

Churches of the South, from Wirttemberg in particular. The

1 Baynes, op. cit., p. 554.
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Wirttemberg pestors questioned the fact that the committees cleimed
to be the only ™interim" establishments; when, asked the pastors,
had any Stete in history voluntarily abendoned the control it had
once gained over & church? They further requested Zoellner to
understand the destruction which his actions would esuse in his

own Lutheran Church, #With all the good intentions in the world,
Dr. Zoellner could not rescue Christianity unless he didaway with
the double foundetion, secular es well as spiritual, upon which the
committees had been constructed,  These pastors of Wirttemberg com=
prehended the situatlon perhaps far better than even they realized.
The Reich Church Cormittee was off to @ bad beginning end the
situation soon grew worse as they c¢laimed more and ﬁore dictatorial
powers. Numerous "German Christian® bishops were eppointed to the

various provinces in order to aid in the administration of committee

decrees, These bishops actually turned out to be more of & hindrence i

than enything elaé to Kerrl and Zoellner by their refusal to com=
ply with and carry out instructions. In addition, the Confessional
Movement was able to retain all of its argpnizations intact and
actually to gain in intlue#ee. This was too much for Kerrl, who
soon began more aggressive tactles against the Confessionals. On
28 October a censorshlp was imposed on &ll Chureh publications, end
during November police prevented the inauguration of two collegea'
for reformed theology. Then on Z8 November, the trustee funds or'
the Confessional Movement were subjected to confiscation by the
Seeret Police. Hencseforwerd, all church communications and pro-

curement of revenue would be considered illegal,
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In December Kerrl intensified pressure against the COanS&iOD&lln' 

On 2 Decamber'a still greater acquisition of dictatorial powers was
made when Kerrl lssued a decree prohibiting all executive or aduin-
istrative functions on the part of Church groups or associations.
This decree represented an even clearer stetement of the Reich Coms
mittee's desire to be the whole government of the Church--&nd it
brought quiek response, The Provisional Confessional Synod for
Berlin-Brandenburg meeting at Dehlem on 4 December passed & resolu~
tion elaiming that Kerrl's latest action wes & blatent estteck upom
the life and freedom of the Church. Dr. Zoellner seemed to sympa~ -
thize with these protests but by this time his committees had be=~
come virtually powerless; Kerrl had teaken practicélly ell affairs
into his.own hends. Kerrl, now possessing complete power, soon
threatenéd thet defiance, if persisted in, would lead to charges
- of high tresson against the State, Corollary to this, Pastor Mertin
liem8ller was, in December, prohibited from speeking snywhere within
the Reich end his redicsl pemphlet, Die Steatskirche ist da,’ was.
confiscated by police.

As 1936 began, the strﬁggle wes agpin'at a relative deadlock,
At the beginning of 1956, the Confessional Church appeared to have
gained the ascendancy for the first time, but as it turned out the
year was to produce many disappointments for the Confessionals==
by the end of the year they were back on the defensive. They still
lacked complebe unity snd truly strong leadership, but their courage=
ous stand had won sympathy for their osuse among increasing numbers

of people in other paris of the world as well as Germany. The

i mynu.gg. m.. pe 254,
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next development in the controversy wes reﬂched when & Gonféssionll
Syaod for the entire Reich met at Oeymheusen on 17 Februery., The
protest formuleted at this time destroyed the unity of the Provisional
Govetﬁmant administration and & new Council of Brethren and Bxecutive
Committee was appointed. Also eppointed was @& new provisional execu-
tive committee for the Provisional Church Administration, the most
prominent member of which was the now fofemost Confessional leader,
Pastor Niemfller. Then in the spring, this new Confessional admin-
istration decided to address & direet appeal to Hitler to determine
just how much governmental support and approval was o be given to
the ever-increasing anti*Ghristian forces. This was o be & private
memorendum, speaking very frankly to the Fdhrer himself; it closed
with this sentences

We pray for freedom for our people, that it may

in the future be allowed to go its way under

the sign of the Cross of Christ, that our grand-

ghildren may not curse thelr fathers because

they have indeed built and left behind them a

State on earth, but one that excludes the Kingdom
’ of God.l
Ags if in reply to this memorandum»which‘prcbed 80 deeply into the
true heart of the issue, Hess released a decree forbidding Netionalist
Socialist officials to hold office in any church body or religious
orgpnizdtion. Then came a temporary lull in the struggle &s the
Olympic Games absorbed the attention of an apprehensive world.

In July the opposing sides again took up their wespons as the

Confessional Memorandum to Hitler was published in the forelgn press
after & raid by the police on the offices of the Confessional

Church. This "treasonable document” wes to serve as en excellent.

1 Duncan-Jones, 9pe git., p. 132,
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excuse for more drastie suppression of the Confessionsls., With
the publicetion of this document, the Provisiomal Chureh thought it
best to explain to its own members the circumstances which hed led
to the writing of the memorendum. GConseguently & manifesto addressed
"o Evengelicel Christienity and to the Authorities in Germany" was
promulpated end read from all Confessional pulpits. This menifesto,
which the New York Times described as conteining sharpness of langu-
age comparable only to the ninety-five theses of Martin Luther, said
in part:

Three years ago millions of Gvengelical Germans

welcomed the new beginning in the life of our

people with warm hearts. They did so with all

the more joy beceause the government of the na-

tion had said in its first proelamation of

February 1, 1938, thet 1t would *firmly protect

Christianity as the basis of our whole moral

gsystem.' It is absclutely fantestic for Evan~-

gelical Christiens to think thet official organs

in the German Fatherland turn egainst the gospel

of Jesus Christs, But it is happening, neverthe~-

less. (Now) the conception of the world contained

in the Rosenberg Mythus, which exhalts man and

demeens God,...is taught .1
The tone of this manifesto reflects the still existent element of
disbelief among Germean Protestants thet their own government was the
mortal enemy of Christienity, With their traditional acceptance of
temporal authority it was only with great reluctance and hesitation
that they took up offensive arms against the State, yet with all
their handicaps they continued to be the most effective domestic
opposition which the Nazl hierarchy was to face., This particular
manifesto, for example, led to guite positive results; for the first
time the "Germen Christian" bishops whom Kerrl had appointed pro-

tested against the new paganism., So strong were these and other

1 New York Times, August 28, 1936, p. 12.
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reactions thet Hitler himself issued from Berchtesgaden & warning
against the excesses of the new German heathenism, Hitler was an
astute politician, and as such alweys wished to avoid open conflict
with the church-~he saw something had to be done to avoid the
appearance of allowing Kerrl to be ebsolute Church dictator, 4s a
result, he intervened and ordered a free election for & new Church
Synod to be held on 1l April, Hitler intimated that the church
would also be allowed to formulate @ new constitution in complete
freedom., As it turned out, these proposed elections were never
held and a new constitution was never promulgated--the date for
these were again and again postponed until the entire idea faded
into oblivion. However Hitler's intervention did result in a posi~
tive accomplishment for the Confessional Church; the prospeect of
new elections restored once again unity of action--the Lutheran
regional churches were drswn tighter than ever into cooperation with
the Confessionals against the “German Christians.®

Yot despite all this, Kerrl remeined dictator of the church
and the arrests of Confessional pastors continued. Also financial
pressure was applied through decrees which placed pastors completely
under the control of state finance agencies; for Protestents, most
of whom possessed families, this worked & much greater hardship than
it would upon Catholiec priests. The 8tate understood this also.
In addition to the controlling of individual salaries, the government
did its best to prevent the Confessionsl Churech from being self-
supporting by denying all colleetions for use by the church., Frick,
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in June, issued a statement decreeing it & erime to contribute
any money to the Confessionals or to any orgenizetion not approved
by Kerrl, To be sure, Kerrl soon wes in control of all Church
finances throughout the HReieh,

The year 1937 was, despite constant pressure, one of continual
protest by the Confessional Churches. In July & conference of
Confessionals met a{ Cassel to draw up an appeal to the State re-
questing & personal hearinge--an appeal which w&s to remain unanswered.
Soon after, @ stetement signed by ninety-six pasiors protesting
Rosenberg's “"theology"™ was signed., However, this was not read in
the churches since Goebbels threatened that pastors who did so would
be brought before the People's Court on charges of treason. The
concluding peragraph of this statement ren: "If Herr Hitler fails
to give a guarantee of the freedom of belief, then faith in the
Fthrer will crumble.*d In agctuality, this faith had erumbled long
before.

In 1937 was also held the great Cecumenical Conference at
Oxford, en event which did muech to inform the rest of Christendom
of conditions which existed in Germany. &ince the "Free Churches"
were 1nvclved in this Conference tc & great degree, perhaps a few
words describing the Free Church esteblishment in Germany would
be appropriate. The four most significant Free Churches--the
Baptists, the Methodists, the “Lvangelical Community in Germeny,"
and the "Union of Free Lvangelical Communities"=--had organized even
before 1933 into & body to jointly represent them, the “Association

- Baynes, OB« m:, Pe 255,
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of Evangelical Free Churches.” This associetion, and the Churches
it represented, were from the first spared the ferocity of State
persecution which the Luteran snd Reformed Churches susteined; the
Nazis understood the propagenda value which these smell denominations
could serve. It coat the government of Hitler nothing to hold out=
side the Chureh struggle what was.actually only a handful of people~=
100,000 to 150,000 out of the entire Protestant pOpulation.l The
Nazis reslized that this small group of people had, emong the
Methodists and Baptists eall over the rest of the world, millions of
fellow-sectarians who naturally would judge the conditions in Germany
in accordance with the idea which the German Baptists and Methodists
conveyed to them. Thus world opinion was for some time ce&joled
before it grasped this propaganda trick, but the Oxford Conference
was an event whieh enlightened meny people who hed hitherto been
misinformed. No representatives of the Confessional Church were
allowed to attend the World Conference, whereas representatives br
the Free Churches attended armed with nothing but praiée and defense
for the Nazl regime. However, by 1937 this propagande presented too
much of a contrast with other esctions taken by the National Social-
ists; the result was a censure by the Oxford Conference of the
anti-Confessional tactiocs used by the leaders of the Third Reich.
During the last days of 1937, Kerrl had delegated the powers
of State administration of the Chureh to & Hazi jurist, Dr. Werner,
whose mission was to destroy the Confessional opposition by admin=-

istrative means. Indeed, 1938 with all of its political crises

1 Forell, Op. git., p. 826,
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did not see relaxation in the religious strife; if anything, there
was an intensification. Harly in the year Pastor NiemBller was
tried on numerous counts, but finally released, only to be taken
into "protective custody™ by the secret police who soon transferred
him to & concentration cemp. One of the most courageous and oute
spoken leaders of the Confessional Movement had been eliminated.
In April Werner decreed that all pastors must take the Civil
Servants* Oath:

I swear to be loyal and obedient to the leader

of the German Reich and people, Adolf Hitler,

to respeot the laws and_to carry out my official

duties, so help me God.l
Of course, the fact thet this ocath implied acceptance of National
Soeialist ideology made it difficult for sny pestor conscientiously
to adhere to its terms-~but those who refused were soon on their
way to join Pastor NiemBller.

From this time forward no effort was spared which might render
the Confessionals completely impotent; with the impending world
erisis the Nazi government desired more then ever to liquidate all
domestic controversies, Hitler reflected this attitude when he
agsserted:

I will never allow anyone to divide this people
onge more into religious camps each fighting the
other. In this field we have had experiences
enough in Germen history: we 4o not need to
gollect any others.e

Thus Hitler desired to solve the problem of religious differences
by eliminating those churches which had so long warred with one
1 puncan-Jones, 9p. cit., p. 147.

» Baynes, op. git., p. 392,
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another; he would have his unifled national church whatever the
gost.

Thet last ominous year of peace end political crisis, 1939,
was also a year of corisis in the struggle against the Church., It
was elso & year of extremely paradoxical actions and statements on
the part of the Nezis. In March Werner issued decrees abolishing
the right of parishes to choose their own ministers and proclaiming
that all Church officials would thereafter be treated as civil
servents and therefore subjeet to the "Aryan Paragreph.” Soon after
the Confessional minded theological schools at the Universities of
Heldelberg and Leipzig were ordered closed. All this came almost
immediateiy on top of a most surprising and unusual speech delivered
by Hitler before the Reichstag on 3C Jenuary 1939.1 During the
gourse of this speech, Hitler proeclaimed:

I should like to make before the German people
the following solemn declaration: (1) No one in
Germany hes in the past been persecuted because
of his religious views, nor will eny one in the
future be so persecuted. (2) The National
Socielist State since 30 January 1933 from publie
moneys...placed at the disposal of both Churches
the following sums:

Fiscal year 1933 130 million Reichsmark
» " 1934 170 » "

o " 1936 250 ol "
i " 1936 820 i i
» ® 1937 400 " w
v * 1988 500 » .

The Fihrer then went on toc assert that:

This stete has only once intervened in the in-
ternal regulation of the Churches, thet is when

I myself in 1933 endesvored to unite the weak and
divided Protestant Churches...into one great and
powerful Evangelical Church.

! Baynes, op. git., p. 398.
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If this wes not the most fellacious speech ever delivered by Hitler,
it was certainly the greatest propagande m@&neuver he ever perpetrated.
In reality, s the preparations for war became more and more |

intense in Nazi Germeny, the pressure on the "non-conformist®
Churchees likewise increased. However, when war actually did come,
& tendency to concentrete on the national struggle apparently
caused a cessation in the religious conflict--but that is beyond
the conceniration of this study. In World War I, Germany's concen~
tration on winning the wer caused most religlously divisive issues
to be relegated to the background as imperial Germany, like all other
nations involved, felt it posaasaéd divine guidances

If Harnack telks of the Czar as desiring the

éeatrueti&g of Pretestagt gg%ggg%, the Ar@h*r !

bishop of Cologne speaks of 'schismatic Russia

in alfiance with !1iziﬂel France' against our

God~fearing Kaisar, :
But such was not to be the case in World War IX, A4All countries in
the last great confliet were not quite so pérmeate& with the messianic
devotion to & "war to end ell wars." The Christian Church in Nazi
Germeany could not cleim allegiance to & "God-fearing Fihrer®; rather,
the Fdhrer himself had been elevated to the divine throme by the
devotees of a new religion., To be sure, each German soldier still
wore emblazoned upon his belt buekle the inscription ottt mit Ung-~
but that god was none other than Hitler. Yet there still existed
an entrenched stronghold of orthodox Christianity within the Nazi
State-~1t was weakened certainly, but nevertheless it existed where

all other opposition forces had long before been liquideted. The

1 5. w. Baron, "The Inpact of War on Religion," Political Seience
susrterly, p. 556.
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rest of the world seemed to realize this, end it provided the
enemies of Germany with & genuine religious issue. This time,

indeed, the very foundation stones of the Judeo Christian heritage
were under attack,
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CHAPTER IV FHoman Catholicism and the Third Reich

*The Catholic Church," remsrked Adolf Hitler, "is a really big
thing, Why, what an organizationl! It's something to have lasted
nearly 2000 years! e must leern from it. Astuteness and knowledge
of human nature are behind 1t."l Thus the Ffihrer expressed his atti-
tude toward the Church into which he wes born--the Church which he
respected yet detested. Hitler respected the Roman Chureh because
of its power as a temporal institution; he held it in contempt for
the Christian ethical precepts which it meintained, for the ideal
of brotherly love hed little in common with the racial theories of
Netional Socialism., Hitler was far from being the first ambitious
individual to recognize the genius of the RHoman See; the fallacy
was that he comprehended only a few facets of that genius.,

Catholicism in Germeny, like Catholicism in so meny pleces,
reprasentaa in pre~Nazi days a formidable and unified structure,
quite unlike the divided Protestant denominations., To be sure,
under the Weimar regime, Catholicism was strongly organized within
a politiecal orgenization known as the Centrum, or Center Party;
this party possessed great influence with the government primarily
because it usuvelly represented & moderating element, Together with
the Socielists it thus normally acted as & force on the democratic
side. More than any other party, the Center represented all strata
of German life; @lso it was & party in which the leity always played
e dominaent role. The Catholics had been active even before World

War I, but had then been somewhat hindered by Bismarck's Kulturkempf;

1 ¢, L. Jarman, The Rise and Fall of Nezi Germeny, p. 183.



when the iron chancellor toppled, anti-Catholic attitudes largely
did also. Thus Catholicism no longer possessed the taint of anti~
Prussian sectionalism which long hed characterized it because its
fortresses were practically all in Baveria,

From its earliest origins, Catholicism looked with doubtful
eyes upon National Soclalism. There developed & mutusl hate between
Catholics and Nazis; Catholics on one hend condemning the recial doc-
trines and brutal methods of National Socialism, and the Nazis on
the other detesting the Roman Churech because of its internationalism,
its categoricel moral standard, end its strong political influence.
In sddition, the Nazis blamed Catholic support largely for the suc-
cess of the hated Welmar Republie. Catholicism recognized this
enmity snd urged its followers to oppose Hitler snd his party in
that fatal election which finally brought the Nazis to power.
National Socialism hed also recognized the Catholie opposition which
it would face at an early time,quite unlike the case with the
Protestantism, However, despite all this mutual detestation, it
ought also to be pointed out that there existed & fairly large amount
of sympathy for Nazi ideals among the Catholic youth during the first
days of the Third Reich, Perhaps this will aid in explaining the
rapidity with which "political"” Catholicism yielded when Hitler
wielded the whip. It should also be noted in this regard that the
anti-Nazi sentiment among German Catholices was not at first supported
by opinion in the Vatican., The Pope during the Nazi bid for power
was Plus LI, & man obsessed with feer of Bolshevism who hed come
to believe that National Socialism, with its avidly enti-Communist

tendencies, would support the position of the Chureh in return for



favorable political support.l Hitler was to take rapid advantage

of this sympathetic attitude by sending the former Chencellor, von
Pepen, to Rome to negotiate a Concordat--but more concerning this

shortly.

What would most probably be considered the first real clesh
between National Socialism and the Roman Church in Germany took place
in September, 1930, The vicar of @ parish in the province of Hesse
requested his bishop for specific instructions on the attitude he
ought to take with regard to believers in the racial doctrines of
the Nazi theorists., The Bishop of Meinz was quick tc reply; he laid
down three rhetorical questions:

l. Can & Catholic be a registered member of the
Hitlerian Party?

2. Has a Catholic Priest the right to allow
members of the Hitlerian Party to take part
collectively in the services of his Church?

3. Can a Catholic who adheres to the prineiples
of the party be allowed to receive the
sacrament?

The snswer laid down by the Bishop was a resounding "no."™ This same
sentiment was expressed soon afterward by & declaration of all
Bavarien bishops in 1931 when they condemned the five ma jor errors
of National Sccimslist recialism:

l. Recislism places race above religion.

2. It rejects the revelations of the 0ld
Testement, end even the ten commandments
of Moses.

3e It does not recognize the primecy of the
Pope in Rome because his is an authority
*situated outside Germany.'

4, It fosters the project of a 'dogme-less
national Church.’

5. Under Article 24 of its program it pro=~
poses to set up the 'moral feeling' of the

1 Duncan-Jones, op. eit., p. 165.

2 g'Harcourt, The Third Reigh, p. 800,




Germanic rece as & criterion for Christian
moral laws, which are essentially universal.

Thus the lines of enmity were drewn, lines to which so many Roman
Cetholics were faithfully to adhere during the whole of the Nazi era,
The replies to these early condemnstions by German Catholicism
of National Scocialism were severe; the Nazi leaders declared that
the Church used spiritucsl aims merely &s screens for secular ambitions,
"Political Catholicism”™ was the term continually used in the writing
and speeches of the Party hierarchy. It was claimed by the Nazis
thet the Churech condemned them only because their party constituted
ean obstacle to the political ambitions of Rome. It was asserted by
the Nazi leadership thet their party was such an integral pert of
the nation that an attack on the Party wes tantemount to an attack
on Germeny itself, Thus loyalty tc the Church wes apostesy to the
nation. The Roman Catholic was classed with the Jew and the Marxist;
all were seen as plotting the destruction of the Fatherland. The
Catholic, like the Jew, hed accepted Versailles without hesitation.
However, it was not until 1933 that the National Soclalist Party ..
was able to give its anti-Catholic hostility meterial backing and
legal senction, Perheps the best summery of aims with regard to
the Roman Church weas expressed by Hermenn G8ring in & speech delive
ered very soon after Hitler's successful gresp for power. In this
particular speech, Garing asserted that in the black, red,asnd gold
flag of Welmer he sew the symbol of all thet had to be overthrown--
the "Black internationalﬂ which was Roman Catholicism, the "Red

Internetional™ which was Socialism, and the "Yellow International™

3 M" De 801
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which was Jewish finence. Shortly after this speech wes mede by
G8ring, Hitler himself delivered an address which took a guite
different tone with regard to Catholicism; Hitler, the master diploma-
tist, was again utilizing his periodic "appeasement® policy. But
Hitler hed & definite purpose in mind; he needed the assistanae'af

the Center Party in passing the femous Enabling Bill which would

give him virtuslly dictatorial powers over the Reichsteg, end con=-
sequently over all of Germany. Hitler received this cooperation

from the Center, much to the chegrin of many Catholic historians

and apoclogists,

The two speeches cited sbove graphically exemplify the Nazi
policy of slternating between violence snd adulation; it was a
policy which was to be adhered to throughout the decede of the
thirties, possibly more 80 with regard to the Roman Church than with
any other institution. The above incident is, howsver, perhaps the
most controversial, When Hitler sew thet he must have the aid of
the Center, he masde another speech before the Reichstag which was
the very epitome of honey-coated appeasement., And it worked; Hitler
acquired the requisite number of votes and the Center granted him
full powers. As I heve before said, this action on the part of the
Center hes been the subjeect of continuing controversy, especially
among Romen Gaﬁholias themselves. Ludwig Kaas, the chairman of the
Center during the orisis, is particularly condemned for ylelding to
Hitler's wishes. The conservative Kaes did not notice the tremendous
changes which had taken plsce in the party structure of the later
Weimar regime., He did not realize the weakening which had occurred

in the Center and among the Social Democrats; instesd he continued
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t0 "negotiate™ with the new Nationsl Socialists, a party with which
no one could use the cusiomary parliamentary code. Of course this
latter fect is today well known, but at this early time not meny
recognized the treacherous charecteristics of the Nazi Party; to
be sure, only after Munich did everyone fully comprehend the true
nature of Netional Socielis$s cunning. Therefore, it sppesars to
me somewhst nerrow to so vehemently criticize men such ag Kaes for
‘thelr fallures at such an early period:

History has long decided that this politiecal

dilettante (Kmas), a prelate relying on obsolete

political tactics in these supremely fateful

years which demanded ¢of the Center Party the

most orucial political decisions, was anything

but & political leader, or rather, wes a con=

tributor to tue aatastiophe of 1933 which he

helped to bring about.
Certainly, there is merit and truth in this statement, but it is
also the result of much unreflective hindsight., Kass waes indeed a
pathetic figure, but he deserves a little more consideration; Kaas
was nothing more than an ecclesiastical Neville Chamberlain.

As soon as Hitler achieved his aims and was in a position of
undisputed power, the Nazl ™appeasement policy" quickly terminated
and numerous actions.wera taken by the new regime against the Roman
Church. In the same month of July thet the then emasculated Center
Party, now under the ineffective leadership of Bréining, dissolved
itself, numerous Catholic orgenizetions were liguidated by order
of the State and increesing numbers of priests were arrested for

"activities hostile to the stete.” And yet, this same month of July,

1 Joseph N. Moody (edd, Chureh end Society, p. 471.



1933, wae alsc one of appesasement slternating eppeasement with
enmity for the Nazli leaders; July ssw the signing of the famous
Concordet between the Vatlcan end the Third Reich. This event is
most significent, for it is one of the most importent episodes in
the entire history of the Church~S8tate relations under the National
Socielist regime in Germeany.

What was the background of this Upncordat, this agreement be-
tween two seomingly incompatible end incongruous powers? The answer
to this question is 2 varied one, and one open to much gonflicting
opinion, depending on whether a Catholic or a Protestant is speaking.
The Concordat with the Roman See was signed on 20 July 1933, the
Heich being represented by Vice-~Chancellor Von Papen and Home by the
Papal Gecretary Pacelli, who wae later to ascend St, Peter's throne
himself as Piue XII. The preamble to this Concordat ren, in part,
as follows:

His BHoliness Pope Pius XI and the President of the

German Reich, inspired by the common wish to secure

and promote the existing friendly relations between

the Holy See snd the Germen Reieh and wishing to

regulate permenently the relation between the Catho-

lle Church and the Stete for the whole extent of the

Gerasen Heieh im & manner which shell be satisfectory

for both parties, have determined to conclude &

solemn agreement which...shall secure & unifornm

treatment of the questions whieh are the subject of

this agreement.
This "solemn agreement® was not to be long respected, There is no
need here to relate in detail all the provisions of the Concordat;
however, there are two cleuses which bear notice. Aarticle 31 de~
soribes the nature of the confessional assaéi&tion& whieh would be
able to cleim state'praﬁaetian; protection would be given only to
1 Baynes, op. ecit., p. 378,
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purely cultural, religious, or philenthropie orgenizations. Other
organizations would be proteeted only to the extent thet they would
be able to guareantee their activities to be independent of any po=-
liticel purposes. Artlcle 328 provides that in return for state
protection of churech arganizations‘in Germany, the Holy See would
issue regulations which would execlude the clergy and the members of
religious orders from membership in or action in behalf of pcliticalf
perties, These articles were to be sources of constant disagreement
throughout the thirties; however at the time of the signing both
Rome and Berlin apparently were quite satisfied. After all, the
Vatican still hed undisputed authority in the appointing of bishops,
archbishops, etec., Catholic Schools in Germeny were theoretically
protected, and & great new barrier against Bolshevism had been
erected. Hitler asleo felt proud of his accomplishment; he had ao-
complished more then the great Bismerck hed been capable of doingl
On the day after the signing of the Concordat, Hitler delivered a
speech in which he announced:

We are happy that in Rome yesterday we succeeded

in signing a Concordat on the basis of which all

political action in the parties will be forbidden

to priests for all time, happy because we know

what is wanted by millious who long to see in the

priest only the comforter of their souls and not

Bk AEG PoTANienk FLEAY Mu Jouer 1 rintsneRir
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Perhaps the political fight was over, but the apiritﬁal one was just
beginning. A great many German Catholics felt that the Concordat
had ssorificed too much==they believed that the Church had not geined
much more than she had hitherto possessed while the State, on the

+ Bﬂynes, P & Lt;, Pe 8574,
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other hand, had becocme the sole judge of the activities of the
clergy. Consequently Cetholiec protests were rapid in coming.
However from the beginning there was %o be a difference in the nature
of the struggle between the State and Catholics es compared with the
Brotesteants; with Catholiecism it wes to be primerily an internal
struggle fought for the very soul of the Church, for Protestantism
it was a struggle against external forces. Catholicism thought of
National Socialism as & danger t0 the zntirety of Christian theology
while Protestants fought mostly to prevent the "Aryan™ heresies from
being forced upon the churches.
The first significant menifestation of the latent anti-Nazi
undercurrent broke to the surfece in December 1933 when Cardinal
Faulheber of Munich began preeching a course of sermons on the 0ld
Testement. He taught, to an overflowing congregation, that without
the 01d Testament scriptures, it was impossible to understand the.
Few with its fulfillment of the 0ld Covenant. The Cardinal also
provoked the Nazl leaders to wreth by relating all the barbaric and
sordid aspects of Germany's early tribal history rather than the
glorious and heroic tales dwelled upon by the devotees of the new
paganism, Faulhaber believed that:
The best form of ancestor worship is to rencunce
all that is evil in one's forefeathers, the indo=-
lence and the drunkenness of the aneient Germans,
and,‘an the other hand, %Q.aceep§ as % sacred
inheritence 2ll that is good in them.

Faulhaber; unlike sc many of his fellow Catholies,; also reeagnizé&

thet they were fighting the same battle ag the Protestants: "To

1 puncan-Jones, Op. git., p. 167.



our separated brethren we stretch forth our hand to meke common
cause with them," The Nazl reasction to these pleas of the Munieh
Cerdinal were guick to come; in the early months of 1934, Rosenberg
was appointed Cultural Director of the Party and condemned Faulhaber
outright: "When a Nazl puts on his Brown Shirt; he geases to be
geither Catholie or Protestant." 4 month after this statement was
made, Rosenberg's liythus was placed on the Index by the Vetican.
Hitler had walted until the Concordat was safsly sigzned before
putting into operation one of the theories closest to his heartge-
the Sterilization law. Hitler and his subordinates knew that
Catholic reaction to such & lew would be sdverse; therefore its
announcemnent was postponed until five days after ithe signing of the
Concordat. Thus, in fact, the spirlt of the asgreement was broken
in intent before it was ever signed. To the Cstholic resction which
immediately arose sgainst this law, Hitler replied in a speech
before the Heichstag on 30 January 1934:
If the Churches were to declsre themselves ready
to take over the treatment and care of those
suffering from hereditary disesses, we should
be quite ready to refrain from sterilizing them.
But as long as the State is condemned to railse
from 1ts citizens enormous sums...for the main-
tenance of these unfortunstes, it is compelled
to adopt the remedy which prevents such unde~- 1
served suffering to be hended down To posterity.
Thus Hitler, with his usuel adroitness, passed over this slep in
the face of Rome with @ mockingly eaﬁeiliatary tone.
Because of the claim of the Nazi Party over the "body and soul"

of the Germen people, it is not surprising thet the question of the

1 Baynes, gpe. cit., pe 383,
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education and control of Germen youth soon beceme & burning ones

The instruection of the young hed always been a vital concern of

the Roman Chureh in Germany; under Weimer special guarauntees hed
been made to pasrochial schools, snd this had been confirmed by
Article 24 of the 1933 Concordet. But this was worth nothing; the
campaign against Catholic institutions begen first in prevalently
Catholic Baveria where “plebiscites™ were held to determine whether
the people desired the meintenance of the Churech Schools or the new
"Community Schools"™ esteablished by the Nagis. Neturally the Community
Schools were "preferred"; "One People, one Reich, one Fihrer, one L
Schooll™ was the ory, and & vote for ithe Church School wes eausidercé i
by the authorities &s a vote egeinst the very sacred person of the
Fhrer. BSoon this action was followed up by State seizure of nuner=-
ous Catholic teachers' training colleges; thereafter every teacher
in Germeny was to be merely @ vehicle of the Nezl movement, one who
proclaimed the ideas of Adolph Hitler. A4 school paper from Kiel,
written in 1935, is quite revealing about the “econfession of faith"
to which each teacher and pupil must adhere:

We believe that God has revealed limself to us in

our German blood end German conscicusness, in our

Germen home and Germen history. That 1is ocur German

Faith, We regard the word %heathen' as an honorable

term, not as reproach. We are proud of our Germen

Faith, our Northern Heathenism....Whcever has thor-

oughly grasped the thought of Race must reject the

Jewish farei§n religion in every from, Catholic or

Evangelical.- :

Perhaps the greatest struggle in the realm of education issued

from the relations whieh developed between the Hitler-Jugend, or

5 Duncan-Jones, 8p. m-g ‘pe 170,
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Hitler Youth, and the meny Catholic Youth Orgenizations which oxisttd}
in Germeny. Reichsbishop Mttller had, in 1934, succeeded in incorpe- -'u
rating the Protestant Evangeliecal Youth Organizations into the .
Hitler Youth; the Catholics took heed end did their best to resiat

the same fate, relying on the protection “insured" them by Article
31 of the Concordeat. But neither Baldur vou Schirach, leader of
the Hitler Youth, nor Hitler intended to honor this agreement.
Hitler st an early dete declared thet he would not tolerate epposi-
%ion groups of & religious character within the Hitler Youth:

We claim and procleim that all German youth

organizations other then ourselves have logt

every reason for their existence. Theseé or-

ganizations must venish and leave Hitler Youth

a clear field. Thet youth assoclations should

continue to exist on the fringe, protected by

I know not what private concerns of the Churches,

is in itself a situation that we cennot tolerate,l
Thus the ground was laid for complete control of CGermsny's youthj
desplite letters of protest from the Vetican, the usurpatioh of Roman
authority over the minds of ite youth slowly but certeinly oontihumd.
Hoﬁever, it must be noted thet all youth orgenizations in Germanyv
et the time of the Nazi coup, those under the direction of Roman
Cetholicism held out the longest agaiust the advences of the State~
much longer than those under the auspices~0r the Protestant churches,
Bucouragements from such men &s Cerdinal Schulte of Cologne seemed
to instill renewed resistance into the ranks of the Catholie youth.
Of course it must also be taken into consideration that the Protestant

orgenizations were boldly seized at a very early date; the Nazis

1 a'Harcourt, op. gif., p. 808.
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were more tactful with thelr dealings toward the Catholie assoei-
ations because of the greater rigidity with which Rome clung to its
rights ané property, A4ctually it was not until that finel law of
1 December, 1936 declaring "the whole youth of Germany within the
térr{tary of the Reieh is inecluded in the Hitler Youth," thet all
Catholie Youfh Orgenizetions finelly yielﬁed to the Hazi onslaught.
The suppraasién end arrest of the Catholic clergy became more
and more intensified from 1934 onwards, The Nazis used well the old
Bismarckian Law against abuse of the pulpit--practically anything
& priest said.rram the pulpit could be used esgainst him, enything
which reeked of “politiaﬁl Catholicism.” 7o be sure, this term was
used again and again wiﬁb tremendous success agaiﬁét the activities
of the Church. For example, GYring issued an order indicating de~
termination on the part of the government to limit severely or
terminate all corporate activities of the Church. Since, he said,
all gatherings of an scclesiastical characier were forbidden unless
they took plece within the church building, In the summer of 1936
the Pepacy vehemently protested this and similar actions as direet
breaches of the Concordat, but it was to no availy GBring replied
with en edict against "political Catholicism®™ in which he portrayed
virtually all Caetholic activities as "political." “We do not
tolerete,” he asserted, "those endeavors which were formerly borne
on the shoulders of the Center Party."* But Goring, like numerous
other high Party officials, recognized the danger inherent in an

outright attack upon the Church; circumspection must always be used

3 Duncan-Jones, 9p. cit., p. 180.




80 thet the olergy will not become martyrs. Yet there were to be

many such martyrs,

In the latter part of 1934, Catholie¢ scholars had published a
series of Studies exposing the errors of Rosenberg in his Mythus--
the Catholic press had indeed been a strong weapon. From the first
the Nazis recognized this faect and continued %o do everything within
their power %o suppress all expression of opinion. The Roman Catho=
lic Church had in pre-~Nazl days a very excellent end widely read
press, Such newspapers as Germenis and the EKolniseher Volkszeitung
were national newspapers and influential organs of publie opinion,
Catholic papers such &8s these reteined & fair esmount of independence
for 2 while even after they had been "coordinated™ with the government,
Then an old sequaintance of Hitler, Max Amann, was appointed virtual
diotator of the press and began zn all=out campaign against the
Church press. A very old Catholie paper, Der Badische Beobachter,
was the first to go under Amenn's orders--the reason, it had displayed
the word Christus on its front sheet. Then in April 1935, Amann
issued two decrees which practically wiped out the Catholic press.

The Roman bishops of Germeny quickly protested that these regulations
were an infringement of the Concordat, but es usual such action was
ineffectual, The Bishop of Trier, Dr. Bornewasser, particularly
called on his people to continue reeding Catholic publicetions, but
soon there were none to read.

The tactiecs utilized by the Wational Socislists against the
Catholic Youth and press are indicetive of the approach used in all

other areas of life in which the Church has possessed influence. The
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Hazis attemplied to substitute their own devices for everything
hitherto within the hands of the Church; thus they published "Pagan
Peasants' Calendars™ to replace those showing the Saints Days of

the Church, and forced the people to read thelr own newspapers and
publications rather then those printed under the auspices of Rome.
They attempted to defame the clergy in the eyes of their people by
bringing them before state tribunals on charges of smuggling, em=
bezzlement, and immorality. This last cherge was directed primerily
at religious orders, beginping in 1836 with the trisl of two hundred
members of the Franciscan Grﬁer.l But the year'l§$e also saw the
most powerful protests on the part of the German Catholic hierarchy.
On 28 August of that year, the Catholic bishops of Germany met at
Fulda amid an atmosphere of grave anxiety. There they drafted an
explosively worded protest against the sctions of the State against
the Church; a pestoral letter was also written which was to be read
from all pulpits throughout Germany. This letter contained a some=-
what conciliatory sound by mentioning the common danger of Bolshevism,
but nevertheless the letter wes confiscated by the government and
condemned as Christian demmgogy. The Fulda Conference had sppointed
the Cardinals of Breslsu, Munich, and Cologne to 1ﬁ1tiate discussions
with the 8tate, and Cardinel Feulhaber was actually successful in
obtaining an interview with the Flihrer, During this interview he
affirmed the devotion of Cathollcs to the Fatherlsnd, but pointed
out the innumersble infractions to the stipulations of the Concordat
which had been perpetrated by the government., But his breath wes

wasted on the deafened ears of Hitler who engeged in his usual:

1 Duncen~Jones, op. git., p. 199.



evasive monner; as olways on the religlous issue, the dictator of

the Reieh remeined taciturn, leaving his actual desires to the words
end actions of subordinates. The bishops could only report to the
Vaticean that the position of the Church in Germeny remaineé unaltered.
Thus it was time for the Papacy itself to take action.

When the Vatican did at last speak, it was with devastating
force. Plus XI hed at last come to the realizeation thet Communisnm
was not the only great enemy of the Church, for he now comprehended
fully the true significance of National Socialism. Therefore he
ascended the throne of 5t. Peter and prepered to speak ex cathedra
to his German subjects, but the utmost secret had to be maintained,
The method adopted was entirely unprecedented and took the Nazi
regime by complete surprise., Becfuse he realized thet to publish
an Bneyclical in Rome would be ineffectual, since it would not be
allowed to enter Germany. FPius ordered thet the Bneyeclical be
written in German and smuggled acrogs the frontier. Then during the
evoming'of 18 Hareh, 1937, cleries rushed about the countryside |
distributing hundreds of copies to the rurel Desns who in turn saw
to it thet each parish priest secured one. Then on Palm Sunday
morning, the Papal LEnecyclical, Mit brennender Sorge (with burning
sorrow), was read from every Catholic¢ pulpit in Germeny. The effect
was profound, Pius, in his Encyeliecal, first explains how he came
to sign the Concordat with Germany in 1933. He states that at the
time he was anxious not to lose even the slightest opportunity of
protecting the Church's existing rights in Germany; also he did not

went it said that there would have been religious peace had it not



been for the Pope's refusal of the Stete's offer of friendship.
The Pope then detailed all Nezi violations of the Concordat and
vehemently condemned:

1. Those who take the race, the people, the
Stete or the form of government, the active
rulers, and deify them with idolatrous

~worship.

2. Those who refuse to accept the 0ld Testement.

3. Those who try to sever, from true belief in
God and His revealed commendments, the Natural
Law whieh is the foundeation of law end juris-
prudence.

4, Those who deny that God-given rights which each
individual possesses are inalienable and who
assert that they cen be disregarded by the
state or suppressed.

5. Those who threaten international life with a
perpetual state of war, and whose doctrines
menace the very existence of the community.l

Indeed, this is a pronouncement ageinst everything for which National
Socislism stood, Pius truly understood the nerrow and tenuous under=
structure upon which the Nazi faith rested when he declared:

None but superficial minds could stumble into con-

cepts of a national God, of a netional religlion, or

attempt to lock within the frontiers of a single

people, within the nerrow limits of & single race,

God, the Creator of the universe, XKing end Legislator

of all nations beforg whose immensity they are ‘as

a drop in a bucket'.

Such a resounding denuncistion of the Third Reich called for

& reply, and such & reply was quick to manifest itself. An all out
ettack was proclaimed, an attaeck to do everything possible to efface
the prestige of the Church in the eyes of the Germen people. Now
instead of the smuggling end immorslity trisls which had gone before,
the Reich initiated charges of high treason against numerous priests

who were thus held up before the nation as traitors to everything

B Moady; Ope m., Pe 257«
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Germen., In addition to this the indictments for immorality were
resurrected and also the most severe finenciel pressure yet was
brought to bear on the Roman Chureh throughout the whole of the
Reich. All of these tectics reflected an attitude of fear on the
part of the Nazis, fear lest tne Church augment its esteem in the
minds of the people. Up until this time no institution with power
behind it hed dared to openly condemn the Nezl State in such a
violent menner., Hitler himself exemplified this apprehensive atti-
tude when he broke his reticence on the religious issue long enough
to declare, shortly after the proclamation of the Encyelicel, that:

We cannot permit that this authority, which is the

suthority of the German people, shall be attacked

by eny other power whatever. That applies also

for all Churches. 8o long &s they concern themselves

with their religious problems the State does not

concern itself with them., But as soon as they

attempt by eny means whatsoever~-by letters,

Enecyclica, or otherwise-~to arrogate to themsslves

rights which belong to the State alone we shall

force them back into their proper spiritual, pas-

toral uetivity.l

Thus the suppression continued unabated throughout the remainder

of the thirties. Anschluss took place snd the number of Catholics
in Greater Germany wes increased tc twenty-seven million, but this
did not diminish any the persecution of the Church--if anything, it
inereased., Hitler was indeed bringing to fruition the threats which,
according to Nathaniel Micklem, he had promised in 1936:

Providence hes caused me to be & Catholie, end I

know better (than Bismarck) how %o handle this

Church. If she will not accommodate herself to us,

I will loose upon her & propaganda that will exceed
her powers of hearing end sight....I will bring back

1 Baynes, op. git., p. 389.
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to life the forgotten atrocities of her history,

and I will show the people how the parson really

lives snd is debauched.,..They shall bend or

break~-but, sinaf they ere no fools, they will

bow their heads.
To be sure, they did bow under the heavy blasts of lNezi pressure,
but they unever broke. In that final yeer of 1939, the Romen Church
in Germeny still held firm despite its scerred exterior. Certainly
a great many Catholics had completely glven themselves over to the
new cult of National Socialism or compromised their faith, but the
ma jority still retained their allegiance to the Holy See. But
perhaps the most startling thing is thet despite the intense hatred
which the Nazis exhibited toward the Church of Home, they continued
toc feel an uncomfortable apprehension in all their dealings with
this institution which possessed so much strength and authority be-
hind it, Hitler especially felt thia, possibly because of his own
nominal Catholicism and knowledge of the potency which existed within
the monolithie structure of the Churchs Indeed, with & kind of awe,
the Fihrer looked to this institution for guidance in the formation
of his own Party:

The clergy...mainteins its instinctive contact with

the emotions of the people and thus are assured the

astonishing youthfulness, the mental adaptability,

the iron strength of will which are embodied in the
Churech. Here is the model for the Movement.2

B Natheniel Micklem, Hational Socjialism aud The Homen Cathoiic
Church, ppe. 157-158. £

2 Baynes, OB Q_isag pPe 3388.



CHAPTER V  Epilogue: The Significance of the Struggle

If this great conflict which raged in Germany under the Third
Reich proved nothing else, it proved thai even the most total of
totalitarian ststes cannot entirely annihilate all opposition
within its borders, especially if that opposition is sustained by
an ideology as potent as thet of the Christien Church. Not even in
a couniry such as Germeny, in which the Church has traditionslly
yielded to the demends of the temporal suthority, could such a
narrow and confining philosophy &s that of National Socislism suce
cessfully cope with the universal demends of Christisnity. The
churches of Germeny were undérmined, weekensed, and batitered, but
they never collapsed.

Undoubtedly, National Socialism constituted the gravest danger
hurled at Germen Christisnity since the threat of the Turks, and
as in that mueh earlier erisis, defeat was not admitted, In this
great struggle, the Christian Church, Protestant and Catholic alike,
became more symbolic than anything else; indeed, this symbolical
significance in the long run far outweighed the sctual tengible
echievements made during the struggle. It was only in the churches
of Germsny that there devecloped & rebid spiritual opposition to
National Socialism, conducted by men holding firm to ideals and
sustaining whatever Nazi persecution hesped upon them., But what
were the results of this coursgeous stand? Certainly, this struggle
instilled a new vitality wiithin the structure of the church, a vi-
telity and strength which scquired for the German churches a moral

prestige far greater than it has possessed for many years. And yet



this struggle did not solve the innumereble problems which have
beset Germen Christiasnity for so long--it merely brought them
further into the open.

There have been meny who have claimed that the paganism of
the Third Reich was the final blow at the ineffective Protestant
Church in Germany, but such & view is nerrow and neglects one very
important aspect of the problem-~tredition, Protestentism, like
Catholicism, has been so long embedded in the very essence of German
life that 1t could not just suddenly disappear ss a factor in the
life of that country. Through their unexpected exhibition of
strength during the Nazi orisls, German Protestentism end Catholicism
both acquired renewed moral caplital which greatly increased their
prestige in the eyes of the German populsce 8s well as in those of
the other nations of the world. The Roman Church left the confliect,
ruffled, but with renewed strength; but then agein, the Cathblic
orgenization in Germeny hed been strong before the Nazi ascendaney
and one would have expected a show of strength on their pert. The
world wes not disesppointed; as is usually the case, eternal Rome
outlasted the temporary thorns which from time to time in history
heve pierced her side. The reslly smazing phenomenon was the courage-

eous showing given by German Protestantism, & grouping of divided

denominations from which no one expected any opposition of consequence.

This, then, is perhaps the most remsrkable end significant result of
the entire struggle--a new foundation of unity was discovered by

the Protestant church in Germeny, & new closeness t0 the people,
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