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PART ONE

Antisemitism

This is a remarkable century which opened with
the Revolution and ended with the Affaire! Perhaps
it will be called the century of rubbish.

ROGER MARTIN DU GARD
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CHAPTER ONE:

Antisemitism as an Qutrage
to Common Sense

ANY STILL consider it an accident that Nazi ideology centered around
antisemitism and that Nazi policy, consistently and uncompromis-
ingly, aimed at the persecution and finally the extermination of the Jews.
Only the horror of the final catastrophe, and even more the homelessness
and uprootedness of the survivors, made the “Jewish question” so promi-
nent in our everyday political life. What the Nazis themselves claimed to
be their chief discovery—the role of the Jewish people in world politics—
and their chief interest—persecution of Jews all over the world—have
been regarded by public opinion as a pretext for winning the masses or
an interesting device of demagogy.

The failure to take seriously what the Nazis themselves said is compre-
hensible enough. There is hardly an aspect of contemporary history more
irritating and mystifying than the fact that of all the great unsolved po-
litical questions of our century, it should have been this seemingly small
and unimportant Jewish problem that had the dubious honor of setting
the whole infernal machine in motion. Such discrepancies between cause
and effect outrage our common sense, to say nothing of the historian’s
sense of balance and harmony. Compared with the events themselves, all
explanations of antisemitism look as if they had been hastily and hazard-
ously contrived, to cover up an issue which so gravely threatens our sense
of proportion and our hope for sanity.

One of these hasty explanations has been the identification of antisemi-
tism with rampant nationalism and its xenophobic outbursts. Unfortu-
nately, the fact is that modern antisemitism grew in proportion as tradi-
tional nationalism declined, and reached its climax at the exact moment
when the European system of nation-states and its precarious balance of
power crashed.

It has already been noticed that the Nazis were not simple nationalists.
Their nationalist propaganda was directed toward their fellow-travelers and
not their convinced members; the latter, on the contrary, were never al-
lowed to lose sight of a consistently supranational approach to politics.
Nazi “nationalism” had more than one aspect in common with the recent
nationalistic propaganda in the Soviet Union, which is also used only to
feed the prejudices of the masses. The Nazis had a genuine and never re-
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voked contempt for the narrowness of nationalism, the provincialism of
the nation-state, and they repeated time and again that their “movement,”
international in scope like the Bolshevik movement, was more important to
them than any state, which would necessarily be bound to a specific terri-
tory. And not only the Nazis, but fifty years of antisemitic history, stand
as evidence against the identification of antisemitism with nationalism. The
first antisemitic parties in the last decades of the nineteenth century were
also among the first that banded together internationally. From the very
beginning, they called international congresses and were concerned with a
co-ordination of international, or at least inter-European, activities.

General trends, like the coincident decline of the nation-state and the
growth of antisemitism, can hardly ever be explained satisfactorily by one
reason or by one cause alone. The historian is in most such cases con-
fronted with a very complex historical situation where he is almost at
liberty, and that means at a loss, to isolate one factor as the “spirit of the
time.” There are, however, a few helpful general rules. Foremost among
them for our purpose is Tocqueville’s great discovery (in L’Ancien Régime et
la Révolution, Book II, chap. 1) of the motives for the violent hatred felt
by the French masses for the aristocracy at the outbreak of the Revolution
—a hatred which stimulated Burke to remark that the revolution was more
concerned with “the condition of a gentleman” than with the institution of
a king. According to Tocqueville, the French people hated aristocrats
about to lose their power more than it had ever hated them before, pre-
cisely because their rapid loss of real power was not accompanied by any
considerable decline in their fortunes. As long as the aristocracy held vast
powers of jurisdiction, they were not only tolerated but respected. When
noblemen lost their privileges, among others the privilege to exploit and
oppress, the people felt them to be parasites, without any real function in
the rule of the country. In other words, neither oppression nor exploita-
tion as such is ever the main cause for resentment; wealth without visible
function is much more intolerable because nobody can understand why
it should be tolerated.

Antisemitism reached its climax when Jews had similarly lost their
public functions and their influence, and were left with nothing but their
wealth. When Hitler came to power, the German banks were already
almost judenrein (and it was here that Jews had held key positions for
more than a hundred years) and German Jewry as a whole, after a long
steady growth in social status and numbers, was declining so rapidly that
statisticians predicted its disappearance in a few decades. Statistics, it is
true, do not necessarily point to real historical processes; yet it is note-
worthy that to a statistician Nazi persecution and extermination could look
like a senseless acceleration of a process which would probably have come
about in any case.

The same holds true for nearly all Western European countries. The
Dreyfus Affair exploded not under the Second Empire, when French Jewry
was at the height of its prosperity and influence, but under the Third Re-
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public when Jews had all but vanished from important positions (though
not from the political scene). Austrian antisemitism became violent not
under the reign of Metternich and Franz Joseph, but in the postwar Aus-
trian Republic when it was perfectly obvious that hardly any other group
had suffered the same loss of influence and prestige through the disappear-
ance of the Hapsburg monarchy.

Persecution of powerless or power-losing groups may not be a very
pleasant spectacle, but it does not spring from human meanness alone.
What makes men obey or tolerate real power and, on the other hand, hate
people who have wealth without power, is the rational instinct that power
has a certain function and is of some general use. Even exploitation and
oppression still make society work and establish some kind of order. Only
wealth without power or aloofness without a policy are felt to be parasitical,
useless, revolting, because such conditions cut all the threads which tie men
together. Wealth which does not exploit lacks even the relationship which
exists between exploiter and exploited; aloofness without policy does not
imply even the minimum concern of the oppressor for the oppressed.

The general decline of Western and Central European Jewry, however,
constitutes merely the atmosphere in which the subsequent events took
place. The decline itself explains them as little as the mere loss of power
by the aristocracy would explain the French Revolution. To be aware of
such general rules is important only in order to refute those recommenda-
tions of common sense which lead us to believe that violent hatred or
sudden rebellion spring necessarily from great power and great abuses, and
that consequently organized hatred of the Jews cannot but be a reaction to
their importance and power.

More serious, because it appeals to much better people, is another com-
mon-sense fallacy: the Jews, because they were an entirely powerless group
caught up in the general and insoluble conflicts of the tinie, could be blamed
for them and finally be made to appear the hidden authors of all evil. The
best illustration—and the best refutation—of this explanation, dear to the
hearts of many liberals, is in a joke which was told after the first World
War. An antisemite claimed that the Jews had caused the war; the reply
was: Yes, the Jews and the bicyclists. Why the bicyclists? asks the one. Why
the Jews? asks the other.

The theory that the Jews are always the scapegoat mmplies that the scape-
goat might have been anyone else as-well. It upholds the perfect innocence
of the victim, an innocence which insinuates not only that no evil was done
but that nothing at all was done which might possibly have a connection
witl:l the issue at stake. It is true that the scapegoat theory in its purely
arbitrary form never appears in print. Whenever, however, its adherents
painstakingly try to explain why a specific scapegoat was so well suited to
his role, they show that they have left the theory behind them and have got
ﬂ}emselves involved in the usual historical research-—where nothing is ever
discovered except that history is made by many groups and that for certain
reasons one group was singled out. The so-called scapegoat necessarily
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ceases to be the innocent victim whom the world blames for all its sins and
through whom it wishes to escape punishment; it becomes one group of
people among other groups, all of which are involved in the business of this
world. And it does not simply cease to be coresponsible because it became
the victim of the world’s injustice and cruelty.

Until recently the inner inconsistency of the scapegoat theory was suffi-
cient reason to discard it as one of many theories which are motivated by
escapism. But the rise of terror as a major weapon of government has lent
it a credibility greater than it ever had before.

A fundamental difference between modern dictatorships and all other
tyrannies of the past is that terror is no longer used as a means to extermi-
nate and frighten opponents, but as an instrument to rule masses of people
who are perfectly obedient. Terror as we know it today strikes without any
preliminary provocation, its victims are innocent even from the point of
view of the persecutor. This was the case in Nazi Germany when full terror
was directed against Jews, i.e., against people with certain common char-
acteristics which were independent of their specific behavior. In Soviet
Russia the situation is more confused, but the facts, unfortunately, are
only too obvious. On the one hand, the Bolshevik system, unlike the Nazi,
never admitted theoretically that it could practice terror against innocent
people, and though in view of certain practices this may look like hypocrisy,
it makes quite a difference. Russian practice, on the other hand, is even
more “advanced” than the German in one respect: arbitrariness of terror is
not even limited by racial differentiation, while the old class categories have
long since been discarded, so that anybody in Russia may suddenly become
a victim of the police terror. We are not concerned here with the ultimate
consequence of rule by terror—namely, that nobody, not even the executors,
can ever be free of fear; in our context we are dealing merely with the arbi-
trariness by which victims are chosen, and for this it is decisive that they
are objectively innocent, that they are chosen regardless of what they may
or may not have done.

At first glance this may look like a belated confirmation of the old scape-
goat theory, and it is true that the victim of modern terror does show all
the characteristics of the scapegoat: he is objectively and absolutely inno-
cent because nothing he did or omitted to do matters or has any connection
with his fate.

There is, therefore, a temptation to return to an explanation which auto-
matically discharges the victim of responsibility: it seems quite adequate
to a reality in which nothing strikes us more forcefully than the utter inno-
cence of the individual caught in the horror machine and his utter inability
to change his fate. Terror, however, is only in the last instance of its develop-
ment a mere form of government. In order to establish a totalitarian regime,
terror must be presented as an instrument for carrying out a specific ideology;
and that ideology must have won the adherence of many, and even a majority,
before terror can be stabilized. The point for the historian is that the Jews,
before becoming the main victims of modern terror, were the center of Nazi
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ideology. And an ideology which has to persuade and mobilize people cannot
choose its victim arbitrarily. In other words, if a patent forgery like the
“Protocols of the Elders of Zion” is believed by so many people that it can
become the text of a whole political movement, the task of the historian
is no longer to discover a forgery. Certainly it is not to invent explanations
which dismiss the chief political and historical fact of the matter: that the
forgery is being believed. This fact is more important than the (historically
speaking, secondary) circumstance that it is forgery.

The scapegoat explanation therefore remains one of the principal at-
tempts to escape the seriousness of antisemitism and the significance of the
fact that the Jews were driven into the storm center of events. Equally wide-
spread is the opposite doctrine of an “eternal antisemitism” in which Jew-
hatred is a normal and natural reaction to which history gives only more
or less opportunity. Outbursts need no special explanation because they are
natural consequences of an eternal problem. That this doctrine was adopted
by professional antisemites is a matter of course; it gives the best possible
alibi for all horrors. If it is true that mankind has insisted on murdering
Jews for more than two thousand years, then Jew-killing is a normal, and
even human, occupation and Jew-hatred is justified beyond the need of
argument.

The more surprising aspect of this explanation, the assumption of an
eternal antisemitism, is that it has been adopted by a great many unbiased
historians and by an even greater number of Jews. It is this odd coincidence
which makes the theory so very dangerous and confusing. Its escapist basis
is in both instances the same: just as antisemites understandably desire to
escape responsibility for their deeds, so Jews, attacked and on the defensive,
even more understandably do not wish under any circumstances to discuss
their share of responsibility. In the case of Jewish, and frequently of Chris-
tian, adherents of this doctrine, however, the escapist tendencies of official
apologetics are based upon more important and less rational motives.

The birth and growth of modern antisemitism has been accompanied by
and interconnected with Jewish assimilation, the secularization and withering
away of the old religious and spiritual values of Judaism. What actually
happened was that great parts of the Jewish people were at the same time
threatened by physical extinction from without and dissolution from within,
In this situation, Jews concerned with the survival of their people would,
in a curious desperate misinterpretation, hit on the consoling idea that anti-
semitism, after all, might be an excellent means for keeping the people to-
gether, so that the assumption of eternal antisemitism would even imply an
eternal guarantee of Jewish existence. This superstition, a secularized
travesty of the idea of eternity inherent in a faith in chosenness and a Mes-
sianic hope, has been strengthened through the fact that for many centuries
the Jews experienced the Christian brand of hostility which was indeed a
powerful agent of preservation, spiritually as well as politically. The Jews
mistook modern anti-Christian antisemitism for the old religious Jew-hatred
—and this all the more innocently because their assimilation had by-passed
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Christianity in its religious and cultural aspect, Confronted with an obvious
symptom of the decline of Christianity, they could therefore imagine in
all ignorance that this was some revival of the so-called “Dark Ages.”
Ignorance or misunderstanding of their own past were partly responsible for
their fatal underestimation of the actual and unprecedented dangers which
lay ahead. But one should also bear in mind that lack of political ability
and judgment have been caused by the very nature of Jewish history, the
history of a people without a government, without a country, and without
a language. Jewish history offers the extraordinary spectacle of a people,
unique in this respect, which began its history with a well-defined concept
of history and an almost conscious resolution to achieve a well-circum-
scribed plan on earth and then, without giving up this concept, avoided all
political action for two thousand years. The result was that the political
history of the Jewish people became even more dependent upon unforeseen,
accidental factors than the history of other nations, so that the Jews stumbled
from one role to the other and accepted responsibility for none.

In view of the final catastrophe, which brought the Jews so near to com-
plete annihilation, the thesis of eternal antisemitism has become more dan-
gerous than ever. Today it would absolve Jew-haters of crimes greater than
anybody had ever believed possible. Antisemitism, far from being a mys-
terious guarantee of the survival of the Jewish people, has been clearly
revealed as a threat of its extermination. Yet this explanation of antisemitism,
like the scapegoat theory and for similar reasons, has outlived its refutation
by reality. It stresses, after all, with different arguments but equal stub-
bornness, that complete and inhuman innocence which so strikingly char-
acterizes victims of modern terror, and therefore seems confirmed by the
events. It even has the advantage over the scapegoat theory that somehow it
answers the uncomfortable question: Why the Jews of all people?—if only
with the question begging reply: Eternal hostility.

It is quite remarkable that the only two doctrines which at least attempt
to explain the political significance of the antisemitic movement deny all
specific Jewish responsibility and refuse to discuss matters in specific his-
torical terms. In this inherent negation of the significance of human be-
havior, they bear a terrible resemblance to those modern practices and
forms of government which, by means of arbitrary terror, liquidate the very
possibility of human activity. Somehow in the extermination camps Jews
were murdered as if in accordance with the explanation these doctrines
had given of why they were hated: regardless of what they had done or
omitted to do, regardless of vice or virtue. Moreover, the murderers them-
selves, only obeying orders and proud of their passionless efficiency, un-
cannily resembled the “innocent” instruments of an inhuman impersonal
course of events which the doctrine of eternal antisemitism had considered
them to be.

Such common denominators between theory and practice are by them-
selves no indication of historical truth, although they are an indication of
the “timely” character of such opinions and explain why they sound so
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plausible to the multitude. The historian is concerned with them only insofar
as they are themselves part of his history and because they stand in the way
of his search for truth. Being a contemporary, he is as likely to succumb to
their persuasive force as anybody else. Caution in handling generally ac-
cepted opinions that claim to explain whole trends of history is especially
important for the historian of modern times, because the last century has
produced an abundance of idcologies that pretend to be keys to history but
are actually nothing but desperate efforts to escape responsibility.

Plato, in his famous fight against the ancient Sophists, discovered that
their “universal art of enchanting the mind by arguments” (Phaedrus 261)
had nothing to do with truth but aimed at opinions which by their very
nature are changing, and which are valid only “at the time of the agreement
and as long as the agreement lasts” (Theaetetus 172). He also discovered
the very insecure position of truth in the world, for from “opinions comes
persuasion and not from truth” (Phaedrus 260). The most striking dif-
ference between ancient and modern sophists is that the ancients were
satisfied with a passing victory of the argument at the expense of truth,
whereas the moderns want a more lasting victory at the expense of reality.
In other words, one destroyed the dignity of human thought whereas the
others destroy the dignity of human action. The old manipulators of logic
were the concern of the philosopher, whereas the modern manipulators of
facts stand in the way of the historian. For history itself is destroyed, and its
comprehensibility—based upon the fact that it is enacted by men and there-
fore can be understood by men—is in danger, whenever facts are no longer
held to be part and parcel of the past and present world, and are misused
to prove this or that opinion.

There are, to be sure, few guides left through the labyrinth of inarticulate
facts if opinions are discarded and tradition is no longer accepted as un-
questionable. Such perplexities of historiography, however, are very minor
conscquences, considering the profound upheavals of our time and their
effect upon the historical structures of Western mankind. Their immediate
result has been to expose all those components of our history which up to
now had been hidden from our view. This does not mean that what came
crashing down in this crisis (perhaps the most profound crisis in Western
history since the downfall of the Roman Empire) was mere fagade, although
many things have been revealed as facade that only a few decades ago we
thought were indestructible essences.

The simultaneous decline of the European nation-state and growth of
antisemitic movements, the coincident downfall of nationally organized Eu-
rope and the extermination of Jews, which was prepared for by the victory
of antisemitism over all competing isms in the preceding struggle for persua-
sion of public opinion, have to be taken as a serious indication of the source
of antisemitism. Modern antisemitism must be seen in the more general
framework of the development of the nation-state, and at the same time its
source must be found in certain aspects of Jewish history and specifically
Jewish functions during the last centuries. If, in the final stage of disintegra-
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tion, antisemitic slogans proved the most effective means of inspiring and
organizing great masses of people for imperialist expansion and destruction
of the old forms of government, then the previous history of the relationship
between Jews and the state must contain clementary clues to the growing
hostility between certain groups of society and the Jews. We shall show this
development in the next chapter.

If, furthermore, the steady growth of the modern mob—that is, of the
déclassés of all classes—produced leaders who, undisturbed by the question
of whether the Jews were sufficiently important to be made the focus of a
political ideology, repeatedly saw in them the “key to history” and the
central cause of all evils, then the previous history of the relationship be-
tween Jews and socicty must contain the elementary indications of the
hostile relationship between the mob and the Jews. We shall deal with the
relationship between Jews and society in the third chapter.

The fourth chapter deals with the Dreyfus Affair, a kind of dress rehearsal
for the performance of our own time. Because of the peculiar opportunity
it offers of seeing, in a brief historical moment, the otherwise hidden po-
tentialities of antisemitism as a major political weapon within the framework
of nineteenth-century politics and its relatively well-balanced sanity, this
case has been treated in full detail.

The following three chapters, to be sure, analyze only the preparatory
elements, which were not fully realized until the decay of the nation-state
and the development of imperialism reached the foreground of the political
scene.



CHAPTER TWOQ:

The Jews, the Nation-State,
and the Birth of Antisemitism

1: The Equivocalities of Emancipation
and the Jewish State Banker

A':' THE height of its development in the nineteenth century, the nation-
state granted its Jewish inhabitants equality of rights. Deeper, older,
and more fateful contradictions are hidden behind the abstract and palpa-
ble inconsistency that Jews received their citizenship from governments
which in the process of centuries had made nationality a prerequisite for
citizenship and homogeneity of population the outstanding characteristic
of the body politic.

The series of emancipation edicts which slowly and hesitantly followed
the French edict of 1792 had been preceded and were accompanied by
an equivocal attitude toward its Jewish inhabitants on the part of the
nation-state. The breakdown of the feudal order had given rise to the new
revolutionary concept of equality, according to which a “nation within
the nation” could no longer be tolerated. Jewish restrictions and privi-
Ieges had to be abolished together with all other special rights and liberties.
This growth of equality, however, depended largely upon the growth of an
independent state machine which, either as an enlightened despotism or
as a constitutional government above all classes and parties, could, in
splendid isolation, function, rule, and represent the interests of the nation
as a whole. Therefore, beginning with the late seventeenth century, an un-
precedented need arose for state credit and a new expansion of the state’s
sphere of economic and business interest, while no group among the Euro-
pean populations was prepared to grant credit to the state or take an active
part in the development of state business. It was only natural that the Jews,
with their age-old experience as moneylenders and their conncctions with
European nobility—to whom they frequently owed local protection and for
whom they used to handle financial matters—would be called upon for help;
it was clearly in the interest of the new state business to grant the Jews cer-
tain privileges and to treat them as a separate group. Under no circumstances
could the state afford to see them wholly assimilated into the rest of the
population, which refused credit to the state, was reluctant to enter and to
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develop businesses owned by the state, and followed the routine pattern
of private capitalistic enterprise.

Emancipation of the Jews, therefore, as granted by the national state
system in Europe during the nineteenth century, had a double origin and
an ever-present equivocal meaning. On the one hand it was due to the
political and legal structure of a new body politic which could function only
under the conditions of political and legal equality. Governments, for their
own sake, had to iron out the inequalities of the old order as completely and
as quickly as possible. On the other hand, it was the clear result of a gradual
extension of specific Jewish privileges, granted originally only to individuals,
then through them to a small group of well-to-do Jews; only when this
limited group could no longer handle by themsclves the ever-growing de-
mands of state business, were these privileges finally extended to the whole
of Western and Central European Jewry.

Thus, at the same time and in the same countries, emancipation meant
equality and privileges, the destruction of the old Jewish community auton-
omy and the conscious preservation of the Jews as a separate group in
society, the abolition of special restrictions and special rights and the exten-~
sion of such rights to a growing group of individuals. Equality of condition
for all nationals had become the premise of the new body politic, and while
this equality had actually been carried out at least to the extent of depriving
the old ruling classes of their privilege to govern and the old oppressed
classes of their right to be protected, the process coincided with the birth
of the class society which again separated the nationals, economically and
socially, as efficiently as the old regime. Equality of condition, as the
Jacobins had understood it in the French Revolution, became a reality
only in America, whereas on the European continent it was at once re-
placed by a mere formal equality before the law.

The fundamental contradiction between a political body based on equality
before the law and a society based on the inequality of the class system
prevented the development of functioning republics as well as the birth of
a new political hierarchy. An insurmountable inequality of social condition,

1To the modern historian rights and liberties granted the court Jews during the
seventecnth and eighteenth centuries may appear to be only the forerunners of
equality: court Jews could live wherever they liked, they were permitted to travel
freely within the realm of their sovereign, they were allowed to bear arms and had
rights to special protection from local authorities. Actually these court Jews, char-
acteristically called Generalprivilegierte Juden in Prussia, not only cnjoyed better
living conditions than their fellow Jews who still lived under almost medieval re-
strictions, but they were better off than their non-Jewish neighbors. Their standard
of living was much higher than that of the contemporary middle class, their privi-
feges in most cases were greater than those granted to the merchants. Nor did this
sitbation escape the attention of their contemporaries. Christian Wilhclm Dohm, the
outstanding advocate of Jewish emancipation in eightecnth-century Prussia, com-
plained of the practice, in force since the time of Frederick William I, which granted
rich Jews “all sorts of favors and support” often “at the expense of, and with
neglect of diligent legal [that is, non-Jewish] citizens.” In Denkwiirdigkciten meiner
Zeit, Lemgo, 1814-1819, 1V, 487,
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the fact that class membership on the continent was bestowed upon the in-
dividual and, up to the first World War, almost guaranteed to him by birth,
could nevertheless exist side by side with political equality. Only politically
backward countries, like Germany, had retained a few feudal remnants.
There members of the aristocracy, which on the whole was well on its way
to transforming itself into a class, had a privileged political status, and thus
could preserve as a group a certain special relationship to the state. But
these were remnants. The fully developed class system meant invariably
that the status of the individual was defined by his membership in his own
class and his relationship to another, and not by his position in the state
or within its machinery.

The only exceptions to this general rule were the Jews. They did not
form a class of their own and they did not belong to any of the classes in
their countries. As a group, they were neither workers, middle-class people,
landholders, nor peasants. Their wealth seemed to make them part of the
middle class, but they did not share in its capitalist development; they were
scarcely represented in industrial enterprise and if, in the last stages of their
history in Europe, they became employers on a large scale, they employed
white-collar personnel and not workers. In other words, although their status
was defined through their being Jews, it was not defined through their rela-
tionship to another class. Their special protection from the state (whether
in the old form of open privileges, or a special emancipation edict which
no other group needed and which frequently had to be reinforced against
the hostility of society) and their special services to the governments pre-
vented their submersion in the class system as well as their own establish-
ment as a class.? Whenever, therefore, they were admitted to and entered
society, they became a well-defined, self-preserving group within one of the
classes, the aristocracy or the bourgeoisie.

There is no doubt that the nation-state’s interest in preserving the Jews
as a special group and preventing their assimilation into class society coin-
cided with the Jewish interest in self-preservation and group survival. It is
also more than probable that without this coincidence the governments’
attempts would have been in vain; the powerful trends toward equalization
of all citizens from the side ot the state and incorporation of each individual
into a class from the side of society, both clearly implying complete Jewish
assimilation, could be frustrated only through a combination of government
intervention and voluntary co-operation. Official policies for the Jews were,
after all, not always so consistent and unwavering as we may believe if we
consider only the final results.? It is indeed surprising to see how consistently

2 Jacob Lestschinsky, in an early discussion of the Jewish problem, pointed out
that Jews did not belong to any social class, and spoke of a “Klasseneinschiebsel”
(in Weltwirtschafts-Archiv, 1929, Band 30, 123 f.), but saw only the disadvantages
of this situation in Eastern Europe, not its great advantages in Western and Central
European countries,

8 For example, under Frederick II after the Seven Yearss War, a decided effort
was made in Prussia to incorporate the Jews into a kind of mercantile system. The
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Jews neglected their chances for normal capitalist enterprise and business.*
But without the interests and practices of the governments, the Jews could
hardly have preserved their group identity.

In contrast to all other groups, the Jews were defined and their position
determined by the body politic. Since, however, this body politic had no
other social reality, they were, socially speaking, in the void. Their social
inequality was quite different from the inequality of the class system; it was
again mainly the result of their relationship to the state, so that, in society,
the very fact of being born a Jew would either mean that one was over-
privileged—under special protection of the government—or underprivileged,
lacking certain rights and opportunities which were withheld from the Jews
in order to prevent their assimilation.

The schematic outline of the simultaneous rise and decline of the Euro-
pean nation-state system and Eurcpean Jewry unfolds roughly in the fol-
lowing stages:

1. The seventeenth and eighteenth centuries witnessed the slow develop-
ment of nation-states under the tutelage of absolute monarchs. Individual
Jews everywhere rose out of deep obscurity into the sometimes glamorous,
and always influential, position of court Jews who financed state affairs and
handled the financial transactions of their princes. This development af-
fected the masses who continued to live in a more or less feudal order as
little as it affected the Jewish people as a whole.

2. After the French Revolution, which abruptly changed political condi-
tions on the whole European continent, nation-states in the modern sense
emerged whose business transactions required a considerably larger amount
of capital and credit than the court Jews had ever been asked to place at a

older general Juden-reglement of 1750 was supplanted by a system of regular per-
mits issued only to those inhabitants who invested a considerable part of their for-
tune in new manufacturing enterprises. But here, as everywhere else, such govern-
ment attempts failed completely.

4 Felix Priebatsch (“Die Judenpolitik des fiirstlichen Absolutismus im 17. und 18.
Jahrbundert,” in Forschungen und Versuche zur Geschichte des Mittelalters und der
Neuzeit, 1915) cites a typical example from the early eighteenth century: “When
the mirror factory in Neuhaus, Lower Austria, which was subsidized by the adminis-
tration, did not produce, the Jew Wertheimer gave the Emperor money to buy it.
When asked to take over the factory he refused, stating that his time was taken up
with his financial transactions.”

See also Max Kohler, “Beitrdge zur neueren jiidischen Wirtschaftsgeschichte. Die
Juden in Halberstadt und Umgebung,” in Studien zur Geschichte der Wirtschaft und
Geisteskultur, 1927, Band 3.

In this tradition, which kept rich Jews from real positions of power in capitalism,
is the fact that in 1911 the Paris Rothschilds sold their share in the oil wells of Baku
to the Royal Shell group, after having been, with the exception of Rockefeller, the
world’s biggest petroleum tycoons. This incident is reported in Richard Lewinsohn,
Wie sie gross und reich wurden, Berlin, 1927.

André Sayou's statement (“Les Juifs” in Revue Economique Internationale, 1932)
in his polemic against Werner Sombart’s identification of Jews with capitalist develop-
ment, may be taken as a general rule: “The Rothschilds and other Israclites who
were almost exclusively engaged in launching state loans and in the international
movement of capital, did not try at all . . . to create great industries.”
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prince’s disposal. Only the combined wealth of the wealthier strata of
Western and Central European Jewry, which they entrusted to some promi-
nent Jewish bankers for such purposes, could suffice to meet the new en-
larged governmental needs. This period brought with it the granting of
privileges, which up to then had been necessary only for court Jews, to
the larger wealthy class, which had managed to settle in the more important
urban and financial centers in the eighteenth century. Finally emancipation
was granted in all full-fledged nation-states and withheld only in those coun-
tries where Jews, because of their numbers and the general backwardness
of these regions, had not been able to organize themselves into a special
separate group whose economic function was financial support of their
government.

3. Since this intimate relationship between national government and Jews
had rested on the indifference of the bourgeoisie to politics in general and
state finance in particular, this period came to an end with the rise of im-
perialism at the end of the nineteenth century when capitalist business in
the form of expansion could no longer be carried out without active political
help and intervention by the state. Imperialism, on the other hand, under-
mined the very foundations of the nation-state and introduced into the
European comity of nations the competitive spirit of business concerns.
In the early decades of this development, Jews lost their exclusive position
in state business to imperialistically minded businessmen; they declined in
importance as a group, although individual Jews kept their influence as
financial advisers and as inter-European middlemen. These Jews, however—
in contrast to the nineteenth-century state bankers—had even less need of
the Jewish community at large, notwithstanding its wealth, than the court
Jews of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, and therefore they fre-
quently cut themselves off completely from the Jewish community. The
Jewish communities were no longer financially organized, and although in-
dividual Jews in high positions remained representative of Jewry as a whole
in tcl;e ﬂ:eyes of the Gentile world, there was little if any material reality be-
hind this.

4. As a group, Western Jewry disintegrated together with the nation-
state during the decades preceding the outbreak of the first World War.
The rapid decline of Europe after the war found them already deprived of
their former power, atomized into a herd of wealthy individuals. In an im-
perialist age, Jewish wealth had become insignificant; to a Europe with no
sense of balance of power between its nations and of inter-European solidar-
ity, the non-national, inter-European Jewish element became an object of
universal hatred because of its useless wealth, and of contempt because of
its lack of power.

The first governments to need regular income and secure finances were
the absolute monarchies under which the nation-state came into being.
Feudal princes and kings also had needed money, and even credit, but for
specific purposes and temporary operations only; even in the sixteenth cen-
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tury, when the Fuggers put their own credit at the disposal of the state,
they were not yet thinking of establishing a special state credit. The absolute
monarchs at first provided for their financial needs partly through the old
method of war and looting, and partly through the new device of tax
monopoly. This undermined the power and ruined the fortunes of the nobil-
ity without assuaging the growing hostility of the population.

For a long time the absolute monarchies looked about society for a class
upon which to rely as securely as the feudal monarchy had upon the nobility.
In France an incessant struggle between the guilds and the monarchy, which
wanted to incorporate them into the state system, had been going on since
the fifteenth century. The most interesting of these experiments were doubt-
less the rise of mercantilism and the attempts of the absolute state to get
an absolute monopoly over. national business and industry. The resulting
disaster, and the bankruptcy brought about by the concerted resistance of
the rising bourgeoisie, are sufficiently well known.®

Before the emancipation edicts, every princely houschold and every mon-
arch in Europe already had a court Jew to handle financial business. During
the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, these court Jews were always single
individuals who had inter-European connections and inter-Europcan credit
at their disposal, but did not form an international financial entity.® Char-

5 The influence, however, of mercantile experiments on future developments can
hardly be overrated. France was the only country where the mercantile system was
tried consistently and resulted in an early flourishing of manufactures which owed their
existence to state interference; she never quite recovered from the experience.
In the era of free enterprise, her bourgeoisie shunned unprotected investment in
native industries while her bureaucracy, also a product of the mercantile system, sur-
vived its collapse. Despite the fact that the burcaucracy also lost all its productive
functions, it is even today more characteristic of the country and a greater impediment
to her recovery than the bourgeoisie.

¢ This had been the case in England since Queen Elizabeth’s Marrano banker
and the Jewish financiers of Cromwell’s armies, until one of the twelve Jewish brokers
admitted to the London Stock Exchange was said to have handled one-quarter of all
government loans of his day (see Salo W. Baron, A Social und Religious History of the
Jews, 1937, Vol. Il: Jews and Capitalism); in Austria, where in only forty years
(1695-1739), the Jews credited the government with more than 35 million florins
and where the death of Samuel Oppenheimer in 1703 resulted in a grave financial
crisis for both state and Emperor; in Bavaria, where in 1808 80 per cent of all govern-
ment loans were endorsed and negotiated by Jews (see M. Grunwald, Samuel Oppen-
heimer und sein Kreis, 1913); in France, where mercantile conditions were especially
favorable for the Jews, Colbert already praised their great usefulness to the state
(Baron, op. cit., loc. cit.), and where in the middle of the eightcenth century the German
Jew, Liefman Calmer, was made a baron by a grateful king who appreciated services
and loyalty to “QOur state and Qur person” (Robert Anchel, “Un Baron Juif
Frangais au 18e siécle, Liefman Calmer,” in Souvenir et Science, X, pp. 52-55); and
also in Prussia where Frederick Il’s Miinzjuden were titled and where, at the end
of the eighteenth century, 400 Jewish families formed one of the wealthiest groups in
Berlin. (One of the best descriptions ‘of Berlin and the role of the Jews in its society
at the turn of the cighteenth century is to be found in Wilhelm Dilthey, Das Leben
Schleiermachers, 1870, pp. 182 1f.).
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acteristic of these times, when Jewish individuals and the first small wealthy
Jewish communities were more powerful than at any time in the nineteenth
century,” was the frankness with which their privileged status and their
right to it was discussed, and the careful testimony of the authorities to the
importance of their services to the state. There was not the slightest doubt
or ambiguity about the connection between services rendered and privileges
granted. Privileged Jews received noble titles almost as a matter of course
in France, Bavaria, Austria and Prussia, so that even outwardly they were
more than just wealthy men. The fact that the Rothschilds had such a hard
time getting their application for a title approved by the Austrian govern-
ment (they succeeded in 1817), was the signal that a whole period had
come to an end.

By the end of the eighteenth century it had become clear that none of the
estates or classes in the various countries was willing or able to become the
new ruling class, that is to identify itself with the government as the nobility
had done for centuries.® The failure of the absolute monarchy to find a sub-
stitute within society led to the full development of the nation-state and its
claim to be above all classes, completely independent of society and its
particular interests, the true and only representative of the nation as a whole.
It resulted, on the other side, in a deepening of the split between state and
society upon which the body politic of the nation rested. Without it, there
would have been no need—or even any possibility—of introducing the
Jews into European history on equal terms.

When all attempts to ally itself with one of the major classes in society
had failed, the state chose to establish itself as a tremendous business con-
cern. This was meant to be for administrative purposes only, to be sure, but
the range of interests, financial and otherwise, and the costs were so great
that one cannot but recognize the existence of a special sphere of state busi-
ness from the eighteenth century on. The independent growth of state busi-
ness was caused by a conflict with the financially powerful forces of the
time, with the bourgeoisie which went the way of private investment, shunned
all state intervention, and refused active financial participation in what ap-
peared to be an “unproductive” enterprise. Thus the Jews were the only
part of the population willing to finance the state’s beginnings and to tie
their destinies to its further development. With their credit and international
connections, they were in an excellent position to help the nation-state to

7 Early in the eighteenth century, Austrian Jews succeeded in banishing Eisemenger's
Entdecktes Judentum, 1703, and at the end of it, The Merchant of Venice could be
played in Berlin only with a little prologue apologizing to the (not emancipated) Jew-
ish audience.

8 The only, and irrelevant, exception might be those tax collectors, called fermiers-
généraux, in France, who rented from the state the right to collect taxes by guaran-
teeing a fixed amount to the government. They earned their great wealth from and
depended directly upon the absolute monarchy, but were too small a group and too
isolated a phenomenon to be economically influential by themselves,
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establish itself among the biggest enterprises and employers of the time.?

Great privileges, decisive changes in the Jewish condition, were neces-
sarily the price of the fulfillment of such services, and, at the same time, the
reward for great risks. The greatest privilege was equality. When the Miinz-
juden of Frederick of Prussia or the court Jews of the Austrian Emperor
received through “general privileges” and “patents” the same status which
half a century later all Prussian Jews received under the name of emancipa-
tion and equal rights; when, at the end of the eighteenth century and at
the height of their wealth, the Berlin Jews managed to prevent an influx
from the Eastern provinces because they did not care to share their “equal-
ity” with poorer brethren whom they did not recognize as equals; when, at
the time of the French National Assembly, the Bordeaux and Avignon Jews
protested violently against the French government’s granting equality to
Jews of the Eastern provinces—it became clear that at least the Jews were
not thinking in terms of equal rights but of privileges and special liberties.
And it is really not surprising that privileged Jews, intimately linked to the
businesses of their governments and quite aware of the nature and conditions
of their status, were reluctant to accept for all Jews this gift of a freedom
which they themselves possessed as the price for services, which they knew
had been calculated as such and therefore could hardly become a right
for all.?®

Only at the end of the nineteenth century, with the rise of imperialism,
did the owning classes begin to change their original estimate of the un-
productivity of state business. Imperialist expansion, together with the
growing perfection of the instruments of viclence and the state’s absolute
monopoly of them, made the state an interesting business proposition. This
meant, of course, that the Jews gradually but automatically lost their ex-
clusive and unique position.

But the good fortune of the Jews, their rise from obscurity to political
significance, would have to come to an even earlier end if they had been
confined to a mere business function in the growing nation-states. By the
middle of the last century some states had won enough confidence to get

9 The urgencies compelling the ties between government business and the Jews
may be gauged by those cases in which decidedly anti-Jewish officials had to carry
out the policies. So Bismarck, in his youth, made a few antisemitic speeches only
to become, as chancellor of the Reich, a close friend of Bleichroeder and a reliable
protector of the Jews apgainst Court Chaplain Stoecker’s antisemitic movement in
Berlin. William II, although as Crown Prince and a member of the anti-Jewish
Prussian nobility very sympathetic to all antisemitic movements in the eighties,
changed his antisemitic convictions and deserted his antisemitic protégés overnight
when he inherited the throne.

10 As early as the eighteenth century, wherever whole Jewish groups got wealthy
enough to be useful to the state, they enjoyed collective privileges and were separated
as a group from their less wealthy and useful brethren, even in the same country.
Like the Schutzjuden in Prussia, the Bordeaux and Bayonne Jews in France en-
joyed equality long before the French Revolution and were even invited to present
their complaints and propositions along with the other General Estates in the Convo
cation des Etats Généraux of 1787,
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along without Jewish backing and financing of government loans.! The
nationals’ growing consciousness, moreover, that their private destinies were
becoming more and more dependent upon those of their countries made
them ready to grant the governments more of the necessary credit. Equality
itself was symbolized in the availability to all of government bonds which
were finally even considered the most secure form of capital investment
simply because the state, which could wage national wars, was the only
agency which actually could protect its citizens’ properties. From the middle
of the nineteenth century on, the Jews could keep their prominent position
only because they had still another more important and fateful role to play,
a role also intimately linked to their participation in the destinies of the
state. Without territory and without a government of their own, the Jews
had always been an inter-European element; this international status the
nation-state necessarily preserved because the Jews’ financial services rested
on it. But even when their economic usefulness had exhausted itself, the
inter-European status of the Jews remained of great national importance in
times of national conflicts and wars.

While the need of the nation-states for Jewish services developed slowly
and logically, growing out of the general context of European history, the
rise of the Jews to political and economic significance was sudden and un-
expected to themselves as well as their neighbors. By the later Middle Ages
the Jewish moneylender had lost all his former importance, and in the
early sixteenth century Jews had already been expelled from cities and
trade centers into villages and countryside, thereby exchanging a more
uniform protection from remote higher authorities for an insecure status
granted by petty local nobles.*? The turning point had been in the seventeenth
century when, during the Thirty Years’ War, precisely because of their
dispersion these small, insignificant moneylenders could guarantee the
necessary provisions to the mercenary armies of the war-lords in far-away
lands and with the aid of small peddlers buy victuals in entire provinces.
Since these wars remained half-feudal, more or less private affairs of the
princes, involving no interest of other classes and enlisting no help from
the people, the Jews’ gain in status was very limited and hardly visible. But
the number of court Jews increased because now every feudal household
needed the equivalent of the court Jew.

As long as these court Jews served small feudal lords who, as members

11 Jean Capefigue (Histoire des grandes opérations finunciéres, Tome I1: Bangue,
Bourses, Emprunts, 1855) pretends that during the July Monarchy only the Jews,
and especially the house of Rothschild, prevented a sound state credit based upon the
Banque de France. He also claims that the events of 1848 made the activities of the
Rothschilds superflaous. Raphael Strauss (“The Jews in the Economic Evolution of
Central Europe” in Jewish Social Studies, 111, 1, 1941) also remarks that after 1830
“public credit already became less of a risk so that Christian banks began to handie
this business in increasing measure.” Against these interpretations stands the fact
that excellent relations prevailed between the Rothschilds and Napoleon I1I, although
there can be no doubt as to the general trend of the time.

2 See Priebatsch, op. cit.
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of the nobility, did not aspire to represent any centralized authority, they
were the servants of only one group in society. The property they handled,
the money they lent, the provisions they bought up, all were considered the
private property of their master, so that such activities could not involve
them in political matters. Hated or favored, Jews could not become a political
issue of any importance.

When, however, the function of the feudal lord changed, when he de-
veloped into a prince or king, the function of his court Jew changed too. The
Jews, being an alien element, without much interest in such changes in their
environment, were usually the last to become aware of their heightened
status. As far as they were concerned, they went on handling private busi-
ness, and their loyalty remained a personal affair unrelated to political con-
siderations. Loyalty meant honesty; it did not mean taking sides in a con-
flict or remaining true for political reasons. To buy up provisions, to clothe
and feed an army, to lend currency for the hiring of mercenaries, meant
simply an interest in the well-being of a business partner.

This kind of relationship between Jews and aristocracy was the only one
that ever tied a Jewish group to another stratum in society. After it dis-
appeared in the early nineteenth century, it was never replaced. Its only
remnant for the Jews was a penchant for aristocratic titles (especially in
Austria and France), and for the non-Jews a brand of liberal antisemitism
which lumped Jews and nobility together and pretended that they were in
some kind of financial alliance against the rising bourgeoisie. Such argu-
mentation, current in Prussia and France, had a certain amount of plausibility
as long as there was no general emancipation of the Jews. The privileges
of the court Jews had indeed an obvious similarity to the rights and liberties
of the nobility, and it was true that the Jews were as much afraid of losing
their privileges and used the same arguments against equality as members of
the aristocracy. The plausibility became even greater in the eighteenth cen-
tury when most privileged Jews were given minor titles, and at the opening
of the nineteenth century when wealthy Jews who had lost their ties with
the Jewish communities looked for new social status and began to model
themselves on the aristocracy. But all this was of little consequence, first
because it was quite obvious that the nobility was on the decline and that
the Jews, on the contrary, were continually gaining in status, and also be-
cause the aristocracy itself, especially in Prussia, happened to become the
first class that produced an antisemitic ideology.

The Jews had been the purveyors in wars and the servants of kings, but
they did not and were not expected to engage in the conflicts themselves.
When these conflicts enlarged into national wars, they still remained an in-
ternational element whose importance and usefulness lay precisely in their
not being bound to any national cause. No longer state bankers and pur-
veyors in wars (the last war financed by a Jew was the Prussian-Austrian
war of 1866, when Bleichroeder helped Bismarck after the latter had been
refused the necessary credits by the Prussian Parliament), the Jews had
become the financial advisers and assistants in peace treaties and, in a less
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organized and more indefinite way, the providers of news. The last peace
treaties drawn up without Jewish assistance were those of the Congress of
Vienna, between the continental powers and France. Bleichroeder’s role in
the peace negotiations between Germany and France in 1871 was already
more significant than his help in war,’s and he rendered even more impor-
tant services in the late seventies when, through his connections with the
Rothschilds, he provided Bismarck with an indirect news channel to Ben-
jamin Disraeli. The peace treaties of Versailles were the last in which Jews
played a prominent role as advisers, The last Jew who owed his prominence
on the national scene to his international Jewish connection was Walter
Rathenau, the ill-fated foreign minister of the Weimar Republic. He paid
with his life for having (as one of his colleagues put it after his death)
donated his prestige in the international world of finance and the support
of Jews everywhere in the world 1* to the ministers of the new Republic,
who were completely unknown on the international scene.

That antisemitic governments would not use Jews for the business of war
and peace is obvious. But the elimination of Jews from the international
scene had a more general and deeper significance than antisemitism. Just
because the Jews had been used as a non-national element, they could be
of value in war and peace only as long as during the war everybody tried
consciously to keep the possibilities of peace intact, only as long as every-
body’s aim was a peace of compromise and the re-establishment of a modus
vivendi. As soon as “victory or death” became a determining policy, and
war actually aimed at the complete annihilation of the enemy, the Jews
could no longer be of any use. This policy spelled destruction of their
collective existence in any case, although the disappearance from the political
scene and even extinction of a specific group-life would by no means neces-
sarily have led to their physical extermination. The frequently repeated
argument, however, that the Jews would have become Nazis as easily as their
German fellow-citizens if only they had been permitted to join the move-
ment, just as they had enlisted in Italy’s Fascist party before Italian Fascism
introduced race legislation, is only half true. It is true only with respect to
the psychology of individual Jews, which of course did not greatly differ
from the psychology of their environment. It is patently false in a historical
sense. Nazism, even without antisemitism, would have been the deathblow
to the existence of the Jewish people in Europe; to consent to it would have

18 According to an anecdote, faithfully reported by all his biographers, Bismarck
said immediately after the French defeat in 1871: “First of all, Bleichroeder has got
to go to Paris, to get together with his fellow Jews and to talk it (the five billion
francs for reparations) over with the bankers.” (See Otto Joehlinger, Bismarck und
die Juden, Berlin, 1921.)

14 See Walter Frank, “Walter Rathenau und die blonde Rasse,” in Forschungen zur
Judenfrage, Band IV, 1940. Frank, in spite of his official position under the Nazis,
remained somewhat careful about his sources and methods. In this article be quotes
from the obituaries on Rathenau in the Israelitisches Familienblatt (Hamburg, July 6,
1922), Die Zeit, (June, 1922) and Berliner Tageblatt (May 31, 1922).
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meant suicide, not necessarily for individuals of Jewish origin, but for the
Jews as a people.

To the first contradiction, which determined the destiny of European
Jewry during the last centuries, that is, the contradiction between equality
and privilege (rather of equality granted in the form and for the purpose
of privilege) must be added a second contradiction: the Jews, the only non-
national European people, were threatened more than any other by the
sudden collapse of the system of nation-states. This situation is less para-
doxical than it may appear at first glance. Representatives of the nation,
whether Jacobins from Robespierre to Clemenceau, or representatives of
Central European reactionary governments from Metternich to Bismarck,
had one thing in common: they were all sincerely concerned with the “bal-
ance of power” in Europe. They tried, of course, to shift this balance to the
advantage of their respective countries, but they never dreamed of seizing a
monopoly over the continent or of annihilating their neighbors completely.
The Jews could not only be used in the interest of this precarious balance,
they even became a kind of symbol of the common interest of the Euro-
pean nations.

It is therefore more than accidental that the catastrophic defeats of the
peoples of Europe began with the catastrophe of the Jewish people. It was
particularly easy to begin the dissolution of the precarious European balance
of power with the elimination of the Jews, and particularly difficult to under-
stand that more was involved in this elimination than an unusually cruel
nationalism or an ill-timed revival of “old prejudices.” When the catastrophe
came, the fate of the Jewish people was considered a “special case” whose
history follows exceptional laws, and whose destiny was therefore of no
general relevance. This breakdown of European solidarity was at once re-
flected in the breakdown of Jewish solidarity all over Europe. When the
persecution of German Jews began, Jews of other European countries dis-
covered that German Jews constituted an exception whose fate could bear
no resemblance to their own. Similarly, the collapse of German Jewry was
preceded by its split into innumerable factions, each of which believed and
hoped that its basic human rights would be protected by special privileges—
the privilege of having been a veteran of World War I, the child of a veteran,
the proud son of a father killed in action. It looked as though the annihila-
tion of all individuals of Jewish origin was being preceded by the bloodless
destruction and self-dissolution of the Jewish people, as though the Jewish
people had owed its existence exclusively to other peoples and their hatred.

It is still one of the most moving aspects of Jewish history that the Jews’
active entry into European history was caused by their being an inter-
European, non-national element in a world of growing or existing nations.
That this role proved more lasting and more essential than their function as
state bankers is one of the material reasons for the new modern type of
Jewish productivity in the arts and sciences. It is not without historical
justice that their downfall coincided with the ruin of a system and a political
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body which, whatever its other defects, had needed and could tolerate a
purely European element.

The grandeur of this consistently European existence should not be for-
gotten because of the many undoubtedly less attractive aspects of Jewish
history during the last centuries. The few European authors who have been
aware of this aspect of the “Jewish question” had no special sympathies for
the Jews, but an unbiased estimate of the whole European situation. Among
them was Diderot, the only eighteenth-century French philosopher who
was not hostile to the Jews and who recognized in them a useful link be-
tween Europeans of different nationalities; Wilhelm von Humboldt who,
witnessing their emancipation through the French Revolution, remarked
that the Jews would lose their universality when they were changed into
Frenchmen; 1% and finally Friedrich Nietzsche, who out of disgust with
Bismarck’s German Reich coined the word “good European,” which made
possible his correct estimate of the significant role of the Jews in European
history, and saved him from falling into the pitfalls of cheap philosemitism
or patronizing “progressive” attitudes.

This evaluation, though quite correct in the description of a surface
phenomenon, overlooks the most serious paradox embodied in the curious
political history of the Jews. Of all European peoples, the Jews had been
the only one without a state of their own and had been, precisely for this
reason, so eager and so suitable for alliances with governments and states
as such, no matter what these governments or states might represent. On
the other hand, the Jews had no political tradition or experience, and were
as little aware of the tension between society and state as they were of the
obvious risks and power-possibilities of their new role. What little knowledge
or traditional practice they brought to politics had its source first in the
Roman Empire, where they had been protected, so to speak, by the Roman
soldier, and later, in the Middle Ages, when they sought and received pro-
tection against the population and the local rulers from remote monarchical
and Church authorities. From these experiences, they had somehow drawn
the conclusion that authority, and especially high authority, was favorable
to them and that lower officials, and especially the common people, were
dangerous. This prejudice, which expressed a definite historical truth but
no longer corresponded to new circumstances, was as deeply rooted in and
as unconsciously shared by the vast majority of Jews as corresponding
prejudices about Jews were commonly accepted by Gentiles.

The history of the relationship between Jews and governments is rich in
examples of how quickly Jewish bankers switched their allegiance from one

15 Wilhelm von Humboldt, Tagebiicher, ed. by Leitzmann, Berlin, 1916-1918, 1,
475.—The article “Juif” of the Encyclopédie, 1751-1765, Val. 1X, which was prob-
ably written by Diderot: “Thus dispersed in our time . . . [the Jews] have become
instruments of communication between the most distant countries. They are like the

cogs z’a‘nd nails needed in a great building in order to join and hold together all other
parts,
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government to the next even after revolutionary changes. It tock the French
Rothschilds in 1848 hardly twenty-four hours to transfer their services from
the government of Louis Philippe to the new short-lived French Republic
and again to Napoleon III. The same process repeated itself, at a slightly
slower pace, after the downfall of the Second Empire and the establishment
of the Third Republic. In Germany this sudden and easy change was sym-
bolized, after the revolution of 1918, in the financial policies of the War-
burgs on one hand and the shifting political ambitions of Walter Rathenau
on the other.*®

More is involved in this type of behavior than the simple bourgeois pat-
tern which always assumes that nothing succeeds like success.*” Had the
Jews been bourgeois in the ordinary sense of the word, they might have
gauged correctly the tremendous power-possibilities of their new functions,
and at least have tried to play that fictitious role of a secret world power
which makes and unmakes governments, which antisemites assigned to them
anyway. Nothing, however, could be farther from the truth. The Jews,
without knowledge of or interest in power, never thought of exercising
more than mild pressure for minor purposes of self-defense. This lack of
ambition was later sharply resented by the more assimilated sons of Jewish
bankers and businessmen. While some of them dreamed, like Disraeli, of a
secret Jewish society to which they might belong and which never existed,
others, like Rathenau, who happened to be better informed, indulged in
half-antisemitic tirades against the wealthy traders who had neither power
nor social status,

This innocence has never been quite understood by non-Jewish statesmen
or historians. On the other hand, their detachment from power was so much
taken for granted by Jewish representatives or writers that they hardly ever
mentioned it except to express their surprise at the absurd suspicions leveled
against them. In the memoirs of statesmen of the last century many remarks
occur to the effect that there won’t be a war because Rothschild in London
or Paris or Vienna does not want it. Even so sober and reliable a historian
as J. A. Hobson could state as late as 1905: “Does any one seriously sup-
pose that a great war could be undertaken by any European state, or a great
state loan subscribed, if the House of Rothschild and its connexions set their
face against it?” 2 This misjudgment is as amusing in its naive assumption

18 Walter Rathenan, foreign minister of the Weimar Republic in 1921 and one
of the outstanding representatives of Germany's new will to democracy, had pro-
claimed as late as 1917 his “deep monarchical convictions,” according to which only
an “anointed” and no “upstart of a lucky career” should lead a country. See Von
kommenden Dingen, 1917, p. 247.

17 This bourgeois pattern, however, should not be forgotten. If it were only a
matter of individual motives and behavior patterns, the methods of the house of
Rothschild certainly did not differ much from those of their Gentile colleagues. For

instance, Napoleon’s banker, Quvrard, after having provided the financial means for

Napoleon’s hundred days’ war, immediately offered his services to the returning
Bourbons.

18 J. H. Hobson, Imperialism, 1905, p. 57 of unrevised 1938 edition.
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that everyone is like oneself, as Metternich’s sincere belief that “the house
of Rothschild played a greater role in France than any foreign government,”
or his confident prediction to the Viennese Rothschilds shortly before the
Austrian revolution in 1848: “If I should go to the dogs, you would go
with me.” The truth of that matter was that the Rothschilds had as little
political idea as other Jewish bankers of what they wanted to carry out in
France, to say nothing of a well-defined purpose which would even remotely
suggest a war. On the contrary, like their fellow Jews they never allied
themselves with any specific government, but rather with governments, with
authority as such. If at this time and later they showed a marked preference
for monarchical governments as against republics, it was only because they
rightly suspected that republics were based to a greater extent on the will
of the people, which they instinctively mistrusted.

How deep the Jews’ faith in the state was, and how fantastic their ignorance
of actual conditions in Europe, came to light in the last years of the Weimar
Republic when, already reasonably frightened about the future, the Jews
for once tried their hand in politics. With the help of a few non-Jews, they
then founded that middle-class party which they called “State-party”
(Staatspartei), the very name a contradiction in terms. They were so naively
convinced that their “party,” supposedly representing them in political and
social struggle, ought to be the state itself, that the whole relationship of
the party to the state never dawned upon them. If anybody had bothered to
take seriously this party of respectable and bewildered gentlemen, he could
only have concluded that loyalty at any price was a fagade behind which
sinister forces plotted to take over the state.

Just as the Jews ignored completely the growing tension between state and
society, they were also the last to be aware that circumstances had forced
them into the center of the conflict. They therefore never knew how to
evaluate antisemitism, or rather never recognized the moment when social
discrimination changed into a political argument. For more than a hundred
years, antisemitismn had slowly and gradually made its way into almost all
social strata in almost all European countries until it emerged suddenly
as the one issue upon which an almost unified opinion could be achieved.
The law according to which this process developed was simple: each class
of society which came into a conflict with the state as such became anti-
semitic because the only social group which seemed to represent the state
were the Jews. And the only class which proved almost immune from anti-
semitic propaganda were the workers who, absorbed in the class struggle
and equipped with a Marxist explanation of history, never came into direct
conflict with the state but only with another class of society, the bourgeoisie,
which the Jews certainly did not represent, and of which they were never a
significant part.

The political emancipation of the Jews at the turn of the eighteenth
century in some countries, and its discussion in the rest of Central and
Western Europe, resulted first of all in a decisive change in their attitude
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toward the state, which was somehow symbolized in the rise of the house of
Rothschild. The new policy of these court Jews, who were the first to become
full-fledged state bankers, came to light when they were no longer content
to serve one particular prince or government through their international
relationships with court Jews of other countries, but decided to establish
themselves internationally and serve simultaneously and concurrently the
governments in Germany, France, Great Britain, Italy and Austria. To a
large extent, this unprecedented course was a reaction of the Rothschilds
to the dangers of real emancipation, which, together with equality, threat-
ened to nationalize the Jewries of the respective countries, and to destroy
the very inter-European advantages on which the position of Jewish bankers
had rested. Old Meyer Amschel Rothschild, the founder of the house, must
have recognized that the inter-European status of Jews was no longer secure
and that he had better try to realize this unique international position in his
own family. The establishment of his five sons in the five financial capitals
of Europe—Frankfurt, Paris, London, Naples and Vienna—was his ingeni-
ous way out of the embarrassing emancipation of the Jews.2®

The Rothschilds had entered upon their spectacular career as the financial
servants of the Kurfiirst of Hessen, one of the outstanding moneylenders of
his time, who taught them business practice and provided them with many
of their customers. Their great advantage was that they lived in Frankfurt,
the only great urban center from which Jews had never been expelled and
where they formed nearly 10 per cent of the city’s population at the begin-
ning of the nineteenth century. The Rothschilds started as court Jews without
being under the jurisdiction of either a prince or the Free City, but directly
under the authority of the distant Emperor in Vienna. They thus combined
all the advantages of the Jewish status in the Middle Ages with those of
their own times, and were much less dependent upon nobility or other local
authorities than any of their fellow court Jews. The later financial activities
of the house, the tremendous fortune they amassed, and their even greater
symbolic fame since the early nineteenth century, are sufficiently well known.2¢
They entered the scene of big business during the last years of the Napoleonic
wars when—from 1811 to 1816—almost half the English subventions to
the Continental powers went through their hands. When after the defeat
of Napoleon the Continent needed great government loans everywhere for
the reorganization of its state machines and the erection of financial struc-
tures on the model of the Bank of England, the Rothschilds enjoyed almost a
monopoly in the handling of state loans. This lasted for three generations

19 How well the Rothschilds knew the sources of their strength is shown in their
early house law according to which daughters and their husbands were eliminated
from the business of the house. The girls were allowed, and after 1871, even en-
couraged, to marry into the non-Jewish aristocracy; the male descendants had to
marry Jewish girls exclusively, and if possible (in the first generation this was gen-
erally the case) members of the family.

20 See especially Egon Cesar Conte Corti, The Rise of the House of Rothschild,
New York, 1927,
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during which they succeeded in defeating all Jewish and non-Jewish com-
petitors in the field. “The House of Rothschild became,” as Capefigue put
it,21 “the chief treasurer of the Holy Alliance.”

The international establishment of the house of Rothschild and its sudden
rise above all other Jewish bankers changed the whole structure of Jewish
state business. Gone was the accidental development, unplanned and un-
organized, when individual Jews shrewd enough to take advantage of a
unique opportunity frequently rose to the heights of great wealth and fell
to the depths of poverty in one man’s lifetime; when such a fate hardly
touched the destinies of the Jewish people as a whole except insofar as
such Jews sometimes had acted as protectors and petitioners for distant
communities; when, no matter how numerous the wealthy moneylenders or
how influential the individual court Jews, there was no sign of the develop-
ment of a well-defined Jewish group which collectively enjoyed specific
privileges and rendered specific services. It was precisely the Rothschilds’
monopoly on the issuance of government loans which made it possible and
necessary to draw on Jewish capital at large, to direct a great percentage of
Jewish wealth into the channels of state business, and which thereby pro-
vided the natural basis for a new inter-European cohesiveness of Central
and Western European Jewry. What in the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries had been an unorganized connection among individual Jews of
different countries, now became the more systematic disposition of these
scattered opportunities by a single firm, physically present in all important
European capitals, in constant contact with all sections of the Jewish people,
and in complete possession of all pertinent information and all opportunities
for organization.??

The exclusive position of the house of Rothschild in the Jewish world
replaced to a certain extent the old bonds of religious and spiritual tradition
whose gradual loosening under the impact of Western culture for the first
time threatened the very existence of the Jewish people. To the outer
world, this one family also became a symbol of the working reality of Jew-
ish internationalism in a world of nation-states and nationally organized
peoples. Where, indeed, was there better proof of the fantastic concept of
a Jewish world government than in this one family, nationals of five different
countries, prominent everywhere, in close co-operation with at least three
different governments (the French, the Austrian, and the British), whose
frequent conflicts never for a moment shook the solidarity of interest of
their state bankers? No propaganda could have created a symbol more
effective for political purposes than the reality itself.

The popular notion that the Jews—in contrast to other peoples—were
tied together by the supposedly closer bonds of blood and family ties, was
to a large extent stimulated by the reality of this one family, which virtually

21 Capefigue, op. cit.

22 It has never been possible to ascertain the extent to which the Rothschilds used

Jewish capital for their own business transactions and how far their control of Jew-
ish bankers went. The family has never permitted a scholar to work in its archives.



28 ANTISEMITISM

represented the whole economic and political significance of the Jewish
people. The fateful consequence was that when, for reasons which had
nothing to do with the Jewish question, race problems came to the fore-
ground of the political scene, the Jews at once fitted all ideologies and
doctrines which defined a people by blood ties and family characteristics.

Yet another, less accidental, fact accounts for this image of the Jewish
people. In the preservation of the Jewish people the family had played a far
greater role than in any Western political or social body except the nobility.
Family ties were among the most potent and stubborn elements with which
the Jewish people resisted assimilation and dissolution. Just as declining
European nobility strengthened its marriage and house laws, so Western
Jewry became all the more family-conscious in the centuries of their spiritual
and religious dissolution. Without the old hope for Messianic redemption
and the firm ground of traditional folkways, Western Jewry became over-
conscious of the fact that their survival had been achieved in an alien and
often hostile environment. They began to look upon the inner family circle as
a kind of last fortress and to behave toward members of their own group
as though they were members of a big family. In other words, the anti-
semitic picture of the Jewish people as a family closely knit by blood ties
had something in common with the Jews’ own picture of themselves.

This situation was an important factor in the early rise and continuous
growth of antisemitism in the nineteenth century. Which group of people
would turn antisemitic in a given country at a given historical moment de-
pended exclusively upon general circumstances which made them ready for
a violent antagonism to their government. But the remarkable similarity of
arguments and images which time and again were spontaneously reproduced
have an intimate relationship with the truth they distort. We find the Jews
always represented as an international trade organization, a world-wide
family concern with identical interests everywhere, a secret force behind
the throne which degrades all visible governments into mere fagade, or into
marijonettes whose strings are manipulated from behind the scenes. Because
of their close relationship to state sources of power, the Jews were invariably
identified with power, and because of their aloofness from society and con-
centration upon the closed circle of the family, they were invariably sus-
pected of working for the destruction of all social structures.

1u: Early Antisemitism

IT 1S an obvious, if frequently forgotten, rule that anti-Jewish feeling ac-
quires political relevance only when it can combine with a major political
issue, or when Jewish group interests come into open conflict with those
of a major class in society. Modern antisemitism, as we know it from
Central and Western European countries, had political rather than eco-
nomic causes, while complicated class conditions produced the violent
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popular hatred of Jews in Poland and Rumania. There, due to the inability
of the governments to solve the land question and give the nation-state
a minimum of equality through liberation of the peasants, the feudal
aristocracy succeeded not only in maintaining its political dominance but
also in preventing the rise of a normal middle class. The Jews of these
countries, strong in number and weak in every other respect, seemingly
fulfilled some of the functions of the middle class, because they were mostly
shopkeepers and traders and because as a group they stood between the big
landowners and the propertyless classes. Small property holders, however,
can exist as well in a feudal as in a capitalist economy, The Jews, here as
elsewhere, were unable or unwilling to develop along industrial capitalist
lines, so that the net result of their activities was a scattered, inefficient
organization of consumption without an adequate system of production.
The Jewish positions were an obstacle for a normal capitalistic development
because they looked as though they were the only ones from which economic
advancement might be expected without being capable of fulfilling this ex-
pectation. Because of their appearance, Jewish interests were felt to be in
conflict with those sections of the population from which a middle class
could normally have developed. The governments, on the other hand, tried
halfheartedly to encourage a middle class without liquidating the nobility
and big landowners. Their only serious attempt was economic liquidation
of the Jews—partly as a concession to public opinion, and partly because
the Jews were actually still a part of the old feudal order. For centuries
they had been middlemen between the nobility and peasantry; now they
formed a middle class without fulfilling its productive functions and were
indeed one of the elements that stood in the way of industrialization and
capitalization.?® These Eastern European conditions, however, although
they constituted the essence of the Jewish mass question, are of little im-
portance in our context. Their political significance was limited to backward
countries where the ubiquitous hatred of Jews made it almost useless as a
weapon for specific purposes.

Antisemitism first flared up in Prussia immediately after the defeat by
Napoleon in 1807, when the “Reformers” changed the political structure
s0 that the nobility lost its privileges and the middle classes won their free-
dom to develop. This reform, a “revolution from above,” changed the
haif-feudal structure of Prussia’s enlightened despotism into a more or less
modern nation-state whose final stage was the German Reich of 1871.

Although a majority of the Berlin bankers of the time were Jews, the
Prussian reforms did not require any considerable financial help from them.
The outspoken sympathies of the Prussian reformers, their advocacy of
Jewish emancipation, was the consequence of the new equality of all citizens,
the abolition of privilege, and the introduction of free trade. They were not
interested in the preservation of Jews as Jews for special purposes. Their

28 James Parkes, The Emergence of the Jewish Problem, 1878-1939, 1946, discusses
these conditions briefly and without bias in chapters iv and vi.
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reply to the argument that under conditions of equality “the Jews might
cease to exist” would always have been: “Let them. How does this matter
to a government which asks only that they become good citizens?” 2¢ Emanci-
pation, moreover, was relatively inoffensive, for Prussia had just lost the
eastern provinces which had a large and poor Jewish population. The
emancipation decree of 1812 concerned only those wealthy and useful
Jewish groups who were already privileged with most civic rights and who,
through the general abolition of privileges, would have suffered a severe loss
in civil status. For these groups, emancipation meant not much more than
a general legal affirmation of the status quo.

But the sympathies of the Prussian reformers for the Jews were more than
the logical consequence of their general political aspirations. When, almost
a decade later and in the midst of rising antisemitism, Wilhelm von Hum-
boldt declared: “I love the Jews really only en masse; en détail I rather avoid
them,” 2° he stood of course in open opposition to the prevailing fashion,
which favored individual Yews and despised the Jewish people. A true
democrat, he wanted to liberate an oppressed people and not bestow privi-
leges upon individuals. But this view was also in the tradition of the old
Prussian government officials, whose consistent insistence throughout the
eighteenth century upon better conditions and improved education for
Jews have frequently been recognized. Their support was not motivated by
€conomic or state reasons alone, but by a natural sympathy for the only
social group that also stood outside the social body and within the sphere
of the state, albeit for entirely different reasons. The education of a civil
service whose loyalty belonged to the state and was independent of change
in government, and which had severed its class ties, was one of the out-
standing achievements of the old Prussian state. These officials were a de-
cisive group in eighteenth-century Prussia, and the actual predecessors of
the Reformers; they remained the backbone of the state machine all through
the nineteenth century, although they lost much of their influence to the
aristocracy after the Congress of Vienna.?®

Through the attitude of the Reformers and especially through the emanci-
pation edict of 1812, the special interests of the state in the Jews became
manifest in a curious way. The old frank recognition of their usefulness as
Jews (Frederick II of Prussia exclaimed, when he heard of possible mass-
conversion: “I hope they won’t do such a devilish thing!”) 2* was gone.
Emancipation was granted in the name of a principle, and any allusion to

24 Christian Wilhelm Dohm, Uber die biirgerliche Verbesserung der Juden, Berlin
and Stettin, 1781, I, 174.

25 Wilhelm und Caroline von Humboldt in ihren Briefen, Berlin, 1900, V, 236.

2¢ For an excellent description of these civil servants who were not essentially
different in different countries, see Henri Pirenne, 4 History of Europe from the In-
vasions to the XVI Century, London, 1939, pp. 361-362: “Without class prejudices
and hostile to the privileges of the great nobles who despised them, . . . it was not
the King who spoke through them, but the anonymous monarchy, superior to all,
subduing all to its power.”

27 S¢e Kleines Jahrbuch des Niitzlichen und Angenehmen fiir Israeliten, 1847.
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special Jewish services would have been sacrilege, according to the mentality
of the time. The special conditions which had led to emancipation, though
well known to everybody concerned, were now hidden as if they were a
great and terrible secret. The edict itself, on the other hand, was conceived
as the last and, in a sense, the most shining achievement of change from a
feudal state into a nation-state and a society where henceforth there would
be no special privileges whatsoever.

Among the naturally bitter reactions of the aristocracy, the class that was
hardest hit, was a sudden and unexpected outburst of antisemitism. Its most
articulate spokesman, Ludwig von der Marwitz (prominent among the
founders of a conservative ideology), submitted a lengthy petition to the
government in which he said that the Jews would now be the only group
enjoying special advantages, and spoke of the “transformation of the old
awe-inspiring Prussian monarchy into a new-fangled Jew-state.” The political
attack was accompanied by a social boycott which changed the face of
Berlin society almost overnight. For aristocrats had been among the first
to establish friendly social relationship with Jews and had made famous
those salons of Jewish hostesses at the turn of the century, where a truly
mixed society gathered for a brief time. To a certain extent, it is true, this
lack of prejudice was the result of the services rendered by the Jewish
moneylender who for centuries had been excluded from all greater business
transactions and found his only opportunity in the economically un-
productive and insignificant but socially important loans to people who had
a tendency to live beyond their means. Nevertheless, it is remarkable that
social relationships survived when the absolute monarchies with their greater
financial possibilities had made the private loan business and the individual
small court Jew a thing of the past. A nobleman’s natural resentment against
losing a valuable source of help in emergencies made him want to marry
a Jewish girl with a rich father rather than hate the Jewish people.

Nor was the outburst of aristocratic antisemitism the result of a closer
contact between Jews and nobility. On the contrary, they had in common
an instinctive opposition to the new values of the middle classes, and one
that sprang from very similar sources. In Jewish as well as in noble families,
the individual was regarded first of all as a member of a family; his duties
were first of all determined by the family which transcended the life and
importance of the individual. Both were a-national and inter-European,
and each understood the other’s way of life in which national allegiance
was secondary to loyalty to a family which more often than not was scattered
all over Europe. They shared a conception that the present is nothing more
than an insignificant link in the chain of past and future generations. Anti-
Jewish liberal writers did not fail to point out this curious similarity of prin-
ciples, and they concluded that perhaps one could get rid of nobility only by
first getting rid of the Jews, and this not because of their financial connections
but because both were considered to be a hindrance to the true development
of that “innate personality,” that ideology of self-respect, which the liberal
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middle classes employed in their fight against the concepts of birth, family,
and heritage.

These pro-Jewish factors make it all the more significant that the aristo-
crats started the long line of antisemitic political argumentation. Neither
economic ties nor social intimacy carried any weight in a situation where
aristocracy openly opposed the egalitarian nation-state. Socially, the attack
on the state identified the Jews with the government; despite the fact that the
middle classes, economically and socially, reaped the real gains in the
reforms, politically they were hardly blamed and suffered the old contemptu-
ous aloofness.

After the Congress of Vienna, when during the long decades of peaceful
reaction under the Holy Alliance, Prussian nobility had won back much of
its influence on the state and temporarily become even more prominent than
it had ever been in the eighteenth century, aristocratic antisemitism changed
at once into mild discrimination without further political significance.?® At
the same time, with the help of the romantic intellectuals, conservatism
reached its full development as one of the political ideologies which in Ger-
many adopted a very characteristic and ingeniously equivocal attitude toward
the Jews. From then on the nation-state, equipped with conservative argu-
ments, drew a distinct line between Jews who were needed and wanted and
those who were not. Under the pretext of the essential Christian character
of the state—what could have been more alien to the enlightened despots!—
the growing Jewish intelligentsia could be openly discriminated against with-
out harming the affairs of bankers and businessmen. This kind of discrimina-
tion which tried to close the universities to Jews by excluding them from
the civil services had the double advantage of indicating that the nation-state
valued special services higher than equality, and of preventing, or at least
postponing, the birth of a new group of Jews who were of no apparent use
to the state and even likely to be assimilated into society.?® When, in the
cighties, Bismarck went to considerable trouble to protect the Jews against
Stoecker’s antisemitic propaganda, he said expressis verbis that he wanted
to protest only against the attacks upon “moneyed Jewry . .. whose
interests are tied to the conservation of our state institutions” and thac his
friend Bleichroeder, the Prussian banker, did not complain about attacks on .
Jews in general (which he might have overlooked) but on rich Jews.?

28 When the Prussian Government submitted a new emancipation law to the
Vereinigte Landtage in 1847, nearly all members of the high aristocracy favored
complete Jewish emancipation, See 1. Elbogen, Geschichte der Juden in Deutschland,
Berlin, 1935, p. 244,

29 This was the reason why Prussian kings were so very much concerned with
the strictest conservation of Jewish customs and religious rituals. In 1823 Frederick
William I prohibited “the slightest renovations,” and his successor, Frederick Wil-
liam IV, openly declared that “the state must not do anything which could further an
amalgamation between the Jews and the other inhabitants” of his kingdom. Elbogen,
op. cit., pp. 223, 234.

80 In a letter to Kultusminister v. Puttkammer in October, 1880. See also Herbert
von Bismarck’s letter of November, 1880, to Tiedemann. Both letters in Walter
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The seeming equivocation with which government officials on the one
hand protested against equality (especially professional equality) for the
Jews, or complained somewhat later about Jewish influence in the press
and yet, on the other, sincerely “wished them well in every respect,” 3t was
much more suited to the interests of the state than the earlier zeal of the
reformer. After all, the Congress of Vienna had returned to Prussia the
provinces in which the poor Jewish masses had lived for centuries, and
nobody but a few intellectuals who dreamed of the French Revolution and
the Rights of Man had ever thought of giving them the same status as their
wealthy brethren—who certainly were the last to clamor for an equality by
which they could only lose.?2 They knew as well as anybody else that “every
legal or political measure for the emancipation of the Jews must necessarily
lead to a deterioration of their civic and social situation.” 22 And they knew
better than anybody else how much their power depended upon their posi-
tion and prestige within the Jewish communities. So they could hardly adopt
any other policy but to “endeavor to get more influence for themselves,
and keep their fellow Jews in their national isolation, pretending that this
separation is part of their religion. Why? . . . Because the others should
depend upon them even more, so that they, as unsere Leute, could be used
exclusively by those in power.” 3 And it did turn out that in the twentieth
century, when emancipation was for the first time an accomplished fact for
the Jewish masses, the power of the privileged Jews had disappeared.

Thus a perfect harmony of interests was established between the powerful
Jews and the state. Rich Jews wanted and obtained control over their fellow
Jews and segregation from non-Jewish society; the state could combine a
policy of benevolence toward rich Jews with legal discrimination against
the Jewish intelligentsia and furtherance of social segregation, as expressed
in the conservative theory of the Christian essence of the state.

While antisemitism among the nobility remained without political conse-
quence and subsided quickly in the decades of the Holy Alliance, liberals

Frank, Hofprediger Adolf Stoecker und die christlich-soziale Bewegung, 1928, pp.
304, 305.

81 August Varnhagen comments on a remark made by Frederick William IV. “The
king was asked what he intended to do with the Jews. He replied: ‘I wish them well in
every respect, but I want them to feel that they are Jews.’ These words provide
a key to many things.” Tagebiicher, Leipzig, 1861, 11, 113,

32 That Jewish emancipation would bave to be carried out against the desires of
Jewish representatives was common knowledge in the eighteenth century. Mirabeau
argued before the Assemblée Nationale in 1789: “Gentlemen, is it because the Jews
don’t want to be citizens that you don’t proclaim them citizens? In a government like
the one you now establish, all men must be men; you must expel all those who are
not or who refuse to become men.” The attitude of German Jews in the early nine-
teenth century is reported by J. M. Jost, Neuere Geschichte der Israeliten. 1815-1845,
Berlin, 1846, Band 10.

33 Adam Mueller (see Ausgewéihite Abhandlungen, ed. by J. Baxa, Jena, 1921,
p. 215) in a letter to Metternich in 1815,

8¢ H. E. G. Paulus, Die jidische Nationalabsonderung nach Ursprung, Folgen und
Besserungsmitteln, 1831,
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and radical intellectuals inspired and led a new movement immediately after
the Congress of Vienna. Liberal opposition to Metternich’s police regime
on the continent and bitter attacks on the reactionary Prussian government
lIed quickly to antisemitic outbursts and a veritable flood of anti-Jewish
pamphlets. Precisely because they were much less candid and outspoken
in their opposition to the government than the nobleman Marwitz had
been a decade before, they attacked the Jews more than the government.
Concerned mainly with equal opportunity and resenting most of all the re-
vival of aristocratic privileges which limited their admission to the public
services, they introduced into the discussion the distinction between indi-
vidual Jews, “our brethren,” and Jewry as a group, a distinction which
from then on was to become the trademark of leftist antisemitism. Although
they did not fully understand why and how the government, in its enforced
independence from society, preserved and protected the Jews as a separate
group, they knew well enough that some political connection existed and
that the Jewish question was more than a problem of individual Jews and
human tolerance. They coined the new nationalist phrases “state within the
state,” and “nation within the nation.” Certainly wrong in the first instance,
because the Jews had no political ambitions of their own and were merely
the only social group that was unconditionally loyal to the state, they were
half right in the second, because the Jews, taken as a social and not as a
political body, actually did form a separate group within the nation.?

In Prussia, though not in Austria or in France, this radical antisemitism
was almost as short-lived and inconsequential as the earlier antisemitism of
nobility. The radicals were more and more absorbed by the liberalism of
the economically rising middle classes, which all over Germany some twenty
years later clamored in their diets for Jewish emancipation and for realiza-
tion of political equality. It established, however, a certain theoretical and
even literary tradition whose influence can be recognized in the famous anti-
Jewish writings of the young Marx, who so frequently and unjustly has been
accused of antisemitism. That the Jew, Karl Marx, could write the same way
these anti-Jewish radicals did is only proof of how little this kind of anti-
Jewish argument had in common with full-fledged antisemitism. Marx as
an individual Jew was as little embarrassed by these arguments against
“Jewry” as, for instance, Nietzsche was by his arguments against Germany.
Marx, it is true, in his later years never wrote or uttered an opinion on the
Jewish question; but this is hardly due to any fundamental change of mind.
His exclusive preoccupation with class struggle as a phenomenon inside
society, with the problems of capitalist production in which Jews were not
involved as either buyers or sellers of labor, and his utter neglect of political
questions, automatically prevented his further inspection of the state struc-
ture, and thereby of the role of the Jews. The strong influence of Marxism
on the labor movement in Germany is among the chief reasons why German

85 For a clear and reliable account of German antisemitism in the nineteenth

century see Waldemar Gurian, “Antisemitism in Modern Germany,” in Essays on
Anti-Semitism, ed. by K. S. Pinson, 1946.
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revolutionary movements showed so few signs of anti-Jewish sentiment.?®
The Jews were indeed of little or no importance for the social struggles of
the time.

The beginnings of the modern antisemitic movement date back every-
where to the last third of the nineteenth century. In Germany, it began
rather unexpectedly once more among the nobility, whose opposition to
the state was again aroused by the transformation of the Prussian monarchy
into a fell-fledged nation-state after 1871, Bismarck, the actual founder of
the German Reich, had maintained ciose relations with Jews ever since he
became Prime Minister; now he was denounced for being dependent upon
and accepting bribes from the Jews. His attempt and partial success in
abolishing most feudal remnants in the government inevitably resulted in
conflict with the aristocracy; in their attack on Bismarck they represented
him as either an innocent victim or a paid agent of Bleichroeder. Actually
the relationship was the very opposite; Bleichroeder was undoubtedly a
highly esteemed and well-paid agent of Bismarck.*?

Feudal aristocracy, however, though stili powerful enough to influence
public opinjon, was in itself neither strong nor important enough to start a
real antisemitic movement like the one that began in the eighties. Their
spokesman, Court Chaplain Stoecker, himself a son of lower middle-class
parents, was a much less gifted representative of conservative interests than
his predecessors, the romantic intellectnals who had formulated the main
tenets of a conservative ideology some fifty years earlier. Moreover, he dis-
covered the usefulness of antisemitic propaganda not through practical or
theoretical considerations but by accident, when he, with the help of a great
demagogic talent, found out it was highly useful for filling otherwise empty
halls. But not only did he fail to understand his own sudden successes; as
court chaplain and employee of both the royal family and the government,
he was hardly in a position to use them properly. His enthusiastic audiences
were composed exclusively of lower middle-class people, small shopkeepers
and tradesmen, artisans and old-fashioned craftsmen. And the anti-Jewish
sentiments of these people were not yet, and certainly not exclusively,
motivated by a conflict with the state.

ni: The First Antisemitic Parties

THE SIMULTANEOUS RISE of antisemitism as a serious political factor in
Germany, Austria, and France in the last twenty years of the nineteenth cen-

86 The only leftist German antisemite of any importance was E. Duehring who,
in a confused way, invented a naturalistic explanation of a “Jewish race” in his
Die Judenfrage als Frage der Rassenschidlichkeit fiir Existenz, Sitte und Cultur der
Volker mit einer weltgeschichtlichen Antwort, 1880.

87 For antisemitic attacks on Bismarck see Kurt Wawrzinek, Die Entstehung der
deutschen Antisemitenparteien. 1873-1890. Historische Studien, Heft 168, 1927.
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tury was preceded by a series of financial scandals and fraudulent affairs
whose main source was an overproduction of ready capital. In France a
majority of Parliament members and an incredible number of government
officials were soon so deeply involved in swindle and bribery that the Third
Republic was never to recover the prestige it lost during the first decades of
its existence; in Austria and Germany the aristocracy was among the most
compromised. In all three countries, Jews acted only as middlemen, and not
a single Jewish house emerged with permanent wealth from the frauds of
the Panama Affair and the Griindungsschwindel.

However, another group of people besides noblemen, government officials,
and Jews were seriously involved in these fantastic investments whose prom-
ised profits were matched by incredible losses. This group consisted mainly
of the lower middle classes, which now suddenly turned antisemitic. They
had been more seriously hust than any of the other groups: they had risked
small savings and had been permanently ruined. There were important
reasons for their gullibility. Capitalist expansion on the domestic scene
tended more and more to liquidate small property-holders, to whom it had
become a question of life or death to increase quickly the little they had,
since they were only too likely to lose all. They were becoming aware that
if they did not succeed in climbing upward into the bourgeoisie, they might
sink down into the proletariat. Decades of general prosperity slowed down
this development so considerably (though it did not change its trend) that
their panic appears rather premature. For the time being, however, the
anxiety of the lower middle classes corresponded exactly to Marx’s predic-
tion of their rapid dissolution.

The lower middle classes, or petty bourgeoisie, were the descendants of
the guilds of artisans and tradesmen who for centuries had been protected
against the hazards of life by a closed system which outlawed competition
and was in the last instance under the protection of the state. They conse-
quently blamed their misfortune upon the Manchester system, which had
exposed them to the hardships of a competitive society and deprived them
of all special protection and privileges granted by public authorities. They
were, therefore, the first to clamor for the “welfare state,” which they ex-
pected not only to shield them against emergencies but to keep them in the
professions and callings they had inherited from their families. Since an out-
standing characteristic of the century of free trade was the access of the
Jews to all professions, it was almost a matter of course to think of the
Jews as the representatives of the “applied system of Manchester carried
out to the extreme,” %8 even though nothing was farther from the truth.

This rather derivative resentment, which we find first in certain conserva-
tive writers who occasionally combined an attack on the bourgeoisie with
an attack on Jews, received a great stimulus when those who had hoped
for belp from the government or gambled on miracles had to accept the

38 Otto Glagau, Der Bankrott des Nationalliberalismus und die Reaktion, Berlin,
1878. The: same author’s Der Boersen- und Gruendungsschwindel, 1876, is one of
the most important antisemitic pamphlets of the time.
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rather dubious help of bankers. To the small shopkeeper the banker ap-
peared to be the same kind of exploiter as the owner of a big industrial
enterprise was to the worker. But while the European workers, from their
own experience and a Marxist education in economics, knew that the capi-
talist filled the double function of exploiting them and giving them the op-
portunity to produce, the small shopkeeper had found nobody to enlighten
him about his social and economic destiny. His predicament was even worse
than the worker’s and on the basis of his experience he considered the
banker a parasite and usurer whom he had to make his silent partner, even
though this banker, in contrast to the manufacturer, had nothing whatsoever
to do with his business. It is not difficult to comprehend that a man who
put his money solely and directly to the use of begetting more money can
be hated more bitterly than the one who gets his profit through a lengthy and
involved process of production. Since at that time nobody asked for credit
if he could possibly belp it—certainly not small tradesmen—bankers looked
like the exploiters not of working power and productive capacity, but of
misfortune and misery.

Many of these bankers were Jews and, even more important, the general
figure of the banker bore definite Jewish traits for historical reasons. Thus
the leftist movement of the lower middle class and the entire propaganda
against banking capital turned more or less antisemitic, a development of
little importance in industrial Germany but of great significance in France
and, to a lesser extent, in Austria. For a while it looked as though the Jews
had indeed for the first time come into direct conflict with another class
without interference from the state. Within the framework of the nation-
state, in which the function of the government was more or less defined by
its ruling position above competing classes, such a clash might even have
been a possible, if dangerous, way to normalize the Jewish position.

To this social-economic element, however, another was quickly added
which in the long run proved to be more ominous. The position of the Jews
as bankers depended not upon loans to small people in distress, but pri-
marily on the issuance of state loans. Petty loans were left to the small fel-
lows, who in this way prepared themselves for the more promising careers
of their wealthier and more honorable brethren. The social resentment of
the lower middle classes against the Jews turned into a highly explosive
political element, because these bitterly hated Jews were thought to be well
on their way to political power. Were they not only too well known for
their relationship with the government in other respects? Social and eco-
nomic hatred, on the other hand, reinforced the political argument with that
driving violence which up to then it had lacked completely.

Friedrich Engels once remarked that the protagonists of the antisemitic
movement of his time were noblemen, and its chorus the howling mob of the
petty bourgeoisie. This is true not only for Germany, but also for Austria’s
Christian Socialism and France’s Anti-Dreyfusards. In all these cases, the
aristocracy, in a desperate last struggle, tried to ally itself with the conserva-
tive forces of the churches—the Catholic Church in Austria and France,
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the Protestant Church in Germany—under the pretext of fighting Iiberalism
with the weapons of Christianity. The mob was only a means to strengthen
their position, to give their voices a greater resonance. Obviously they neither
could nor wanted to organize the mob, and would dismiss it once their aim
was achieved. But they discovered that antisemitic slogans were highly
effective in mobilizing large strata of the population.

The followers of Court Chaplain Stoecker did not organize the first anti-
semitic parties in Germany. Once the appeal of antisemitic slogans had been
demonstrated, radical antisemites at once separated themselves from
Stoecker’s Berlin movement, went into a full-scale fight against the govern-
ment, and founded parties whose representatives in the Reichstag voted in
all major domestic issues with the greatest opposition party, the Social
Democrats.®® They quickly got rid of the compromising initial alliance with
the old powers; Boeckel, the first antisemitic member of Parliament, owed
his seat to votes of the Hessian peasants whom he defended against “Junkers
and Jews,” that is against the nobility which owned too much land and
against the Jews upon whose credit the peasants depended.

Small as these first antisemitic parties were, they at once distinguished
themselves from all other parties. They made the original claim that they
were not a party among parties but a party “above all parties.” In the class-
and party-ridden nation-state, only the state and the government had ever
claimed to be above all parties and classes, to represent the nation as a
whole. Parties were admittedly groups whose deputies represented the in-
terests of their voters. Even though they fought for power, it was implicitly
understood that it was up to the government to establish a balance between
the conflicting interests and their representatives. The antisemitic parties’
claim to be “above ali parties” announced clearly their aspiration to become
the representative of the whole nation, to get exclusive power, to take posses-
sion of the state machinery, to substitute themselves for the state. Since, on
the other hand, they continued to be organized as a party, it was also clear
that they wanted state power as a party, so that their voters would actually
dominate the nation.

The body politic of the nation-state came into existence when no single
group was any longer in a position to wield exclusive political power, so
that the government assumed actual political rule which no longer depended
upon social and economic factors. The revolutionary movements of the
left, which fought for a radical change of social conditions, had never directly
touched this supreme political authority. They had challenged only the
power of the bourgeoisie and its influence upon the state, and were therefore
always ready to submit to government guidarce in foreign affairs, where the
interests of an assumedly unified nation were at stake. The numerous
programs of the antisemitic groups, on the other hand, were, from the begin-
ning, chiefly concerned with foreign affairs; their revolutionary impulse was

80 See Wawrzinek, op. cit. An instructive account of all these events, especially
with respect to Court Chaplain Stoecker, in Frank, op. cit.
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form this idea into a working concept in the world of sovereign states.
Their internationalism, consequently, remained a personal tonviction shared
by everybody, and their healthy disinterest in national sovereignty turned
into a quite unhealthy and unrealistic indifference to foreign politics. Since
the parties of the left did not object to nation-states on principle, but only
to the aspect of national sovereignty; since, moreover, their own inarticulate
hopes for federalist structures with eventual integration of all nations on
equal terms somehow presupposed national liberty and independence of all
oppressed peoples, they could operate within the framework of the nation-
state and even emerge, in the time of decay of its social and political struc-
ture, as the only group in the population that did not indulge in expansionist
fantasies and in thoughts of destroying other peoples.

The supranationalism of the antisemites approached the question of in-
ternational organization from exactly the opposite point of view. Their aim
was a dominating superstructure which would destroy ail home-grown na-
tional structures alike. They could indulge in hypernationalistic talk even
as they prepared to destroy the body politic of their own nation, because
tribal nationalism, with its immoderate lust for conquest, was one of the
principal powers by which to force open the narrow and modest limits of
the nation-state and its sovereignty.** The more effective the chauvinistic
propaganda, the easier it was to persuade public opinion of the necessity
for a supranational structure which would rule from above and without
national distinctions by a universal monopoly of power and the instruments
of violence.

There is little doubt that the special inter-European condition of the
Jewish people could have served the purposes of socialist federalism at
least as well as it was to serve the sinister plots of supranationalists. But
socialists were so concerned with class struggle and so neglectful of the
political consequences of their own inherited concepts that they became
aware of the existence of the Jews as a political factor only when they were
already confronted with full-blown antisemitism as a serious competitor on
the domestic scene. Then they were not only unprepared to integrate the
Jewish issue into their theories, but actually afraid to touch the question
at all. Here as in other international issues, they left the field to the supra-
nationalists who could then seem to be the only ones who knew the answers
to world problems.

By the turn of the century, the effects of the swindles in the seventies
had run their course and an era of prosperity and general well-being, espe-
cially in Germany, put an end to the premature agitations of the eighties.
Nobody could have predicted that this end was only a temporary respite,
that all unsolved political questions, together with all unappeased political
hatreds, were to redouble in force and violence after the first World War.
The antisemitic parties in Germany, after initial successes, fell back into
insignificance; their leaders, after a brief stirring of public opinion, disap-

44 Compare chapter viii.
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itself, started its fight with an attack upon the Jews. But there was a marked
difference between these conflicts in Austria, and those in Germany and
France. In Austria they were not only sharper, but at the outbreak of the
first World War every single nationality, and that meant every stratum of
society, was in opposition to the state, so that more than anywhere else in
Western or Central Europe the population was imbued with active anti-
semitism,

Outstanding among these conflicts was the continuously rising state hos-
tility of the German nationality, which accelerated after the foundation of
the Reich and discovered the usefulness of antisemitic slogans after the
financial crash of 1873. The social situation at that moment was practically
the same as in Germany, but the social propaganda to catch the middle-
class vote immediately indulged in a much more violent attack on the state,
and a much more outspoken confession of nonloyalty to the country. More-
over, the German Liberal Party, under the leadership of Schoenerer, was
from the beginning a lower middle-class party without connections or re-
straints from the side of the nobility, and with a decidedly left-wing outlook,
It never achieved a real mass basis, but it was remarkably successful in the
universities during the eighties where it organized the first closely knit
students’ organization on the basis of open antisemitism. Schoenerer’s anti-
semitism, at first almost exclusively directed against the Rothschilds, won
him the sympathies of the labor movement, which regarded him as a true
radical gone astray.*® His main advantage was that he could base his anti-
semitic propaganda on demonstrable facts: as a member of the Austrian
Reichsrat he had fought for nationalization of the Austrian railroads, the
major part of which had been in the hands of the Rothschilds since 1836
due to a state license which expired in 1886. Schoenerer succeeded in gather-
ing 40,000 signatures against its renewal, and in placing the Jewish question
in the limelight of public interest. The close connection between the Roth-
schilds and the financial interests of the monarchy became very obvious
when the government tried to extend the license under conditions which
were patently to the disadvantage of the state as well as the public.
Schoenerer’s agitation in this matter became the actual beginning of an ar-
ticulate antisemitic movement in Austria.*” The point is that this movement,
in contrast to the German Stoecker agitation, was initiated and led by a
man who was sincere beyond doubt, and therefore did not stop at the use
of antisemitism as a propaganda weapon, but developed quickly that Pan-
German ideology which was to influence Mazism more deeply than any
other German brand of antisemitism,

46 See F. A. Neuschaefer, Georg Ritter von Schoenerer, Hamburg, 1935, and
Eduard Pichl, Georg Schoenerer, 1938, 6 vols. Even in 1912, when the Schoenerer
agitation had long lost all significance, the Viennese Arbeiterzeitung cherished very
affectionate feelings for the man of whom it could think only in the words Bismarck
had once uttered about Lassalle: “And if we exchanged shots, justice would still de-
mand that we admit even during the shooting: He is a man; and the others are old
women.” (Neuschaefer, p. 33.)

47 See Neuschaefer, op. cit., pp. 22 ff,, and Pichl, op. cit., 1, 236 ff,
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Though victorious in the long run, the Schoenerer movement was tempo-
rarily defeated by a second antisemitic party, the Christian-Socials under
the leadership of Lueger. While Schoenerer had attacked the Catholic
Church and its considerable influence on Austrian politics almost as much
as he had the Jews, the Christian-Socials were a Catholic party who tried
from the outset to ally themselves with those reactionary conservative forces
which had proved so helpful in Germany and France. Since they made more
social concessions, they were more successful than in Germany or in France.
They, together with the Social Democrats, survived the downfall of the
monarchy and became the most influential group in postwar Austria. But
long before the establishment of an Austrian Republic, when, in the nineties,
Lueger had won the Mayoralty of Vienna by an antisemitic campaign, the
Christian-Socials already adopted that typically equivocal attitude toward
the Jews in the nation-state—hostility to the intelligentsia and friendliness
toward the Jewish business class. It was by no means an accident that, after
a bitter and bloody contest for power with the socialist workers’ movement,
they took over the state machinery when Austria, reduced to its German
nationality, was established as a nation-state. They turned out to be the
only party which was prepared for exactly this role and, even under the
old monarchy, had won popularity because of their nationalism. Since the
Hapsburgs were a German house and had granted their German subjects
a certain predominance, the Christian-Socials never attacked the monarchy.
Their function was rather to win large parts of the German nationality for
the support of an essentially unpopular government. Their antisemitism
remained without consequence; the decades when Lueger ruled Vienna were
actually a kind of golden age for the Jews. No matter how far their propa-
ganda occasionally went in order to get votes, they never could have pro-
claimed with Schoenerer and the Pan-Germanists that “they regarded anti-
semitism as the mainstay of our national ideology, as the most essential
expression of genuine popular conviction and thus as the major national
achievement of the century.” #¢ And although they were as much under the
influence of clerical circles as was the antisemitic movement in France, they
were of necessity much more restrained in their attacks on the Jews because
they did not attack the monarchy as the antisemites in France attacked the
Third Republic.

The successes and failures of the two Austrian antisemitic parties show
the scant relevance of social conflicts to the long-range issues of the time.
Compared with the mobilization of all opponents to the government as such,
the capturing of lower middle-class votes was a temporary phenomenon.
Indeed, the backbone of Schoenerer’s movement was in those German-
speaking provinces without any Jewish population at all, where competition
with Jews or hatred of Jewish bankers never existed. The survival of the
Pan-Germanist movement and its violent antisemitism in these provinces,
while it subsided in the urban centers, was merely due to the fact that these

4% Quoted from Pichl, op. cit., 1, p. 26.
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provinces were never reached to the same extent by the universal prosperity
of the pre-war period which reconciled the urban population with the gov-
ernment.

The complete lack of loyalty to their own country and its government,
for which the Pan-Germanists substituted an open loyalty to Bismarck’s
Reich, and the resulting concept of nationhood as something independent
of state and territory, led the Schoenerer group to a veritable imperialist
ideology in which lies the clue to its temporary weakness and its final
strength. It is also the reason why the Pan-German party in Germany (the
Alldeutschen), which never overstepped the limits of ordinary chauvinism,
remained so extremely suspicious and reluctant to take the outstretched
hands of their Austrian Germanist brothers. This Austrian movement aimed
at more than rise to power as a party, more than the possession of the state
machinery. It wanted a revolutionary reorganization of Central Europe in
which the Germans of Austria, together with and strengthened by the Ger-
mans of Germany, would become the ruling people, in which all other
peoples of the area would be kept in the same kind of semiservitude as the
Slavonic nationalities in Austria. Because of this close affinity to imperialism
and the fundamental change it brought to the concept of nationhood, we
shall have to postpone the discussion of the Austrian Pan-Germanist move-
ment. It is no longer, at least in its consequences, a mere nineteenth-century
preparatory movement; it belongs, more than any other brand of anti-
semitism, to the course of events of our own century.

The exact opposite is true of French antisemitism. The Dreyfus Affair
brings into the open all other elements of nineteenth-century antisemitism
in its mere ideological and political aspects; it is the culmination of the
antisemitism which grew out of the special conditions of the nation-state. Yet
its violent form foreshadowed future developments, so that the main actors
of the Affair sometimes seem to be staging a huge dress rehearsal for a per-
formance that had to be put off for more than three decades. It drew to-
gether all the open or subterranean, political or social sources which had
brought the Jewish question into a predominant position in the nineteenth
century; its premature outburst, on the other hand, kept it within the frame-
work of a typical nineteenth-century ideology which, although it survived
all French governments and political crises, never quite fitted into twentieth-
century political conditions. When, after the 1940 defeat, French anti-
semitism got its supreme chance under the Vichy government, it had a
definitely antiquated and, for major purposes, rather useless character,
which German Nazi writers never forgot to point out.*® It had no influence
on the formation of Nazism and remains more significant in itself than as
an active historical factor in the final catastrophe.

The principal reason for these wholesome limitations was that France’s
antisemitic parties, though violent on the domestic scene, had no supra-

49 See especially Walfried Vernunft, “Die Hintergriinde des franzdsischen Anti-
semitismus,” in Natlonalsozialistische Monatshefte, Juni, 1939,
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Augustine, Aurelius, 301, 479

Auschwitz, 439, 446

Australia, 128, 132, 150, 182, 186, 197,
199, 204

Austria, 44, 79, 224, 271, 275, 279; Social
Democratic Party, 253
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Baltic states, xxxviii, 309

Balzac, Honoré de, 91, 141, 155, 336

Bank of England, 26

bankers, and capitalism, 47; Jewish, 15,
37, 62ff, 75f.; in Germany, 4; and
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123; and imperialism, 18, 126 ff., 150;
and Jews, 25; in Austria-Hungary, 44;
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Cromer, Lord, xvii, 125, 131, 133, 186;
in India, 211; in Egypt, 211-16; and
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fellow-travelers, 3, 344, 364-88 passim,
412 £., 436; intellectual, 339; and party
membership, 365 fl.; and the leader,
382 1.

fermiers généraux, 17

Fichte, Johann G., 166

fifth columns, 421

financial scandals, 36, 41, 43, 95-99, 107,
135, 149

financiers, 135, 136, 200, 202; Jewish,
16, 25, 97 ff., 136, 198, 203. See also
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movements, 224, 241; and totalitarian
regimes, 415 ff., 456

Foreign Affairs Bureau, Nazi party, 396

Foreign Affairs Office, German, 396

foreign investments, 135 f., 137, 149, 199,
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Disraeli, 74 £.; dates of, 123; and totali-
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