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Foreword: The Whole World is a Stage

Three interests motivated the research for and compilation of this book. The first arises from the desire to explore the effect of one’s culture on an individual’ experiences—especially regarding larger historical developments: the rise and fall of regimes, wars, economics, reform movements, trends in art and science, etc. In this usage of the word I consider the elements of “culture” to be inclusive: family systems, religion, language, political structures, art and education, but also food, work, street life, housing, means of communication, and social and religious tolerance. By looking at cultural dynamics in a historical context—in this case the era of World War II because of its significance to the modern world—I hope to provide examples of how one’s native culture indelibly colors the experiences one has. As trade, academic and citizen exchanges, government projects, environmental concerns and social-change movements increasingly transcend national borders, we need to better understand cultures other than our own. This increased sensitivity also will enrich our own culture.

My second motivation consists of gaining a unique perspective from which to examine the rise of Hitler and the regime he and his fanatical National Socialists built in hopes of conquering much of the world. Myriad accounts have been published regarding Hitler the man, the Nazi movement and the subsequent war fought to repel Nazi Germany’s ideological as well as military expansion. The first-person accounts in this book provided by U.S. Americans who visited or lived in Germany, however, offer glimpses of life in the Third Reich that contrast with those of Germans or other Europeans at the time.

While certainly rooted in western civilization, the culture of the United States in Hitler’s time differed from contemporary European culture in significant ways: in the Anglo-Saxon New World authoritarian rule had been dismissed long ago as an acceptable form of government, civil rights and individual freedoms enjoyed fuller protection both under the law and within the tolerance of the general public, and—while present—anti-Semitism did not as fundamental a role in U.S. American as it did in German culture. Also, historical developments from the middle of the nineteen century onward and specifically after the First World War affected the people of Germany and the United States in vastly different ways: while the former suffered greatly both politically and economically from their narcisstic leader’s folly, the latter was catapulted into world power and incredible material wealth by the war’s outcome. 

The most compelling reason for me to conduct research into the experiences of U.S. Americans in the Third Reich, however, arises out of my own search for cultural identity. Only after the initial world war were U.S. Americans citizens of a world power; before that time we preoccupied ourselves with settling an unspoiled continent and constructing a European-based culture where there had not been one. Only by being drawn into the international arena during the collapse of Old World dynasties did U.S. Americans venture out from their isolation and see ourselves in a cultural context besides the one we had created. Believing our own myths about what it meant to be an “American” and overlooking our own collective psychoses as well as our strengths remained easy as long as we stayed at home. Butted up against the unhappy realities of Nazism, however, we could no longer glibly retain our characteristic blind optimism. Stranded beyond the reach of the rule of law, U.S. Americans living in Nazi Germany had to learn to monitor their public utterances for fear of reprisal; they gained a new appreciation of what freedom of expression really means. Enduring food shortages and the constant barrage of state-sponsored propaganda, they learned the value of abundance and liberty. In coming to know another culture, U.S. Americans discovered their own.

Rather than through bold declarations or long, involved ideological debates, it was through experiencing daily-life abroad that U.S. Americans began to realize more fully what sets our society apart from others. Instead of the obvious, it was the subtle, most profane characteristics borne of the “American experience” which we discovered had shaped us into a unique people: our history, our geography and climate, how we related to each other and to ourselves, our assumptions about what government can and cannot do, how we work and how we spend our free time—in short, how we live and dream and die. While some social observers falsely might focus on music, art and literature as the basis of “culture,” it is the mundane which determines the genuine origins of our personal as well as societal realities. Rather than opera, ballet, the “great writers” and other traditional ascribed hallmarks of “culture,” I see the components of true culture as consisting of the various forms involved in the documentation, interpretation or celebration of the human experience.

To more deeply explore the significance of the three above quests, I have chosen eleven U.S. Americans who lived in or visited Nazi Germany between late 1932 and early 1942. Because of the profound impact of what at the time might have seemed ordinary, however, the distinction becomes difficult to make between daily life and events usually seen as having a wider historical significance. Is William Shirer’s visit to the 1934 Nazi Party rally in Nuremberg, for example, of purely “historical” interest, or does his reaction to it—his dumbfoundedness at the Germans’ willingness to be so blindly led by a powerful authority figure like Adolf Hitler—reflect a solidly acculturated value of individuality? Marjorie Rohfleisch—who seems largely to have ignored contemporary politics—made friends with a Jewish family during her stay in Freiburg. Why did she not share many Germans’ distrust of and disdain for Jews? Was it because she was not reared with the anti-Semitic bias recurrent throughout German history? Why did the Dodd household seem a safe haven for Germans to confess what they really thought about the Nazi regime? Did U.S. Americans in the Third Reich not succumb to Nazism because they did not share a cultural longing for a Teutonic Vaterland, the Germans’ nationalism that had become ripe for exploitation by shrewd Nazis?

Using their accounts from that time as well as personal narratives written later, I wish to emphasize how the experiences and perceptions of representative U.S. Americans inside Nazi Germany differed from that of the Germans because of differing cultural values in the two countries at that time. Because this is an introductory survey of social and political history, I intend this work to be grounded in significant detail to be of interest to the serious scholar, yet general enough to attract the casual reader. Because it is a comprehensive look at some of the experiences of eleven people, some critics may point to a certain selectiveness in choosing what I recorded and what I left unsaid. 

Along with exceptional material, in this study I discovered considerable challenges. U.S. society has always been diverse, dynamic and fluid, for example, and therefore hard to accurately characterize. And, because German culture is so ancient and richly complex, earlier influences which led to Nazism—nineteenth-century German romanticism and nationalism, power struggles between the aristocracy and the bourgeoisie, anti-Semitism, etc.—receive less attention then they deserve, but as much as the scope of this study will allow. Also, fundamental differences between authoritarian Nazi Germany and the largely democratic United States of the same period exaggerate the influence of cultural background found under “normal” circumstances. 

Another difficulty presents itself in that with few exceptions, almost all the material used in this study comes from primary sources, resulting in an impossibility of verifying the accuracy of the accounts with cross-references. This situation allows the subjects to determine largely the “truth” behind the “reality” they attempted to convey and subjectifies the impressions of the reader. In short, these sketches really are very personal accounts of the subjects’ experiences inside Nazi Germany. 

Of course, the act of interpreting another’s experiences—especially second-handedly, with usually only information provided by the person being studied—can be tricky. For this reason, whenever possible I attempt to present the reader with adequate material to form largely her or his own opinion. I also acknowledge that simply by the choice of what I present, I have made judgments on what is relevant and what is not. Because of the rather delicate nature of responsible historical and sociological scholarship, all I can do with clear conscience is faithfully illustrate the daily lives of U.S. Americans inside Nazi Germany by covering—often in their own words—the subjects’ first impressions upon arriving in Germany, their encounters with the Fuehrer himself, their experience of public life and their enjoyment of private life with family and friends. I also can recount the subjects’ accounts of communication, work, housing and the “Jewish problem” in the Nazi state, and of their personal experience of war on the German homefront. Finally, I can present the experiences of U.S. Americans in German-occupied territories and of a couple U.S. Americans trapped inside Germany after the U.S. entered the war in order to offer yet another dimension of the U.S. American experience inside Nazi Germany. The final assessment, however, of how cultural background influenced U.S. Americans’ experiences of Nazi Germany—and how those experiences clarified what it means to be “an American”—will have to be made by each person who shares this journey into the past. 

Notes on Style 

In this study I specifically refer to “U.S. Americans.” After a couple centuries of oversight and assumption, it’s important to acknowledge that while all citizens of the United States are “Americans,” not all “Americans” live in the United States; the designation “American” literally refers to any person from North, Central or South America. Also, U.S. Americans in the 1930s and ‘40s had cultural biases different from, say, Argentinean Americans or Canadian Americans in the same period—not to mention French, Arab, Chinese or other peoples. As an U.S. American with predominantly German ancestry and significant affinities for both cultures, I am intrigued by the dissonance that must have been felt by my compatriots living under Nazi rule, as U.S. culture has long prized individual freedoms, a healthy disregard for authority and deep distaste for oppression—values antithetical to Nazism. 

To better understand the setting in which U.S. Americans found themselves while in the Hitler’s Germany, I have provided a chronology of the Third Reich from 1933 to 1945 following the afterword; biographical notes included after the chronology summarize the lives of the eleven subjects in this book once they left Germany.

Regarding literary concerns, all dates will be written in the European manner, going from smaller to larger units of time: day month year. The Standard English spelling of continental places names will be used (e.g. “Munich” for Muenchen, “Vienna” for Wien, etc.), except where they are part of a German name or title—for example, a newspaper name. German words for proper nouns (e.g. cities, persons’ names) will be printed normally; other German nouns unfamiliar with most readers of English, however, will be noted by the use of italics (e.g. Schutzstaffel, Weisswurst, etc.), usually with an English translation immediately following. Within direct quotes words will be [mis-]spelled or italicized as the author has done. Each German Umlaut will be spelled out (e.g. xxx “Fuhrer” will be spelled as Fuehrer, “Nurnberg” as Nuernberg, etc.).

In most cases in each section or chapter of the book where a specific individual is mentioned, the person will be introduced once by first and last names, and occasionally also with a commonly used middle initial (e.g. Howard K. Smith, George F. Kennan, etc.). Thereafter, that person will be referred to only by last name. Exceptions, however, will be Marjorie and Kramer Rohfleisch and Martha Dodd, in order to distinguish each one from their relatives also appearing in this book; for clarity, those subjects will be referred to by first and last names at the start of each section or chapter, then by their first name only each time thereafter.

References to Sources 

Sources will be found listed in the bibliography and in the reference notes at the end of the book—the latter listed by an identifying phrase from the text, page number and the source.

Introduction: the Story 

The end of the First World War changed the world forever. It shattered the remnants of pre-modern Western society and unknowingly sowed the seeds for a concluding mass-slaughter to be suffered a generation later. The war cost virtuallyall of Europe’s remaining major dynastic powers their thrones and marked the beginning of the end of European colonialism. Besides shifting the balance of power in the world, the war also catapulted the United States of America into the international arena. Until that point it had remained mostly secluded from and rather unimportant to world affairs.

While it had dabbled with building an overseas empire during the cynical Spanish-American War, the United States really only entered the competitive field of international power while briefly fighting in, then brokering a fractured “peace” to the “war to end all wars” twenty years later, following the defeat of the German Kaiser in 1918. Whereas before the world war the young republic understandably had preoccupied itself with settling what had been an unspoiled continent, during and after the greatest armed struggle humanity had endured to that point, the U.S. discovered a new role in the world. Urgently looked to as a supplier of raw materials, soldiers and the capital needed to finance armaments, the U.S. utilized its position during the fighting to influence other Western powers; after the armistace, it claimed a leading place among them and garnered fantastic wealth from manufacturing products for a rapidly growing market abroad. Like stone-collecting children suddenly finding themselves possessing valuable gems, U.S. American government leaders and capitalists soon became giddy on the nation’s new-found prowess and set out to exploit what they deemed would become an “American Century.”

The United States’ ambiguous relationship with world power grew naturally out of its own history. On one hand, even since its colonial days the cultural experience of its people had fostered a sense of uniqueness, a faith that on the shores of the New World refugees from the old one had found a haven from the cruel limitations of stifling social tradition, political tyranny and perpetual poverty. White, Anglo-Saxon Protestant men seemed free to develop their lives as they chose and the riches of the wilderness generated unprecedented abundance for those persons with enough luck, pluck or shrewd cunning to survive life on the frontier. A hybrid strain of individualism developed in the young country that transformed former communally minded European peasants into a people confident in the fruits of personal “progress” and freedom. Rejecting the heavy hand of authoritarian rule and rigid class systems, they embraced an ethos of unlimited opportunity and the sanctity of the individual.

A seeming confirmation of their culture’s sense of having been divinely chosen as the New Canaan, U.S. Americans achieved the amazing feat of building a European-based culture across an entire continent in an astonishing short time. Convinced of the soundness of the national myth that ordinary persons now could realize humanity’s ever-elusive “pursuit of happiness,” U.S. Americans invested in expectations of personal advancement not obtainable in most other cultures. On becoming a world power, then, they set out beyond the shores of North America carrying with them this same idealism. Perhaps more than any other national characteristic, it would be the common U.S. American belief in freedom, fairness and a favorable outcome of most situations that would differentiate them from other peoples—and which repeatedly would receive a sound beating.

The United States assumed for most of its history it was not soiled by the same corruptions and ills that its constant flow of emigrants had fled. On the other hand, though, the growing country remained an awkward, self-conscious adolescent more established nations. It was one thing to briefly bathe in the self-righteous glory of military victory and savor the taste of world power; yet actually fulfilling the obligations of such a role seemed quite another matter. Unexpectedly thrust into the scrutinizing eye of a world hungry for peacetime leadership and direction, U.S. Americans soon lost the intoxicating reverie of having beaten the “Huns” and found the international spotlight a very sobering place to be. Some of the country’s leaders may have continued to champion active participation in the world’s political affairs, but common citizens overwhelmingly preferred a collective retreat home to regroup and reconsider the rather uncomfortable questions implicit in such a swift national coming-of-age. 

Despite initially rallying behind Woodrow Wilson’s impossible, self-contradicting promise to engage the country in a war to eliminate war, public opinion after the signing of the Versaille Treaty again became decidedly isolationist—mostly in fear of so suddenly being handed international responsibility and easily slipping into “entangling Alliances.” Bowing to public sentiment, the Senate refused to ratify Wilson’s plan for U.S. involvement in the League of Nations. Voters subsequently elected in Warren Harding, Calvin Coolidge and Herbert Hoover—three Presidents who would cater to the interests of domestic business rather than of a global order. For the duration of the 1920s, then, U.S. Americans largely distracted themselves with the pursuit of making lots of money—and loads of whoopie.

Besides flinging the country down a road of exaggerated power and wealth, the war had slapped former Victorian ideals in the face, in the process shattering earlier visions of simple morality and innocence. Yanked from the Heartland and plopped down in the midst of battlefield brutality, many U.S. soldiers returned from the war confused by the disturbing contrast between comfortable small-town life in rural American and the atrocities they’d witnessed in the trenches. In Europe young U.S. men had danced with women uninhibited by Puritanical prudence and U.S. blacks became celebrities in a France not yet made racist by the influx of former African and Arab subjects. Correspondents excitedly sent home word of a world larger than the limiting realm of church socials, the Masonic Temple and a stool at the local drugstore soda fountain. And, during the wartime labor shortage, U.S. women for the first time left the hearth to fill what previously had been male positions. In short, a de facto cultural revolution had erupted in the midst of an unsuspecting population.

Injected with new enthusiasm for personal advancement and a stable homefront after the war, the economy boomed. In addition to supplying European reconstruction efforts and drawing vast interest from wartime loans, U.S. business expanded through the selling of stocks and bonds. Confident in the prosperity of the times, seemingly everyone invested in the stock market; not only oil barons and steel magnates, but Parson Smith and Farmer Brown all scraped together their expendable funds and bought as many shares as they could. From 1918 to 1929 Dow Jones Industrial Average highs shot from 89.07 to 381.17. Big corporations bought out smaller companies, farms consolidated as the rural population shrunk from fifty-three to forty-three percent of the total population between 1910 and 1930, and increasing numbers of young people flocked to colleges and universities as education became synonymous with “making it.” Indeed, from appearances at least, it did seem that in the heady United States of the Roaring Twenties, “happy days [were] here to stay.” 

In a climate where a fatherly Warren Harding promised “normalcy” and a stoic Calvin Coolidge matter-of-factly proclaimed that “the business of America is business,” differing social values began dueling with each other. While Rotary infected Main Street with community and mercantile boosterism, Hollywood advertised a world of glamour, of unleashed sexy men snubbing social roles to individually pursue fame and fortune, and of women casually smoking cigarettes and wearing short hemlines. Ma and Pa may have piously touted prohibition, hard work and familial fidelity back in everyone’s hometown, but Junior and Sis off at college carried pocket and hip flasks, went driving in fast cars and necked at illicit parties. Bootleg booze, jazz and wild dancing seemed to many as proof of degeneracy, yet for most a quiet conformity characterized daily life. A noisy minority may have caught national attention, but the majority of mainstream U.S. Americans continued living in a fading era of benighted small-town life.

Disheartened by the basically conservative times, however, a fringe subculture of young U.S. Americans bolted for Europe. Seizing upon the cultural tempo of metropolitan Paris, Gertrude Stein set up a salon and invited in the most promising U.S. American artists of the time—artists who mostly were exploring their native culture from afar and reinterpreting the “American experience.” The likes of Ernest Hemingway and F. Scott Fitzgerald (with Zelda) marched through Stein’s crowded parlor and into international fame for their avantgarde writing, but they represented only a wider community of creative ex-patriots. James Thurber, Harold Stearns, Elliot Paul and Ezra Pound all passed through Paris on their way to successful writing careers, as did Sinclair Lewis, Sherwood Anderson and Edith Wharton. Isadora Duncan and Bessie Smith set new standards for innovative dance and entertainment—and even folksy Grant Wood came to chic Paris in order to discover the simple majesty of Midwestern cornfields. Jazz cried throughout the nightclubs of the French capital and “l’attitude américaine” became synonymous with daring expressiveness, abandon and innovation. 

Somehow, it seemed, the best of the United States cultural scene in the ‘20s lived in exile in Paris. No longer children of an isolated frontier, these young U.S. Americans had journeyed into the complex postwar world to gain the perspective born of distance from what is closest to a person: her or his own cultural identity. Although they had forsaken (at least temporarily) their native land, U.S. Americans living in voluntary exile in Europe embodied the struggle of a maturing culture in search of itself. Mostly children of Middle America—Hemingway hailed from suburban Chicago, the Fitzgeralds and Lewis from Minnesota, Anderson from Ohio, Wood and Shirer from Iowa, Bessie Smith from Kansas City—they had left the Heartland behind and sought refuge on the more tolerant, less conformist shores of postwar Europe. Although their works were often banned at home by mayors, preachers and teachers fearful of dissident views of a society the mainstream tried so hard to portray as “pure” and divinely blessed, the critical art of U.S. expatriates ultimately broke open and sometimes down some of the United States’ most guarded values, tastes and mores.

In the last months of a decade that would come to epitomize greed, political isolation and personal carefreeness, the gilded facade of the postwar boom collapsed. The stock market crashed and the silly, robust ‘20s gave way to the dire, depressed ‘30s. The U.S. expatriate colony in Paris quietly snuck home, as did most of the U.S. businesspeople, journalists and political representatives who had ribboned the world during the years following the First World War in search of expanding markets, paper-selling headlines and U.S. clout overseas. In the States the industrial machinery of the nation abruptly stopped, Ma and Pa tightened their belts back on the farm and Junior and Sis set aside their flasks and began hawking apples. No longer obsessed only with their own cultural identities, pioneering artists became preoccupied instead with paying the rent and filling their stomachs. Quickly weaned from the illusion of a premature national adulthood, the rising Zenith of the projected American Century crashed during takeoff—while an oblivious Herbert Hoover fished more and lead the nation less. 

The world—especially Europe—had mostly welcomed the United States’ entry into the international theater during the war. While skeptical of U.S. culture and the sophistication of its people, Europeans admired the accomplishments of their castaway cousins and appreciated the relief work following the ceasefire provided by both the U.S. government and private organizations. In the embittering times of the Depression, however, the United States experienced an increasingly complicated relationship with other countries. Germany, France and Great Britain—as well as numerous other countries—owed vast debts to the U.S. after having borrowed heavily during the prosperous years of economic expansion. Now the same loans that had allowed Europe to rebuild threatened to tear apart its political stability and material well-being. Reeling under tremendous war reparations and domestic obligations, Germany wished to reschedule its debt to U.S. banks. Subsequently, throughout Europe U.S. Americans were no longer applauded as heroes, but rather tolerated as visitors; a bus of U.S. American tourists in Paris was even attacked by an angry mob.

The still-young nation’s search for identity continued even during the Depression, but in less obvious ways and stripped of the urgency afforded that quest by careless youth. Instead of mostly rebellious Bohemians, a more diverse crowd would carry on the role of discovering the “American character” from abroad. Journalists would still venture into other lands, but individuals more typical of the U.S. population as a whole also would move into the world. No longer shielded by the blind confidence of a newfound international status or postwar prosperity, these people by necessity would see their country and themselves in more realistic terms. Especially in a Germany overtaken by the National Socialists, U.S. Americans abroad in the sober 1930s had to more seriously examine the U.S.’ role in the world and how being U.S. Americans set them apart from other peoples. The experiences they had in the Third Reich, for example, emphasized in both direct as well as subtle ways how being U.S. American affected them and their experiences.

A “journalist” of a sort and the son of a New England patrician family, veteran writer Lothrop Stoddard would travel to Germany soon after the war began in September 1939. A rightist, while aware of some of its excesses he would shamelessly apologize for the horrors of the Third Reich—even issuing a mostly uncritical account of his meeting with the Fuehrer. Supportive of Nazi efforts to breed a master race through the use of “eugenics,” Stoddard’s experiences inside the Third Reich remain a reminder that easily duped, selfish individuals were not only the products of a German nationalism starved for revengeful leadership, but also of a country renowned for its love of personal freedom.

Overall, the stories about the experiences of the eleven U.S. Americans included in the following chapters—from the spectacular to the mundane—provide numerous examples of or references to how the cultural background of the subjects affected their experiences of Nazi Germany. More than that, however, they suggest how during the course of their stay in the Third Reich, the subjects came to more clearly understand what it means to be an “American.” 

Viewed collectively, these stories represent the early wanderings into the world of an adolescent-culture-come-world-power in search of its self and its place among older, more seasoned societies. In the experiences of U.S. Americans inside Nazi Germany lay valuable lessons about the influence of cultural background on who we really are as individuals and on the choices we make. Through better understanding those dynamics, hopefully each of us who shares these stories can better understand ourselves, our culture and our role in the world today.

Introduction: the Setting

Germany’s fate following the end of the First World War hardly could have been any more different from that of the United States. While Britain, France, Czarist Russia, Austria, Italy and the other warring nations each played a role in spilling wholesale destruction on what had appeared to be a thoroughly civilized continent, Germany received the bulk of the blame for the mess when it was over. During four years of global war, the world’s major powers each slugged out their quests for supremacy in the trenches; in the end, however, Germany paid the highest price for a war that had essentially begun by “accident.” 

Immediately following the First World War, Britain and France attempted a return to business as normal. Germany, however, enjoyed no such luxury. For almost a decade and a half following German capitulation, Germany’s economy staggered under an impossible debt assessed to it by the Allies as war reparations. In the vacuum created by the Kaiser’s fall, the citizenry sunk in a fierce struggle for power. Unused to genuine self-rule, a revolution broke out after a proposed constitutional monarchy failed at the war’s end and various political factions began an ugly match for control of the country. Finally, after complex politicking, Paul von Hindenburg—a member of the former royalist government—and Friedrich Ebert, a Social Democrat, formed the Weimarer Republic in February 1919.

The collapse of German national pride, street violence and crumbling parliamentary coalitions marked the early years of the precarious Weimarer Republic. At the Versailles treaty table, a helpless interim German government accepted the terms of a forced peace that left the German people indignant. Besides signing a war-guilt clause accepting complete responsibility for the war, the German delegation watched as the Allies seized all German colonies and carved off German territories with a combined population of over seven million people. Incredulous of the terms, the German people widely believed their government had been tricked into signing such a shameful armistice. Swayed by charges made by dejected monarchists and the military, many Germans believed the lie that the Kaiser’s army had never been defeated, but instead had been stabbed in the back by the “November criminals”: Republicans, Socialists and Jews. Guilty by association, the Weimarer government never fully gained the confidence of the German people.

The Weimarer coalition government remained a shaky one for all of its brief life. Attacked from both the Left and the Right, it attempted to establish a liberal, capitalist democracy in a country with a traditionally conservative, authoritarian legacy. In the open-season climate of weak Weimarer rule, Communists and the Freikorps—Volunteer Corp—fought each other on the streets of Berlin. A coup d’etat failed in 1920, followed by political assassinations and revolving party mergers. The value of the Mark dropped precipitously, bread lines formed and civil war threatened to engulf Germany. Finally, a squawking little Austrian by the name of Adolf Hitler and his small Nationalsozialistische Deutsche Arbeiterpartei—National Socialist German Workers’ Party, or “Nazi”—movement staged an aborted revolt in Munich. The acting prime minister, Gustav Stresemann responded to the county’s crises by suppressing further coup attempts and issuing a new national currency, the Rentenmark.

After years of social turmoil, events in Germany finally calmed. A team of British and U.S. officials met to reschedule Germany’s war debt, and the signing of the Locarno Pact—in which Germany renounced claims to Alsace-Lorraine and other contested borders—opened the way for Germany’s entry into the League of Nations in 1928. Large foreign investments rejuvenated the German economy; wages rose and unemployment fell to one million. Centrist parties dominated the Reichstag and former agitants grew quiet.

Peace and prosperity, however, were short-lived. The crash of the New York Stock Exchange in late 1929 triggered a sudden global depression. Because Germany’s recovery had depended upon foreign credits, when they ceased and previous loans were called in, the German economy slumped: Germany’s foreign trade shriveled, industry sacked workers, wages shrunk and bankruptcies spread like mushrooms after a spring rain.

Overseeing the second national crisis to wreck Germany in a single decade, centrist pro-Weimarer parties could not sustain popular support, making way for Left and Right extremist parties to quickly ascend to power. While Communists rose to be the third largest party in Germany, the once-obscure Nazi Party ranked as the largest. The Nazis did not have a clear mandate to rule, but because the single-minded Nazis were better organized under Hitler’s strict leadership than the constantly bickering Communists, the clever Nazis managed by 1933 to take advantage of the liberal Weimarer regime’s own rules and almost effortlessly overthrow it. 

Presenting itself in a time of exaggerated, desperate need, many Germans found in the Nazi Party a simplistic response to the country’s ills. Directed by Hitler’s masterful demagoguery, the Nazis represented an alternative to both the feeble “leadership” provided by Weimarer democrats and the prospect of a Soviet-sponsored dictatorship of the proletariat. Using as their Bible the twisted musings of their angry, hateful leader recorded in Mein Kampf, the Nazis appealed to the latent nationalism of the German people and manipulated their desire to reassert their collective power. The Nazis stressed the need for individual subordination to the state, but in return offered a paternalism promised to provide for the needs of all “true” Germans—a distinction which excluded Jews, Gypsies, homosexuals, Communists and all others the regime decreed “enemies of the state.” Nazi leaders publicly decried pacifism, liberal democracy and humanitarianism; concurrently, they touted militarism, hatred against dissident elements, national territorial expansion and unquestioning obedience to Nazi tenets.

While Fascist movements occurred simultaneously in Italy, Spain and to lesser extents in France, Britain and the United States, National Socialism grew out of German cultural and political history. The eighteen-century Prussian kings Frederich the First and Frederich the Second cultivated a mystic of “Blut und Eisen”—“blood and iron.” They elevated militarism and the icons of Teutonic culture into veritable religions. In doing so, they established a tradition where the Prussian army provided a cultural model for German civic as well as private life. They reinforced a class system based largely on aristocratic and military lines where the monarchy, the army and the aims of the state scarcely could be distinguished. Ultimately—under the shrewd, autocratic direction of Kaiser Wilhelm the II and his main general, Otto von Bismarck—Prussian society would give birth in 1871 to a unified Germany. Where before Germanic peoples lived in hundreds of disjointed city-states and principalities, Bismarck founded the German nation. 

Following the chauvinistic examples of Prussia’s Hohenzollern kings, nationalist philosophers such as Frankfurt’s Arthur Schopenhauer painted humanity in only the darkest light, reaffirming popular belief in the depravity of humankind and intimating the necessity for draconian rule. Meanwhile, Friedrich Nietzsche went on to name the underlying nihilistic Angst of the German soul and suggest the need for German cultural collectivism. Men like historian Oswald Spengler maintained that the “law of societies” involves cyclical rises and falls of nations; he concluded that western civilization had entered a period of decay which only those with clear vision could save through forceful action. His contemporary, cultural critic Arthur Moeller also prepared the intellectual ground for Nazism, as he christened the “Third Reich” and insisted on the existence of an innate German superiority over others based on unscientific psychological types.

Kings and men of letters, however, weren’t the only ones to propagate German nationalism or blend it with empty dogma based on “race” .The composer Richard Wagner propounded the idea of a Nordic superhuman—the blonde “Aryan” of ancient Teutonic lore—and of a German Volk, a people set apart from all others by virtue of their “race” and history. In the early decades of the twentieth century, German youth leaders declared visions of Gemeinschaft—true community—as the foundations of a quasi-mystical rebirth of the nation. They enthusiastically sold to an eager public romantic images of leadership and camaraderie as antidotes to rationalism and stultifying bourgeois values. Capitalizing upon old prejudices against non-Aryans, nineteen-century German nationalists of all sorts pointed to an alleged “Jewish problem” and they claimed without reservation the right to expand Germany’s political boundaries over lands currently occupied by Slavs.

Europe in the late nineteen-century whirled with dizzying claims by proponents of various ideologies and political agenda. A social misfit with dubious ancestry and a childhood marked by abuse, Adolf Hitler’s encounter with some of the movements occurring at that time helped form the basis of what would become official Nazi ideology. An unsuccessful architect-turned-postcard-painter, Hitler drifted through prewar Viennese society and listened to the likes of Karl Luger, the organizer of an anti-capitalist and anti-Semitic movement for poor Catholic youth—a movement which was both politically radical yet loyal to the ruling Hapsburgs. Hitler also found inspiration in the form of Georg von Schoenerer’s pan-Germanic, anti-aristocratic rantings and the labor-organizing work of Schoenerer’s disciple Karl Hermann Wolf. Wolf founded a workers’ party for Sudeten Germans in the Czech state of Bohemia, which bore the name Deutsche National-Sozialistische Arbeiterpartei—the namesake for Hitler’s own subsequent party.

Out of the historical aggregate of German nationalism, anti-Semitism and political dogma, Hitler designed a peculiar ideology that suited his own grandiose ambitions. In the name of pan-Germanism and German superiority, he advanced his claims for territorial expansion and hegemony. Hitler courted restless Prussian military leaders who saw the Versailles Treaty as a mere obstacle to the German campaign for Lebensraum—living space—and fed the German people fanciful yet fanatical drivel about the purported “mission” of the German “master race.”

Hitler offered a badly beaten country an anesthetizing potion against frustrated national aims and an insidious inferiority complex—and in the process assured his own ascendancy to Germany’s leadership. Utilizing the brilliant propagandists and menacing ruffians who populated his party, the would-be Fuehrer pointed to a purported Bolshevik threat while at the same time plotting his own dictatorship. As the National Socialists gained increasing numbers of votes in German elections, Hitler used force to intimidate—and later completely silence—his opponents. Taking advantage of mass psychology and the new electronic media, Hitler apportioned all of Germany’s problems to one enemy—the easily targeted Jew—and embodied for the nation its desire to regain lost pride through full employment, stability, rearmament and international respect. Declaring Ein Volk, Ein Land, Ein Fuehrer (“one people, one country, one leader”), Hitler oversaw the transformation of his Nazis from a ragtag underground movement in Munich to supreme rulers looking out over a revitalized German Reich from the Berlin’s halls of government. Against formidable odds, the Nazis won absolute power in Germany.

Once the joke of both urban intellectuals and provincial officials, when Hitler took office in 1933 he seized the means to institutionalize what earlier had been mere political theorizing. After the fall of the Weimarer government, Germany underwent nothing less than a Nazi revolution. The Nazi Party and the regime became indistinguishable. The Nazis found in the people the support needed to practice their policies based on racism and megalomania, while the people found in the fully installed Nazis the means to restore their precious Ordnung—order—and express frustrated German nationalism.

Giving the Schutzstaffeln (or “SS”) unlimited “freedom of the streets,” Hitler came to dominate every aspect of political life in Germany, as well as much of the private lives of its people. In the totalitarian police state that he and his thugs created, schools and universities, the media, theater and the arts became organs of the state. These bodies, along with the compulsory Hitler Youth, strove to indoctrinate the population—especially the children—with Nazism. Both Catholic and Protestant churches came under the scrutiny of the state-run German Church Organization. Initially under the guise of creating work brigades as an alternative to unemployment, the Nazis also began secretly rearming the country. With German society firm in hand and rearmament underway, then, Hitler began his brisk march toward war.

Introduction: the Characters 
While Theodore Lothrop Stoddard used his experiences inside Nazi Germany as material for his writing, he did not go to Europe simply as a journalist. Instead, he went on a personal search to discover firsthand what Nazism meant to Germany and the world. Stoddard’s father was a well-known world traveler and lecturer: like his father, Stoddard used his travels to find literary inspiration.

The author of over a dozen books, Stoddard was born to John Lawson and Mary Hammond Brown Stoddard on 29 May 1883 in Brookline, Massachusetts. He graduated from Harvard and Boston University and joined the Massachusetts Bar in 1908. Stoddard earned a Doctor of Philosophy degree in 1914 while writing his first book, The French Revolution in San Domingo. He next became interested in Europe. He wrote Present-Day Europe: Its National States of Mind in 1917 and The Stakes of the War in 1918. Thinking it had found an authority on the war, Harpers hired him to write for their Pictorial Library of the World War in 1919. Soon afterwards, Stoddard became increasingly concerned about racial politics, as reflected in his The Rising Tide of Color Against White World-Supremacy, 1920 and The New World of Islam, 1921. The Revolt Against Civilization and Racial Realities in Europe—published respectively in 1922 and 1924—set Stoddard in the middle of controversy and provoked charges of being racist.

Shifting his attention away from purely racial matters, Stoddard wrote Social Classes in Postwar Europe in 1925 and Scientific Humanism in 1926. Reflecting the resurgent U.S. patriotism of the time, in 1927 he released Re-Forging America. As he grew older, Stoddard retreated to safer issues. His The Story of Youth, 1928, and Luck—Your Silent Partner, 1929, spoke to the trivialized interests of the United States during the apex of the Roaring Twenties. The stock market crash and the ensuing Great Depression, however, changed Stoddard’s interests yet again, for in 1932 he wrote Europe and Our Money and Lonely America. Turning once more to race, he published Chasing the Tides of Color in 1935. A Republican and Unitarian, the aging Stoddard took on his last writing mission in 1940 when he sailed to Germany to see how a group of supreme racists—the Nazis—were reforging Europe.

Chapter 1: First Impressions
Ever eager to gather material for yet another book, Lothrop Stoddard sailed from New York for Europe in mid-October 1939 on the Rex, one of the Italian merchant marine’s finest ships. Because the State Department had ceased issuing passports to most civilians in response to the war that recently had began in Europe, the huge luxury liner seemed virtually empty. The ghost crew served Stoddard and a scant two-dozen others, usually appearing only to set meals, tidy cabins and check their patrons’ comfort. The first-class passenger list consisted mostly of Italians, a pair of U.S. American businessmen, a Chilean diplomat headed for a new post and a Japanese man who beat everybody at table tennis. The tourist and third class decks offered passage to a more diverse crowd, including one other U.S. American, an Iraqi student returning to Baghdad from the University of Chicago and a number of Germans—mostly women, but three men eligible for conscription. The last group fretted that the British might stop the Rex at Gibraltar, in which case—as did happen—the men would be removed by British officials. 

As the Rex docked in Genoa Stoddard glimpsed an Italy that seemed noticeably quiet. Seeing the parking area behind the docks almost empty, he realized that gas was being rationed and saved mostly for military use. He met friends who were waiting to help him through customs and run his baggage to the railway station before taking him to their suburban home for a visit. On the streetcar ride to the suburbs Stoddard noted “Duce! Duce! Duce!” written on walls in big letters, the triple salute customarily offered to Mussolini. He also saw the Fascist motto “Believe! Obey! Fight!” Over dinner his U.S.-born hostess described the present general mood in Italy, only some six weeks after Hitler had invaded Poland: “At first we feared we were going right in, and expected French bombers over our heads any hour... The worst feature was the blackouts. Thank goodness, we don’t have any more of them. Wait until you get up into Germany” she warned. “Then you’ll know what I mean.” 

Riding the train from Genoa through what before the first World War had been Austria’s Southern Tyrol but now was annexed to Italy, Stoddard noticed that despite some twenty years of Italianization, the region still seemed quite Germanic. As the train crawled higher and higher, the air become colder and the nighttime view of the sparkling lights down in the valley increasingly spectacular. Finally, the train reached Brenner Pass, the border between Italy and what after the 1937 Anschluss Austria was the German Third Reich.

As soon as the train crossed the pass the complete blackout of German territory startled Stoddard. Plainclothed and then uniformed German passport and other officials slipped through the stopped train. The first duty of the German conductor who boarded was to pass between compartments and close the window blinds. Moving into the corridor lit by a dim yellow bulb, Stoddard stood and looked out through the uncurtained car door window. A full moon illuminated the Tyrolean Alps, making the land look like “an endless Christmas card.”

The trained crawled over a completely black landscape. Houses became more numerous, villages became towns and the occasional factory or plant passed by the window—yet darkness reigned. Even Innsbrueck and then Munich were blacked as precaution against possible air raids. Freightyard switchlights were painted black except for narrow slits and hood-covered lights on tall poles cast only a dim blue light. The station platforms had enough lights only for passengers to see their way. Traffic lights also had only small slits for the green and red signals to shine through.

Having been allowed to raise the compartment blind in Innsbrueck, Stoddard sat through the night and watched as the moon highlighted the German Alps, the hillsides of Upper Bavaria and cultivated forests of Thuringen. Reaching the lowlands, he fell asleep. Later awakening as a pale autumn sun rose over Germany, Stoddard watched the dingy brick industrial cities, the rolling northern plains, stations full of mobilized troops and confiscated Polish railway cars pass his view. Finally, he reached Berlin—two hours late, hungry and tired.

Arriving at the vast Anhalter Bahnhof, Stoddard immediately found a dearth of porters because of wartime enlistment. Upon at last locating one, his first task involved exchanging money, for he had no German money as the Nazis had made it illegal for the Reichsmark to be circulated abroad. All visiting foreigners had to buy Registered Marks at a much cheaper rate than the official exchange of 2.4 to the dollar—Stoddard having bought his in New York at a rate of almost five to the dollar. Nazi rules also required that foreigners record all drafts in one’s passport as well as on the letter of credit issued by the National Reichsbank. Having exchanged money and stepped out into the chill of late autumn in Berlin, Stoddard found a cab—also a precious commodity in wartime Germany—to drive him to the Hotel Adlon on Unter den Linden, Berlin’s famous, fashionable thoroughfare.

While Stoddard unpacked his many bags, a German friend by the name of Sallett—knowing of his arrival—cal1ed with an invitation to lunch at the Hotel Kaiserhof, the Nazi headquarters for prominent visiting Nazi Party members. Over Ersatzkaffee—imitation coffee made of roasted barley—and aged German brandy, Stoddard sampled the luxurious surroundings and first-rate service afforded ranking Party members, as well as learned from his friend about social protocol and sidestepping bureaucracy in the New Germany. As it was Sunday, the weekday patrons were missing, leaving the cafe to an ensemble of arrogant Party heads and petty Nazi officials. Stoddard saw that nearly all of the men in the room wore the Party emblem, a half-dollar-sized button with a red swastika on a white background. 

Stoddard returned to the Hotel Adlon that evening after spending more than an hour walking along the prominent Wilhelmstrasse to the Pariserplatz and back along Unter den Linden. Wilhelmstrasse had undergone considerable changes since he last visited Germany during the days of the ill-fated Weimarer Republic. Abandoning the ornate, imperial overstatement of the old order, Nazi architecture—as seen in the buildings of the new Chancery and Ministry for Popular Enlightenment—depended on plain, massive facades to communicate its message of totality. Beyond the New Chancery, Stoddard saw the eighteenth-century former chancery, which was still Hitler’s official residence. Separated from the street by a tall iron fence and a pair of guarded gates, it drew the attention of several tourists, allowed to linger in front of the fortressed place only between sunrise and sunset.

As the afternoon’s misting rain had stopped, many late Sunday strollers now milled about the Wilhelmstrasse. Groups of uniformed soldiers on Sunday leave briskly passed by, their hobnailed boots clicking the pavement. Two groups of Hitler Youth dressed all in blue made their way past Stoddard, as did SS men offering each other rigid Nazi salutes. Others were remarkably well dressed, in well kept, albeit for U.S. tastes unstylish clothes often made out of wooden synthetics; no one wore rags or looked sloppy, as too often was the case in American cities in 1939. As was deemed patriotic in Nazi Germany, the women dressed rather plainly and avoided wearing makeup, with their hair cut in a simple manner. Against a colorless background of typically bland architecture, the overall scene seemed rather dull to the newly arrived U.S. tourist.

Pressing on, Stoddard passed the closed British Embassy, with its gilded lion and unicorn standing as silent guards over the portals. Although he watched for some time, he did not see anyone more than glance at the building or in any way refer to it. This echoed the subdued quality of the social milieu he had seen all afternoon. Twice he had paused at cafes, finding people quietly discussing only the immediate, hearing no one mention the war or other political issues. Stoddard’s impression of “these wartime Berliners was a thoroughgoing impassivity. They seemed stolidly casual with expressionless faces.” He saw not one smile nor heard any laughter. In contrast with avantgarde Weimarer Berlin, the frightened capital of Nazi Germany seemed a lifeless parade of milling corpses. Something had definitely changed in the New Germany—and it was not pretty. 

Chapter 2: Follow the Leader

Life in the Third Reich and Adolf Hitler: each evokes myriad images of their own, yet neither can be fully understood without the other. So pervasive and absolute was the influence of Adolf Hitler that his overbearing presence and the Nazi Party he helped create permeated virtually every aspect of German society from 1933 to 1945. Perhaps more than any other individual, he changed the course of the twentieth century and of Western civilization by initiating such a cataclysmic world war. Because history has recorded such a horrific, other-than-human picture of him, however, it is difficult to truly understand Adolf Hitler: the maniac, the menace—the man. 

Besides the thousands already compiled, endless volumes more could be written about the frustrated, ambitious Austrian drifter who came to lead one of the most totalitarian states ever devised. The world already knows the intrigue of Hitler’s dubious heritage, his psychotic mother, Clara and his violent father, Alois. Psychologists have explained how his traumatic childhood warped his mind, while historians have told of the lonesome, lonely youth’s bullying tendencies, his vivid racial prejudice and grandiose delusions. Thorough accounts tell of Hitler’s leaving his native Braunau, a small, unimportant town on the German-Austrian border and how he roamed Vienna in search of employment while living in flop houses, still devastated from a rejection by the prestigious Academy of Fine Arts. The aborted Beer Hall Putsch, Hitler’s rise to power as head of the National Socialist German Workers’ Party and his domination over Germany also are well known. So, too, is the war he instigated and its subsequent destruction of much of Europe—including the country for which he had promised to sacrifice everything, ironically even its survival. The life of Hitler, then, remains today one of the most familiar of recent epic dramas.

Looking beyond the many other aspects of the man’s life already considered, what did Hitler think of the United States—its people, its history, its potential to rival the hegemony of European imperialism? How fully did his views of the United States reflect his own cultural biases and the popular views of Europeans of his day? What did the aspects of the U.S. he chose to focus on indicate about his own worldview and aspirations? To what extent did Hitler’s misguided, self-serving assumption that German-Americans would join the Pan-Teutonic cause falsely assure him the success of his dream of world domination? What did his meetings with individual U.S. Americans or their personal glimpses of him reveal about his personality, his dilettantic ignorance and his plans for Nazified Germany?

Like the majority of his contemporary fellow Europeans, Hitler entertained contrasting images of the United States as being both a promised land of unlimited possibilities, where a hardworking soul could better her or his lot and, at the same time, a wild, barbaric young country made rich from the clever exploitation of endless natural resources. In 1924 Hitler included in Mein Kampf a tedious, distorted history of his childhood and young adulthood. In it he portrayed himself as a pioneer of sorts, possessing the spirit of those who “shake the dust of Europe from their feet with the irrevocable intention of founding a new existence in the New World and conquering a new home.” These people, he wrote, take their lives in their own hands: “Released from all the old, paralyzing ideas of profession and position, environment and tradition, they snatch at every livelihood that offers itself, grasp at every sort of work, progressing step by step to the realization that honest labor, no matter of what sort, disgraces no one.” Hitler claimed “I, too, was determined to leap into this new world, with both feet, and fight my way through.”

While saying that “experience shows that all those elements which emigrate consist of the healthiest and most energetic natures,” Hitler maintained that “among these ‘emigrants’ we must count, not only those who go to America, but to an equal degree the young farmhand who resolves to leave his native village for the strange city.” Hitler’s romantic impressions of Americana shifted considerably, however, by the time he left the relative political obscurity he had known while writing poor prose at the Landsberg prison and became the Chancellor of Germany in 1933. When his foreign press chief Ernst Hanfstaengl once suggested that he might gain political advantage by visiting the U.S., the temperamental Hitler replied “What is America but millionaires, beauty queens, stupid records and Hollywood...” 

Hitler admired the United States’ strict immigration quotas, seeing them as favoring Nordic-Germanic “races” and serving as a significant—albeit late—attempt to curb the immigration of undesirables: Mediterranean and Slavic peoples, Blacks, Asians and Jews. Of the latter, Hitler lamented what he saw as the Jewish control of U.S. economics and society. Judaism, he said, threatened the racial purity of the sizeable Germanic stock to be found in the New World. Still, the relatively recent imposition of immigration quotas by the U.S. government provided a model for the world of how to control the “racial mixing” he so desperately feared and loathed. As proof that “in every mingling of Aryan blood with that of lower peoples the result was the end of the cultured people,” he pointed to North America, “whose population consists in by far the largest part of Germanic elements who mixed but little with the lower colored peoples [and thus] shows a different humanity and culture from Central and South America, where the predominantly Latin immigrants often mixed with the aborigines on a large scale. By this one example, we can clearly and distinctly recognize the effect of racial mixture. The Germanic inhabitant of the American continent...rose to be master of the continent; [such a person] will remain the master as long as he does not fall a victim to defilement of the blood.”

Supposedly, the only U.S. American Hitler ever respected was Henry Ford, whom he regarded “not so much as an industrial wonder-worker bur rather as a reputed anti-Semite and a possible source of funds,” the alleged request of which the auto magnate refused to grant; Hitler also considered the Ku Klux Klan to be possible political allies.

While fascinated by American racists, Hitler was still outraged by the political values and intervention of Woodrow Wilson—an earlier U.S. president whom he described as “an American medicine man who found the formula that deceived the German people.” The U.S. had entered the recent World War against Germany, he said, because Jewish war profiteers and a Jewish press coerced a generally honorable people into conflict with the German Vaterland. By stating erroneous “facts,” twisting contexts and fabricating events, Hitler argued that the U.S.’ decisive entry into the war did not change the “reality” that Germany was not to blame for earlier hostilities. It was Wilson, he repeatedly alleged—in collusion with German socialists and Jews—who had betrayed the German people. The Allies and treasonous Germans, Hitler claimed, had deceived but not defeated the Germans. 

Hitler also offered condescending assessments of those in power in the United States during his own reign. Characteristically, having long blamed Germany’s demise at Versailles and its disastrous years under the Weimarer Republic on Leftists and Jews, after the bombing of Pearl Harbor Hitler blamed the Second World War on Franklin Delano Roosevelt, charging the current U.S. president had incited the Poles to war and aggravated French suffering by supplying the Reynaudist resistance. Hitler sickly purported that Roosevelt had become “Judaised” by surrounding himself with Jews and had conspired to begin the war in order to shift attention from his own failing domestic policies. Erroneously maintaining that Roosevelt “did not succeed in bringing about even the slightest improvement in his own country,” he further implied that F.D.R. himself was a threat to the United States.

In truth, Hitler retained what had always been a superficial understanding of the United States. In charge of the Nazis’ image abroad, Hanfstaengl tried to rectify this, yet Hitler continued to see the U.S. largely as irrelevant to European affairs. Hanfstaengl said Hitler thought of the United States mostly in connection with the “Jewish problem,” but ignored it because he could not solve the “problem” immediately. Also, supposedly because it could not control its own “gangsters,” Hitler considered the U.S. government unable to play a significant role on the international scene. And, while he pledged a peaceful relationship with the Western hemisphere and generally approved of the Monroe Doctrine, he planned for Germany to replace Spain and Portugal as the cultural leader of Latin America, saying “We shall build a new Germany there.”

Hitler made overtures towards settling Germans in Latin American countries like Brazil, Argentina and Bolivia—and even cast longing eyes toward Mexico—yet saw the precarious nature of imperialism that is not based in a colonizer’s own continent. “Today many European states are like pyramids stood on their heads” he said. “Their European area is absurdly small in comparison to their weight of colonies, foreign trade, etc. We may say: summit in Europe, base in the whole world.” The “American Union”—as he always insisted on calling the United States—provided an example for European empires because unlike them, the U.S. “possesses its base in its own continent and touches the rest of the earth only with its summit. And from this comes the immense inner strength of this state and the weakness of most European colonial powers.” Hitler realized that in contrast to Britain and France which relied on colonies flung literally across the globe, the U.S.’ empire remained unhampered by nativistic movements for liberation, outside threat or the costs of trans-global shipping and administration. 

The eventual dictator of Germany let it be known early in his political career that although he considered it presently still a peripheral player in the global power-brokering arena and always on the brink of revolution, the United States posed a threat to the interests of an expanded German Reich in the future. In his rambling, poorly-written Mein Kampf, Hitler explained that “historically,” because England lost its prize North American colonies long ago, it had since taken to keeping the “individual state powers of Europe in a state of general paralysis resulting from mutual rivalries.” More pressing now, however, was the U.S.’ own rise to power. Saying “we must regard as giant states, first of all the American Union, then Russia and China,” Hitler resented the U.S.’ phenomenal success and ascendancy in the world, assuming it would directly compete with relatively small, mostly land-locked Germany. Unless, that is, Germany would claim its rightful place in the world and assume dominance over Europe, if not much of the entire planet.

How could Germany accomplish a global takeover? Through German ingenuity and might—and the aid of Germanic peoples living in other lands. An otherwise strict racist, Hitler made “no distinction between German nationals and Germans by birth who are citizens of a foreign country. Superficially we shall have to make allowances for such citizenship.” He planned to orchestrate from Berlin a worldwide movement of German expatriates and those descended from German emigrants to arise and seize power of the countries where they had settled. Early in the Third Reich the Nazi regime sent agents to distribute nationalistic propaganda among Germanic peoples in North and South America—even plotting with some to foment armed rebellion. Still, Hitler insisted “We shall not land troops like William the Conqueror and gain Brazil by strength of arms. Our weapons are not visible ones. Our conquistadors...have a more difficult task than the original ones, and for this reason they have more difficult weapons.” What were these special weapons? The same ones that had conquered the German people and destroyed the Weimarer Republic: the blatant, cynical untruths of the Nazi propaganda machine.

Hitler planned ultimately to win the Western hemisphere not through military attack but through the subversion of their governments, made possible by their own institutionalized weaknesses. Again spreading misinformation, half-truths and nationalistic tracts, the Nazis intended to arouse the sentiment of German nationals and descendents until they worked in concert with the “political mother country” to establish a global German empire. Hitler instructed foreign agents working in the name of Nazism that their task was to “train all Germans, without distinction, unconditionally to place their loyalty to Germandom before their loyalty to the foreign state. Only in this way will you be able to fulfill the difficult tasks I shall give you.” He offered the stern warning, though, that “Whoever opposes you should know that he has nothing more to expect from the German Reich. He will be outlawed for all time. And in due course he will reap the fruits of his treacherous attitude.” In no uncertain terms Hitler wanted the people of the Americas to know that he intended no less than to spread German rule over the entire earth.

“When I walked into Adolph [sic] Hitler’s room, I was convinced that I was meeting the future dictator of Germany. In something less than fifty seconds, I was quite sure that I was not. It took just about that time to measure the startling insignificance of this man who has set the world agog.”

In interviewing Adolf Hitler in 1932, Dorothy Thompson made two mistakes. For one thing—calling him a “Little Man”—she misjudged the ability of the German Fuehrer to disregard political ethics, using the Weimarer Republic’s own constitution to destroy it and thus gain Control of the German government. For another, she said so. The first mistake cost her—at least temporarily—credibility as a perceptive reporter; the second cost her future professional as well as personal access to Germany—and almost her life. 

Thompson had been trying to interview Hitler for seven years. She first had tried to locate him in 1923 at the house of Frau Hanfstaengl—a German-naturalized U.S. woman and the mother of the future Nazi Party foreign press chief. The Frau was hiding Hitler—who had fled the scene of the crushed rebellion against the provincial Bavarian government in Muenchen—in the Hanfstaengl home in Murnau im Allgaeu. By the time Thompson had arrived in Murnau, however, Hitler had taken refuge elsewhere. Soon after, he received a sentence of fifteen years for his role in the bungled coup—of which he sat out only nine months. While Hitler served time in considerable comfort at the Landsberg prison, he wrote his tedious Mein Kampf.
The former beer cellar schemer soon left the clink and entered aboveground politics. Hitler still refused, however, to meet with foreigners, exhibiting a flippant attitude—as Thompson saw it—of “Germany for the Germans! Scorn for Americans, the dollar-chasers, the money-grubbers, the profiteers.” By 1932, the increasingly prominent demagogue and would-be Fuehrer rescinded, seeing a need to “address the world.” At that time he consented to meet with Thompson, but not as she thought—with a regal interview—but in a response in the form of answers to the prescribed limit of three questions. The allowed three questions were to be submitted a full twenty-four hours in advance, “No trickery allowed.” Thompson’s questions included: (1) “When you come to power, as I take it you will, what will you do for the working masses of Germany?”; (2) “When you come to power will you abolish the constitution of the German Republic?”; and (3) “What will you do for international disarmament, and how will you handle France?” 

Thompson had been so anxious about meeting Hitler that she considered taking smelling salts with her. On the day of the interview, she arrived at the Kaiserhof Hotel and waited in the upstairs foyer. Finally, an hour late, Hitler quickly passed by on the way to his room, followed by a bodyguard who Thompson compared to Al Capone. After another half-hour wait, Thompson approached the room of foreign press chief Hanfstaengl, finding an Italian journalist ahead of her. “No wonder” she thought. “Hitler, contemplating power, already has a foreign policy: A German-English-Italian alliance to crush the power of France on the continent.”

Thompson finally was allowed to enter Hitler’s suite. Immediately she became impressed by what she perceived as “a man whose countenance is a caricature.” She thought his face quite ugly, with a large, badly-shaped nose. She noticed that “A lock of hair falls over an insignificant and slightly retreating forehead. The back head is shallow. [Hitler’s] face is broad in the cheekbones... His movements are awkward, almost undignified and most unmartial. There is in his face no trace of any inner conflict or self-discipline.” Thompson added, “He is inconsequent and voluble, ill-poised, insecure. He is the very prototype of the Little Man.”

Hitler reminded Thompson of an actor, capable of producing various exaggerated facial expressions at will. At the same time, hearing the broad Austrian dialect she had found familiar in Vienna, she granted that he was “not without certain charm.” Thompson thought he possessed a soft, vaguely feminine charm. She speculated “There is something irritatingly refined about him. I bet he crooks his little finger when he drinks a cup of tea.” In studying Hitler’s face she began comparing him with other German leaders: President von Hindenburg, Chancellor Bruening and the late Stresemann. She even made comparisons of Hitler’s appearance with that of Planck, Eistein, Hauptmann, Mann and Wasserman. Considering that although she thought Hitler to be quite homely, she imagined that he would—as he predicted—win the fifteen million votes he needed to take over the Berlin government. “But” she thought, “fifteen million Germans can be wrong.”

The interview seemed particularly difficult “because one cannot carry on a conservation with Adolph Hitler. He speaks always, as though he were addressing a mass meeting. In personal intercourse he is shy, almost embarrassed. In every question he seeks for a theme that will set him off. Then his eyes focus in some far corner of the room; a hysterical note creeps into his voice, which rises sometimes almost to a scream. He gives the impression of a man in a trance. He bangs the table.” Expectedly, Hitler used his time with Thompson to expound on the need for a new spirit among the working class, as Marxism had “undermined the masses.” He spoke of an ideological rebirth where the Deutsches Volk would be reunited not as workers, employers, Socialists or Catholics—but as Germans.

His haranguing the Germans to unite under a strong Nazi leadership came partially in response to Thompson’s first question. He added that he would restrict the powers of banks and trusts, suspending “loan-capital.” He promised to end the rule of one class over all others. When Thompson interrupted Hitler’s vague “stream of eloquence” by repeating her question, he coyly replied that he refused to publicize his program for fear that the Weimarer republicans would steal it. He did offer a few specifics, however, such as his plans to create labor brigades from the ranks of the jobless—paying them at a rate of about six cents a day, along with room and board. Hitler planned to expropriate department stores, partially as a means to encourage the patronage of small, independently owned specialty shops. He also intended to encourage emigration and divide large estates which were not owner-operated. Thompson noted that although under the Hoover administration it was presently unimaginable for someone from the United States, the current German regime already had instigated the last two ideas.

Hitler answered Thompson’s question about the fate of the German constitution under Nazi rule in more explicit terms—although again she had to interrupt his soliloquy. “I will get into power legally” Hitler swor;. “I will abolish this parliament and the Weimarer constitution afterward. I will found an authority-state, from the lowest cell to the highest instance; everywhere there will be responsibility and authority above, discipline and obedience below.” Unable to foresee how completely totalitarian a Nazi dictatorship would work, Thompson contrasted Hitler’s answer to the current situation in Germany, in which Chancellor Bruening governed by decree. “The difference” she noted, “is that Chancellor Bruening holds the dictatorship to be a necessary emergency measure, and self-government and democracy to be a happier form for more normal times. Not Hitler.”

Regarding Germany’s foreign debt and its relationship with France, the ambitious leader of the Nazi Party explained that “We shall not pay one cent more than we can.” Thompson wondered what this meant in terms of his diatribes against the “international Jewish financial conspiracy,” which Hitler had vowed to crush. She also contemplated that while he spoke of Rightist revolution and against the owning classes, “He associates with industrialists. He goes to tea with princesses.”

And, as concerned France: “When the German people are at last really unified, and secured in their own honor, I believe even France will respect us.” Remembering tales of Hitler as a child weeping because he had been born after “the great freedom wars,” Thompson doubted Hitler, who recently had said “We must arm! The child’s spelling book and the largest newspaper, all must be put into service of our unique mission; our whining must be changed into the glowing prayer: God bless our arms!” The defiant Hitler had also dared, “Let the French march! Let us see whether African niggers can conquer free Germany!”

Thompson met Hitler at a political crossroad. The Nazis were clearly gaining popularity—and much clout through political dealings— throughout the country. At the time of their interview, however, Hitler had not yet been appointed the Chancellor of Germany by a desperate, ultimately naive President von Hindenburg and it appeared as if the Nazis would continue to fail to win a majority of the popular vote that they needed to form a government. From her perspective—sitting in a private hotel suite in Berlin in the summer of 1932—she could not foresee the incredible effect Hitler would have on Germany and on the world. Even mistranslating Mein Kampf as My Fight (My Struggle being closer), Thompson did not clearly see the significance of the life, the aspirations and the legacy of Adolf Hitler. Within months of their interview, Hitler would face a decisive election, yet survive it to become the dictator of all Germany. In one of the most severe misjudgments a journalist could fear ever making, Thompson predicted after her interview with the “Little Man” that “Hitler will be extinguished between two prelates.” 

Lothrop Stoddard’s “audience” with Adolf Hitler seems to have been a strange one. When he initially asked one of Hitler’s personal advisors, a certain Herr Hewel, about meeting with the dictator of Nazi Germany, Hewel merely expressed mild interest in Stoddard’s request. Saying that the Fuehrer had seen very few foreigners except diplomats since becoming the German Chancellor and no non-officials since the outbreak of war, he promised only to make an inquiry into the matter. The Foreign Office and Propaganda Ministry officials he approached a few days later about meeting Hitler also responded discouragingly. While an audience—a meeting in which everything is said for private consumption only, except for permission to quote specific remarks—seemed remotely possible, the officials mentioned the impossibility of an interview—a meeting based on the understanding that most of what is said is open game for popular circulation.

It came as a great surprise then—some two months after requesting an audience with Hitler—that Stoddard received word that the Fuehrer had granted him his request. Stressing that he came not as a journalist—a breed for which “an unquotable audience would have no professional meaning”—but as a writer of non-fiction books and a public orator, Stoddard pledged not to make public anything said in his conversation with Hitler. Instead, he promised to focus on the circumstances of their meeting and the man as he saw him. Stoddard’s willingness to forsake quotes or political commentary pleased those closest to Hitler, for he served their need for an anti-septic, positive public relations campaign abroad.

Nazi officials had favorably responded to an earlier meeting between Hitler and Albert Whiting Fox, a U.S. writer who had earned a reputation for his magazine and newspaper articles. Fox, the only U.S. American journalist to see Hitler in the previous two years, had spent three months trying to see Hitler and did so shortly before Germany invaded Poland. Fox had succeeded, Stoddard thought, because he mostly presented impressions of “Hitler the Man and his surroundings,” not simply the German leader’s stands on politics or social matters. Using Fox as an example, Stoddard offered to do the same, knowing that several officials had expressed to him regret that foreigners knew only the public face of Hitler, whom the Germans dearly esteemed but foreigners universally seemed to loathe. For obvious reasons Nazi propagandists always were eager to publicize images of Hitler to the world which contradicted the “aloof, mysterious figure whom his enemies depicted as sinister, even inhuman.” 

Within an hour after noon on Tuesday, 19 December 1939, a sleek limousine arrived at the door of the Hotel Adlon. An attractive young officer in a light-gray Foreign Office uniform helped Stoddard into the car. The driver took the nervous writer and lecturer down the Wilhelmstrasse (the comfortably walkable distance of a mere couple blocks) and—signaling their approach with a sounding of the horn—slowly entered the chancery. Stoddard found the New Chancery typical of Nazi architecture: “severely plain on the outside.” Once inside the tall gates of the Spartan compound, however, he entered an expansive paved courtyard. Across from the gate a wide flight of stone steps led to the entrance, flanked by two stone figures. “On the steps stood several lackeys in blue-and-silver liveries, while near the entrance doorway was a knot of high officers in regulation gray-green uniforms.” Through the entrance he saw a foyer brightly lit by the electric light from crystal chandeliers. 

Leaving the car, Stoddard walked up the steps “to bows and salutes, and entered the foyer, where more lackeys took charge of my hat and overcoat.” At that point an official greeted him and led him through the foyer into a grand hall: “This lofty hall, done in light-red marble inlaid with elaborate patterns” Stoddard recalled, “reminded me somehow of an ancient Egyptian temple.” At the end of the hall additional steps led to an unusually long gallery of mirrors lit by sconces: “Since this gallery was set at a slight angle, the effect upon me was of intense brilliance; much more so than a straight perspective would have afforded.” About halfway down the gallery Stoddard noticed a door framed by two guards. Inside the door he entered the antechamber of Hitler’s study. There, his guide introduced him to about a dozen high officers, with some of whom he briefly chatted. 

Stoddard later recounted “The whole build-up thus far had been so magnificent and the attendant psychic atmosphere so impressive that by that time I really did not know what to expect. I had the feeling that I was being ushered into the presence of a Roman Emperor or even an Oriental Potentate.” He added: “The absurd thought crossed my mind that I might find der Fuehrer seated on a throne surrounded by flaming swastikas.”
Then, the guide called Stoddard to “the Presence.” Passing through a pair of double doors he entered another large room, on the right of which was a sofa and several chairs. At the other end of the room he saw a large desk. From behind it arose Adolf Hitler. Stoddard immediately recognized him as a man “of medium height, clad in a plain officer’s tunic with no decorations save the Iron Cross, black trousers, and regulation military boots. Walking up to where I had halted near the doorway, he gave me a firm handshake and a pleasant smile. It was the Fuehrer.”

Stoddard had not expected what he found that day at the Chancery. “For an instant I was taken aback by the astounding contrast between this simple, natural greeting and the heavy magnificence through which I had just passed. Pulling myself together, I expressed in my best German my appreciation of the honor that was being shown me, calling him Excellency, as foreigners are supposed to do.” At this Hitler smiled and invited the self-conscious Stoddard to sit down on the sofa, seating himself on the nearest chair, about a yard away. The friendly dictator complimented his guest on a good German accent, correctly guessing that he had been to Germany before. Stoddard answered to the affirmative and Hitler shook his head, saying “A pity you couldn’t have seen it in peacetime.” 

For about twenty minutes the humble writer and the Nazi genius conversed auf Deutsch, Herr Schmidt the official interpreter quietly sitting on the sofa with Stoddard in the event he was needed. While Stoddard kept his promise not to reveal the details of their talk, he did indicate that most of their conversation dealt with neither the war nor politics. Instead, he said the two discussed the plans for rebuilding Germany, which Hitler anticipagted having to postpone until after the war. “His regretful interest in those matters seemed to show that he still had them very much in mind.” 

More than the conversation they shared, Stoddard found merely watching Hitler’s very manner and appearance fascinating: “Here I was, in private audience with the Master of Greater Germany, and able to study him at close range.” He closely watched Hitler’s movement and intently listened to him speak. “There are certain details of Hitler’s appearance which one cannot surmise from photographs. His complexion is medium, with blond-brown hair of neutral shade which shoes no signs of gray. His eyes are very dark-blue. Incidentally, he no longer wears a cartoonist’s mustache. It is now the usual ‘tooth-brush’ type, in both size and length.” Hitler’s suite seemed “severely plain and...of stock materials.” Of the Master’s voice, Stoddard said it was “clear and well modulated. Throughout the audience he spoke rapidly, yet never hurriedly, and in an even tone. Only occasionally did I detect a trace of his native Austro-Bavarian accent.” 

Stoddard claimed the dogmatic Fuehrer did not deliver a monolog, but rather offered him “plenty of chances to ask questions and put in my say.” Uncharacteristically, Hitler reportedly did not raise his voice during the conversation except “when discussing the war it did become vibrant with emotion; and then he dropped his voice almost to an intense whisper. He made practically no gestures, sitting for the most part quietly, with one hand resting on the arm of his chair and the other lying relaxed in his lap.”

In general Stoddard thought that Hitler seemed in good health: “He certainly did not look a day older than his fifty years.” With amble color, his skin looked clear and unwrinkled, “his body fit and not over-weight.” He betrayed no indications of being under strain, “such as pouched eyes, haggard lines, or twitching physical reactions. On the contrary, appearance, voice, and manner combined to give an impression of calmness and poise.” Aware that his impressions did not coincide with that of others, Stoddard acknowledged that while those accounts likely also were true, “Hitler is said to be a man of many moods. Perhaps I saw him on one of his good days; perhaps he intended to make a particular impression upon me. All I can do is to describe accurately what I myself saw and heard.”

Besides a silent Herr Schmidt, Foreign Minister von Ribbentrop and Herr Hewel sat in chairs “a little distance away.” Hitler finally ended the audience by standing to his feet, shaking Stoddard’s hand and wishing him success during the rest of his stay in Germany. He then returned to his desk, where the three other men were already standing. “At some point during the interview a photograph had been taken of Hitler and myself in conversation. So unobtrusively was this done that I was not aware of it at the moment. The first thing I knew about it was when a copy was presented to me with the Fuehrer’s compliments as a souvenir of the occasion.”

Upon reflection following his audience with the infamous Adolf Hitler, Stoddard identified “two outstanding contrasts.” First, he noted the difference between “the magnificently staged approach and the simple, undramatic, almost matter-of-fact meeting with the man himself.” Admitting the suspiciously relaxed, even-tempered and informal reception given him by the Nazi madman, Stoddard allowed that “Very likely this contrast was also deliberate staging. Anyhow, it made a striking effect.”

In addition Stoddard noticed a “second notable contrast,” this one between his audience with Hitler and one several years earlier with Mussolini at the Palazzo Venezia. There the “dramatic build-up really begins when you go through a little antechamber door and find yourself in an immense room, darkened by half-closed blinds, and with no furniture except a desk and a couple of chairs at the far end of the room. From behind that desk rises Mussolini, just like Hitler, but there the resemblance abruptly ends.” Stoddard said that from the start Mussolini seemed “intensely human. You get the fact that he is interested in you as a person. Also, you get the sense that he is trying to sell you, not only his ideas but also himself. He wants to win your interest and admiration, and to attain that he employs the arts of a finished actor.” Mussolini’s style seemed very intriguing to Stoddard, yet he thought that to an Anglo-Saxon, it seemed too obvious. 

“Nothing like that with Hitler” Stoddard assessed. While always polite and courteous, the German demagogue “makes no obvious attempt to impress or win you. When he talks, his eyes get a faraway look, and he sometimes bows his head, speaking abstractly, almost as though to himself. Whatever he may be to his friends and intimates, I came away feeling that, however interested Hitler may be in people collectively, he is not interested in the average individual, as such.” Also, where Mussolini exhibited great charm, Hitler showed none. Stoddard did not experience with Hitler an emotional “lift,” which was “perhaps the most surprising thing in my whole audience with him, because all that had been told me pointed to the exact opposite. My very first evening in Berlin, Herr Hewel had descanted to me on the inspirational value of personal contact with the Fuehrer, and all who were closely connected with him spoke in the same way.”

While he may have been duped by the propagandists of the Third Reich, as an U.S. American, the reputedly racist, naive Stoddard remained emotionally uninspired by his meeting the “Master of Greater Germany.” Somehow the ecstatic excitement felt by the German Nazis merely by being in the presence of their adored leader simply did not translate to others. Stoddard said: “I do not attempt to explain this seeming contradiction between my personal impression and that of all privileged Nazis... I am inclined to think they really meant what they said. It’s just one of those mysteries that you run into so often in present-day Germany. Like the Third Reich which he has created, what you see first of Hitler by no means indicates all that lies behind.”

Chapter 4: Eat, Drink and Be Merry
As soon as Lothrop Stoddard arrived in Germany just after the Second World War began in the fall of 1939, he found that food had become a precious commodity in the Third Reich. After registering at the Hotel Adlon on Berlin’s Unter den Linden and unpacking his bags, he approached the clerk at the front desk about procuring “food-cards—those precious bits of paper on which one’s very life depends.” Not really cards but pads of coupons resembling the trading stamps U.S. department stores used to issue their customers in decades past, the compulsory Lebensmittelkarten provided Germans as well as all visitors access to the nation’s strict rationing program. Without it one could not eat. 

Stoddard watched as the clerk recorded his name into a large book and handed him a week’s supply of “little blocks of coupons variously colored. Each coupon” he noted, “is good for so many grams of bread, butter, meat and other edibles. Every time you eat a meal you must tear off the various coupons required for each dish, the amount being printed on the bill of fare. And the waiter must collect them when you give your order, because he in turn must hand them in to the kitchen before he can bring you your food.” 

Curiously, however, the number of food rationing coupons one had to surrender upon ordering food had “nothing to do with price. In the last analysis” Stoddard found, “each of these food-coupons is what the Germans call Bezugschein—an official permit to purchase an article of a specific kind and quality.” He offered an example: “You want to buy some meat. Each of your meat coupons entitles you to so many grams. You may go into an inexpensive restaurant and the get the cheapest grade of sausage or you can go into the best hotel and get a finely cooked filet mignon. The price will differ enormously” he complained, “but the number of meat coupons you hand over is precisely the same.”

Having been invited for lunch upon reaching Berlin, Stoddard had no choice but immediately to obtain food-rationing cards, as the stringent rationing of food and other materials had given rise to an entire new etiquette. “In Germany” he learned, “no matter how wealthy your host may be, he has no more coupons than anyone else and so cannot furnish them for his guests.” Applying to meals in both hotels and restaurants, such was not the case “when the host invites you to his own home. He then has to do all the honors.” As Stoddard quickly realized, however, “This severely limits domestic hospitality. In such cases the guests are usually served fish, game, or some other delicacy for which food cards are not required.”

Referring to what he called “iron rations,” Stoddard declared “No intelligent foreigner can be in Germany more than a week without asking himself: ‘How do these people stand it?’ When he has been there a month, he says ‘How long can they stand it?’ After three months, his verdict will probably be: ‘I guess they’ll stand it a long time.’ Those, at any rate” he disclosed, “were my reactions.”

Conveniently omitting the Germans’ responsibility for starting the war, Stoddard remarked that “Germany is today a fortress under siege by the British naval blockade.” He concluded after being inside the Third Reich for some time that in response “the Nazi Government has developed an amazingly elaborate system of rationing which extends to the smallest details. The foreign visitor to wartime Germany” he offered as an example, “encounters this all-pervading system the instant he crosses the border, when the frontier inspector hands him a few bread, meat, and butter coupons nicely calculated to avert hunger till he reaches his destination.” He added: “Except under special circumstances, he gets the same treatment as the average citizen of the Reich. Germans or foreigners, they all ‘eat out of the same...dish’.” 

As could be expected, such strict rationing encouraged the formation of “a thriving bootleg trade. As a matter of fact, underhand trading does exist” Stoddard admitted, “but it is relatively small and very much undercover, because German law punishes the buyer equally with the seller, and sentences can be imposed up to ten years at hard labor. For most persons” he warned, “the risk is too great.”

Of course, a given individual does not consume the same amount of food as another and different people have different dietary needs. To accommodate this fact the German government stipulated various legal standards within the rationing system. Stoddard observed that “These, however, are based, not on wealth or influence, but on age and occupation. Infants and small children get special foods to safeguard their health and growth. At the other end of the scale are two favored classes known as ‘heavy’ and ‘heaviest’ workers—persons engaged in specifically strenuous or hazardous labor. These classifications” he said, “are prized almost more than higher wages in laboring circles. The most appreciated favor handed us newspaper correspondents by the Propaganda Ministry” he acknowledged, “was when it had us classified as heavy workers. Thereby we were entitled to draw an extra food-card allotment amounting to nearly fifty per cent above normal.” 

What constituted a “normal” ration? “The answer” Stoddard explained, “is that the allotment varies somewhat from month to month; and, interestingly enough, it tends to rise.” Having been told that the Hitler regime began rationing “with wartime restrictions as severe as the people could presumably stand without immediate injury to their health and without arousing too much discontent,” he maintained that “The official calculation was that slight additions to the allotment from time to time would produce marked improvement in popular morale.” True to the manipulative genius of the Nazis, even visiting foreigners found their ploy effective. “I shall not soon forget” Stoddard later remembered, “how much brighter the world looked when my microscopic butter ration was increased by nearly a pat a day. The difference totaled only a few ounces a month” he pointed out, “but the psychological effect was great indeed.”

It did not take much, however, to improve significantly the amount of food allowed to an individual, considering how extremely small the rates of rationing were to begin with. To illustrate the meagerness of the legal rations, Stoddard recorded that in December1939, normal rations which could be bought per head, per week were:

Item – Grams (1000=2.2 pounds) 

meat – 500

butter – 125 

lard – 62.5

margarine – 80

marma1ade – 100

sugar – 2

cheese – 62.5 

eggs 1 (egg) 

Noting that the government also rationed bread, flour and other cereal products, Stoddard conceded “the allotments are so large that the rationing is chiefly to avoid waste. Nobody” he quipped, “except a tremendous eater could consume his bread ration while I was in Germany. That is because the Reich is amply supplied in this respect, due to abundant harvests in recent years with consequent large carry-overs.” Besides, bread would fill an empty stomach on heavy, albeit cheap and readily available carbohydrates while other, more balanced food could not be so easily produced or imported.

It seemed that produce differed from other primary foodstuffs in the Third Reich in that “potatoes and vegetables generally are unrationed. So are fruits” Stoddard found, “though these are scarce and of mediocre quality, judged by American standards. Tropical fruits” he continued, “even oranges, tangerines, and lemons, are rarely seen.” Alluding to the German-Italian Fascist alliance he commented “I understand that most of these come from Southern Italy.” Stoddard added “Mondays and Fridays are fish days.” Also, “Wartime Germany’s fish supply now comes mainly from the Baltic, which is not in the active war zone.” 

In regards to the general unavailability of fats, Germans failed to meet their sufficient nutritional needs under the quotas allowed under the official rates of rationing. The shortage of fats, however, remained only one in a long list of inadequate sources of sustenance in the Germans’ scant food supply. “Certainly” Stoddard realized, “the present regulation diet is out of balance. There is an obvious deficiency, not only in fats, but also of foods rich in protein, mineral salts, and vitamins, such as fruit, green vegetables, and dairy products, especially milk and eggs. The present diet” Stoddard maintained, “contains far too much starch” as he could “emphatically testify,” having gained twelve pounds during his stay in Germany of less than four months, although his weight had varied little over the previous years. Noting that he had met “many other persons, both foreigners and Germans, who were having similar experiences,” Stoddard claimed “When healthy, well-balanced individuals react that way, there must be something wrong with the dietary picture. Unless remedied” he warned, “it cannot fail to produce bad results on the general population in the long run.” 

Having visited Germany numerous times since the turn of the century, the well-traveled Stoddard assessed that “When the war broke out the German people were reasonably healthy. Yet this health standard had been maintained on a diet which, in American eyes, must seem meager and monotonous.” As the Germans had been limited in their access to fats and dairy products for many years, he surmised “The war is thus not a sudden change from plenty to scarcity, but a relatively slight intensification of chronic shortages.” 

Talking with German laborers, the workers told Stoddard that “if they could get their full food-card allotments, they fared about the same as before the war. These statements” he verified, “checked with what competent foreign observers told me.” Familiar with the traditional diet of Northern urban Germans, Stoddard explained that “The winter diet of the working classes has always been potatoes, bread, and cabbage, together with some fish, less meat, and even less fats. They hadn’t the money to buy anything better” he reasoned. “It is the upper and middle classes who have been hit hardest by war rationing” he extrapolated, “and it is among them that you hear the loudest complaints.”

Stoddard teased “Those upper and middle class folk certainly mecker [complain] vociferously over the food situation, but their complaints are mingled with a somewhat sour sense of humor.” Celebrating the renowned rich humor of Berliners, he retold a “typical food joke which was current in winter Berlin” in the form of a “Recipe for a good meal: Take your meat card. Wrap it in your egg card” and fry it in your butter or fat card until brown. Then take your potato card, cover with your flour card, and cook over your coal card until done. For dessert, stir up your milk and sugar cards; then dunk in your coffee card. After this, wash your hands with your soap card, drying them with your cloth card. That should make you feel fine!” 

Despite their attempts to make light of their situation, however, Berliners did not feel fine: rationing was an irritating pain, a daily struggle which seemed dauntingly endless. Claiming that “If we are really to understand conditions in strange lands,” Stoddard sought to “get down to cases” of what it was like to work one’s way through the complex rationing system. To accomplish this he chose to “tell the tale of the housewife in wartime Germany.” A composite character, she represented several studies he made of the daily life of families living in Berlin—two of which had “kept house in America. In that way” he purported, “I got intelligent comparisons between German and American standards.”

Stressing that he had chosen to study economically comfortable families “because I wanted to eliminate the factor of financial worry from the picture,” Stoddard wanted to “find out how, and to what extent, the everyday life of these Berlin homes is affected by wartime conditions.” He began: “On the day in question our composite lady sallies forth to do her marketing in the middle of the forenoon. This is her regular day” Stoddard recorded, “and she should have started earlier, but couldn’t because of home work due to lack of servants.” She visits a nearby market where she is a regular customer,” as she is with her butcher and other tradespeople. That is the only way” he held, “she can cope with the food-card situation.”

Inside the store, Stoddard noticed “The first thing that strikes our American eye is the meagerness of the stock. In part, this impression is due to the fact that there are no canned goods on display. They are all being kept off the market” he recounted, “until green vegetables and autumn fruits are exhausted. Then the Government will release canned goods for public sale to bridge the gap until the next fruit and vegetable crops are available.” 

Emphasizing that “in Germany, grocery stores are more specialized than ours” and “sell chiefly staple food and dairy products, together with lines such as jams and jellies, condiments, smoked meats, and light table wines,” Stoddard noted that all of the clerks in the small shops were women.

When “Milady”—as Stoddard called his composite subject—enters the store, she “catches the eye of the head clerk and gets immediate service. That’s a bit of good luck” he stresses, “for the woman is much quicker than others, which means a saving of precious time.” As soon as she arrives at the counter she opens her pocketbook “containing several compartments, each bulging with folded papers of various colors.” About a foot square in size, these food cards “can be torn or cut off, stamped, or punched, as the case requires.” 

Supposing that the woman is shopping for a “good-sized family” of six, Stoddard said “each of these six individuals needs seven food cards; so Milady has to carry forty-two cards with her whenever she goes to market.” Adding that she had numerous other cards at home for each member of the family pertaining to clothing, etc., he noted that she might also have “special milk cards if any of her children are young.” 

Before she can purchase anything, Milady must unfold the cards on the counter and the clerk must “make sure her customer hasn’t exceeded her quota, while the customer has to find out if what she wants is in stock that day. In big cities like Berlin “ Stoddard reiterated, “there are...many temporary shortages of foodstuffs. In the small towns” he compared, “there is no such trouble.”

Once the cards have been spread out, Stoddard listed, Milady and the clerk checked the customer’s order against the available stock: “First the bread card. This covers not only baked bread but also flour of various kinds. No difficulty here; the bread ration is ample. Secondly the sugar card, which includes jams, jellies, etc. Again” he continued, “no trouble. Thanks to a big sugarbeet crop, this is well taken care of. Now the meat card. This is chiefly for the butcher; but Milady happens to want a bit of sausage and smoked ham, so she used it in the grocery store. The saleswoman informs her that she is getting the last of the ham, because it has been decreed a luxury, so farmers have been ordered not to smoke any more for the delicatessen trade.” 

Stoddard went on: “Now the fat card. Here we run into a sore spot. Germany is short on fats” he repeated, “so butter, margarine, and lard are strictly rationed. However, Milady does pretty well here, because she has three young children, who rate much more fats than do adults. Incidentally” he noted, “they get some chocolate, reserved for child consumption.” He continued: “Next comes the soap card—another sore point... Now the adult milk card. Grown-ups rate only skimmed milk, which” Stoddard admits, “to my American taste, is an unpleasant substance that I never use. Neither, apparently, do Germans, except for cooking or sparingly in their imitation coffee or tea. Last” he concludes, “comes a card entitled Naehrmittel, best translated by our word ‘victuals.’ It’s a sort of catch-all, covering a wide variety of rationed items ranging from macaroni and noodles to packaged cereals, ersatz tea and coffee, and certain kinds of game.” 

Considering the incredibly complicated rationing system and the sporadic supply of food, Stoddard commented “We can now understand what a prolonged huddle Milady goes into with the saleswoman. Each food-card has to be taken up separately, since quotas vary for adults, half-grown children and small children. When a quota is calculated to the last gram, that particular card is punched, stamped, or snipped, and another card is investigated. The varied rations” Stoddard reported, “are jotted down on a slip of paper for adding up when the list is completed.” Stoddard repeated: “all this rigamarole has nothing to do with price. It’s just a preliminary canter to find out how much bread, butter, lard, sugar, or other foodstuffs the buyer is entitled to. Only when that has been ascertained are the actual prices of the goods figured out and written down on another slip.”

Using the official exchange rate of “a trifle over four Reichmarks to the dollar—making the German bill roughly equal to an U.S. quarter—Stoddard compared the purchasing power of German currency to that in the United States. “On that basis” he figured, “staple groceries average only a trifle higher than they do in America. Some items” he realized, “especially bread, are cheaper. Fats are distinctly higher. Butter, for instance, is over fifty cents a pound. However” he noted, “German housewives have the satisfaction of knowing that these prices are fixed by law and cannot be raised except by a new official edit.” 

At the end of the haggling and the payment of the bill, “Milady’s purchases have been duly assembled on the counter. Only when strictly necessary are they sparingly wrapped in paper” Stoddard explained, “because paper is scarce. String is even scarcer, so it is seldom used. Instead of paper bags, the goods are placed in containers which look like sections of fish-nets. These mesh bags must be furnished by the customer, who is supposed likewise to carry away the purchases under a general ‘cash and carry’ rule”—unlike in the United States at that time, when groceries were almost universally delivered to one’s home or at least to a customer’s car.

To Stoddard “The most notable aspect of Berlin marketing is the time it takes. Often” he observed, “a bill of goods coming to only a few dollars will keep saleswoman and customer engrossed for a full hour. When our synthetic lady leaves the shop” he pointed out, “the business is over so far as she is concerned. Not so with the grocery store. Those coupons from Milady’s food-cards go to swell multicolored piles which have to be sorted out, pasted on big sheets of paper, and fully accounted for before they are turned over to the food-control authorities. These jigsaw-puzzle economics are usually done after business hours and sometimes last far into the night.” 

Owing that “our Berlin lady is too busy with her own affairs to think about the extra work she has made for grocery clerks,” Stoddard continued to account for the remainder of the woman’s shopping trip. “Laden with her fish-net bags, she deposits them at her apartment and hurries off to do more marketing at a nearby butcher’s shop.” Noticing a “good line of meats on display,” Stoddard assessed that “Luck is with her...for meat distribution is uncertain. Luck is with her again when she points to a badge worn in her coat lapel and marches to the counter ahead of a line of waiting customers. That badge” he explained, “shows she is the mother of at least four offspring. She is thus kinderreich—rich in children. A kinderreich matron has many privileges” Stoddard noted, “among them the right to immediate attention in any store; the theory being that she should be helped to save time for her family duties in every way.”

The fictitious shopper quickly purchases a couple cuts of meat—"veal cutlet at 45 cents a pound, and some pork chops at 30 cents a pound”—then makes “a quick dash to the vegetable market a couple of blocks away where she doesn’t need food-cards.” With those stops made, the representative Berlin homemaker completes her weekly marketing trip. Having followed the process as she waded through myriad hurdles to simply acquiring typical food items, Stoddard noted sympathetically “At last Milady can go home.”

Chapter 7: Under a Watchful Eye

Through the use of a highly developed Propaganda Ministry and the merciless Gestapo, the Nazis came to dominate every aspect of life and culture in the Third Reich. Completely censuring not only newspapers, magazines, telephones and radio, but also the sciences, education at all levels, textbooks, all art, advertising, cinema and the mail, the German government kept close watch over the ideas and activities of its own people, as well as of foreigners living inside the country. Tending the interests of a government based on dogma, intrigue and political manipulation, Berlin bureaucrats came to control even the reproductive rights and capacities of all Germans; not even the privacy of the bedroom remained sacred. And, it systematically murdered those it deemed unfit for life—the physically or mentally handicapped, Gypsies, homosexuals and other “unwanted” elements of German society.

After Hitler arose to power civil liberties vanished and everyone—from Nazi Party officials to ordinary villagers—lived with the terrorizing fear of perhaps, even if inadvertently, violating one of the Fuehrer’s endless decrees, the rigid Nazi doctrines or the arbitrary wishes of individuals of rank. The possible consequences of such transgressions included being sent to a labor or concentration camp—or being promptly executed. The Hitler regime thus epitomized authoritarian rule. 

Fascistic control dominated every aspect of life under the Nazis—including sexual behavior and reproduction. A man renowned for his peculiar, controversial views on “race,” Lothrop Stoddard found this aspect of social manipulation especially interesting. He was aware that Hitler had declared in Mein Kampf “It will be the duty of the People’s State to consider the race as the basis of the community’s existence. It must make sure that the purity of the racial strain will be preserved. It must proclaim the truth that the child is the most valuable possession a nation can have. It must make sure that only those who are healthy shall beget children and that there is only one infamy: namely, for parents who are ill or show other defects to bring children into the world.” Nazi doctrine held that “unfit” parents must be sterilized to insure the purity of the Ayran race. Among those deemed “unhealthy” were Jews, the physically or mentally disabled or ill, dwarfs, homosexuals, criminals, “morons” and “anti-social elements.”

Stoddard’s fascination with “the modern science of eugenics, or race-betterment” [a school of thought pioneered early in the 20th century by U.S. American “social scientists” and encouraged by significant support from the Carnegie and Ford Foundations] led him to visit Germany’s Eugenic Supreme Court in the posh Berlin suburb of Charlottenburg. Supposedly—although almost half a million people had been sterilized in Germany by 1939—German “law” declared that no one could be sterilized for any “non-hereditary cause” or without being so proven “beyond a reasonable doubt before special district courts.” 

Arriving just as one such court opened one day, Stoddard noticed a “regular judge” sitting on the bench wearing a cap and gown. To the judge’s right sat “the celebrated psychopathologist, Professor Zutt, a typical savant with mild blue eyes and a Vandyke beard.” On the judge’s left sat “a keen-eyed younger man who was a specialist in criminal psychology” and next to whom Stoddard sat during the proceedings. “All three” he noted, “courteously explained points to me at frequent intervals”.

Explaining that this was the court of “last resort,” Stoddard said “all matters came up to it on appeal from lower courts, and thus tended to be ‘hairline’ cases. The thing that struck me the most” he added, “was the meticulous care with which these cases had already been considered by the lower tribunals.” The dossier on each case was “voluminous” and contained a complete biography of the subject, plus specialists’ and clinical reports which included the person’s family history. “In reaching its decision” Stoddard claimed, “the High Court not only consulted the records of the case but also personally examined the living subjects themselves.”

Witnessing the “trials” of those nominated for forced sterilization, the readily duped Stoddard remarked “The first case I saw looked like an excellent candidate for sterilization. A man in his mid-thirties” he reported, the man looked “rather ape-like in appearance—receding forehead, flat nose with flaring nostrils, thick lips, and heavy prognathous jaw. Not vicious-looking” he conceded, “but gross and rather dull.” Stoddard purported that the man’s past seemed “mildly anti-social—several convictions for minor thefts and one for a homosexual affair with another boy when a lad.” In his younger years the subject had married a Jew with whom he had three children, “none of whom had showed up too well.” That marriage, however, had been dissolved under the Nuernberg Laws which forbade “interracial” unions. He now sought to marry a woman sterilized “as a moron”; however, German law forbad “a non-sterilized individual to marry a sterilized person.”

After the three members of the court “interrogated the man at length,” they decided that considering he “conducted a newspaper delivery route in the suburbs...[and] was able to run this simple business satisfactorily,” forced sterilization could not be proven mandatory. Therefore, they ordered the case subject to further investigation.

Assessing that “Case Two was obviously unbalanced mentally, though not an asylum case,” Stoddard said the next man entered the court swinging a cane “like a fine gentleman” and with an “ ‘air,’ which went incongruously with his shabby-genteel clothes and the battered felt hat tucked under his left arm. There was no doubt” Stoddard thought, “that he should be sterilized.” The lower courts had deemed the man either schizophrenic or a manic-depressive—and both character disorders “came under the law.”

To complicate matters, however, the man wished to marry an unsterilized woman, “so he was strongly opposed to sterilization”. Citing that the man had experienced two “prolonged breakdowns, irrational violent quarrels, and queer actions,” Stoddard recounted that the man in question had “evolved a plan for a Utopian State and had been arrested when he tried to lay it personally before President Hindenburg.”

Stoddard did admit the man answered questions “intelligently, revealing education, but he got excited easily; and his eyes, which were never normal, became wild on such occasions.” The court thought the man to be manic-depressive and schizophrenic, but since they were unsure, they again ordered additional research.

An eighteen-year-old young woman, Case Three was a “deaf-mute” who talked through an interpreter. “She was obviously not feeble-minded” Stoddard acknowledged, “but she had a poor family record.” Her parents, who had also appeared in court, seemed to him to be “most unprepossessing.” The woman’s case had been brought to a lower court two years earlier but because no hereditary deafness could be proven, the case had been dropped. Recently, however, further investigations had revealed several “unfortunate hereditary facts in the family.” This time the court ordered the woman sent to a clinic for additional observations and research into her family’s record. 

The next case involved a seventeen-year-old girl whose charge was “feeble-mindedness. She certainly looked feeble-minded” Stoddard concluded, “as she sat below the bench, hunched in a chair, with dull features and lackluster eyes.” Orphaned early in life, she had endured a “haphazard upbringing. The records showed her to have been always shy, backward, and unable to keep up with normal schooling.” Presently employed as “a helper in a cheap restaurant,” the court psychologist “discovered she was able to make change for small customers’ bills...and that she could perform other duties of her humble job.” While the lower court had decided to “Wait and see”—as her’s might be a case of “retarded intelligence due to environmental factors, which will ripen later”—the high court ruled that “despite her most unprepossessing appearance and her simple, childlike mind, she was not a moron within the meaning of the law and therefore should not be sterilized.” 

Regarding the case of the “feeble-minded girl,” Stoddard thought the members of the high court “examined this poor waif carefully and with kindly patience.” Claiming she “had no knowledge of or interest in even the most elementary current events”—for example, “she barely knew there was a war going on”—Stoddard left the Germany Eugenic Supreme Court convinced that “the law was being administered with strict regard for its provisions and...if anything, judgments were almost too conservative.” Too easily did he accept the legitimacy of such a “trail” and the illegitimate premises upon which it existed. Somehow slipping from civility into a surrealistic nightmare of the most horrifying “reality,” the world the Nazis created too easily became acceptable as “normal”—and the tenets of that world contaminated even to those who did not share the cultural background which had given birth to German Fascism.

Chapter 8: Ueber Alles

Long before becoming an angry dropout in Vienna and his Fascistic politicking days in Munich, Adolf Hitler based his ideological worldview almost exclusively on the concept of “race.” Like many others in late-nineteenth-century Europe, he did not question the theory of distinct and unequal racial groupings or the assumption that Northern European “Aryan” peoples surpassed all other races in superior intelligence and worth. Naturally, Hitler’s fanatical racism demanded that after coming to power he would strive to reunite all “Germans”—regardless of nationality—into a single German empire. While he respected Swiss military might and needed access to the unshakeable Swiss banks too much to seriously consider invading the Teutonic districts of that Alpine land, he lusted early in his career after the “little Germans” in Austria and he longed to stretch Germany’s borders to include those ethnic Germans who lived in western Poland and in what was known as the “Sudetenland” in neighboring Czechoslovakia. Hitler trusted that once united, the Germans would take their “rightful” place as the eternal, invincible master-race rulers of the world.

By coupling clever political manipulation with the threat of gross force, Hitler annexed all of Austria without firing a single shot on 12 March 1938. Soon afterward he turned his attention to obtaining “legal” possession of the Sudetenland. Milking on-going frictions between the Czech and Slovak peoples and the minority German population (which formed 20% of Czechoslovakia, but a third of the Czech provinces of Bohemia and Moravia), he announced in September of 1938 that Germany demanded the “return “ of all Czechoslovak lands where at least fifty-one percent of the population considered itself “German.” Citing exaggerated charges of political oppression of the Sudeten Germans, he promised that war would soon erupt in Europe if his demands were not granted.

With vivid memories of the butchery of the last World War close in mind, Britain’s Prime Minister Neville Chamberlain trekked to Germany to avoid another widespread Continental war through the negotiations he promised would ensure “peace in our time.” While the French—established allies of Czechoslovakia since its independence from the Hapsburg empire in 1918—more shamefully disregarded the long-standing treaties and alliances it had made with Prague in return for political favors and support, the British government more actively gave away Czechoslovakia’s autonomy and future. Arguing that the country was too “remote” to risk infuriating the already-rageful Fuehrer, Chamberlain agreed with France’s Prime Minister Edouard Daladier literally to sign away possession of the Sudetenland to Germany. “If we have to fight it must be on larger issues than that” the British Prime Minister rationalized. Adding that it was a “quarrel in a far away country between people of whom we know nothing,” Chamberlain defended what basically represented the failure of the western European democracies’ last chance to stop Hitler’s ambitious, horrific expansion.

Although a faithful representative of France’s interests east of the Rhine, Czechoslovakia’s President Eduard Benes soon found that both the British and the French would offer no support should his country take on the Nazi monster by itself—as it had considered doing should the restless giant spill over the heavily fortified German-Czechoslovak frontier. Devastated by the collapse of the Petite Entente he personally had designed and championed since 1918, Benes later told his fellow Czechoslovaks regarding the Munich Agreements, “This case is unique in history: our friends and allies have imposed on us such terms as are usually dictated to a defeated enemy.”

“The Germans detest this war” Lothrop Stoddard declared after having spent some time in Nazi Germany soon after the onset of the Second World War. “That was the ever-deepening impression I got throughout my stay in the Third Reich. Wherever I went” he reported, “it was the same story. Public opinion in Berlin about the war tallied with what I found in my travels through West-Central Germany as far as the Rhineland and the North Sea Coast, and through South Germany to Vienna.” Claiming that Nazis and non-Nazis shared such an attitude, he maintained “On this point there is no difference between them.”

Stoddard explained that despite their dislike for the war, however, the Germans’ alleged general lack of enthusiasm for it was not “founded on moral opposition to war as such. In the Third Reich” he observed, “pacifism is akin to treason. Such genuine pacifists as may still exist there outside of concentration camps are so carefully camouflaged that, like Arctic hares in winter, they cannot be detected against the landscape.”

Most Germans’ opposition to the war, Stoddard concluded as he toured the country, “though general and genuine, is due to strictly practical reasons. What maddens the Germans” he explained, “is that they are obliged to fight desperately in order to keep what they now hold.” Describing how since 1936 the Germans had realized “one of their oldest dreams—the domination of...Mittel Europa” and thus had secured the hegemony over Central Europe which they considered necessary for their country’s future, Stoddard accused the Germans of having “rationalized” their desire “until they have come to think it their just due. So whatever is done to achieve this goal” he reasoned hypothetically, “seems to Germans quite right and proper.”

From a German perspective, thought Stoddard, “Embattled Poland” represented the last “legitimate” hurdle to realizing German control over the European continent. For this reason “When they found themselves suddenly plunged into a decisive struggle with the Western Powers, Germans were torn between two emotions: disgust at what they considered a stupidly needless war, and fear for the consequences it might involve.” According to Stoddard “All sorts of people I talked with stigmatized the war as a tragic blunder. Some of them” he continued, “went so far as to criticize their Government for having acted too precipitately,” thinking that diplomacy could have avoided the sort of generalized war which had devastated the German population only a generation earlier. “But those very persons approved of the end sought” Stoddard countered, “no matter how sharply they disapproved of the means.”

Supposedly even “ardent Nazis” who supported Hitler’s move toward war and pledged their help in securing a German victory, “revealed the same underlying mood of regretful irritation. ‘Think of it,’ they would explain, ‘here we were busy making over our country, and now we have to lay aside most of our fine reconstruction plans to go and fight it out with those damned Englishmen!’” Stoddard compared this attitude with “that of the big winner in a poker game who was just raking in the chips when somebody kicked over the table.”

Despite the Germans’ reservations, however, “the great war was here!” and they had to cope with it best they could. Recording that at first the stunned Germans couldn’t believe the start of the war was true; Stoddard stated “That was the grim reality which suddenly confronted the German people... From all I could gather” he remarked, “their attitude during the first month or so was that of a man in a nightmare who tries to wake up and find it is only a bad dream.” At least that’s the impression he formed talking with the Germans he met. “Almost everyone I talked to, from hotel waiters and chambermaids to chance acquaintances in restaurants and cafes, asked me if I didn’t think the war would soon end. They usually raised the question themselves” he emphasized, “early in the conversation.”

It was bad enough for the Germans, it seemed to the U.S. American visitor, that the war had begun at all, but “as time passed and nothing much happened in a military way, the war tended to become a bore. No one could get very excited” Stoddard thought, “over intermittent land skirmishes, a few airplane dog-fights, or an occasional submarine exploit.” At the same time—although they appeared to be supporting rather mediocre military gains—“the numberless irritations of a strictly rationed life went steadily on.”

Stoddard reported that “People in the cities hadn’t any too much to eat, and they had to fuss with their multitudinous food-cards every time they bought a meal or went marketing. They certainly had none too much to wear” he added, “yet to get that little they must go through the same rigmarole of clothing-cards and Bezugscheine. Practically everything” he said, “could be bought only in limited amounts, and many things could not be bought at all. Social life, too, had been disrupted or distorted by the general blackout. While as yet there was little abject suffering” Stoddard assessed, “everyday life was full of minor irritants and nothing was quite normal.”

Subsequently a “depressing mental atmosphere” settled over much of the German populace: “People were obviously uneasy, dully unhappy, and uncertain about the future. At first” Stoddard thought, this “indicated really bad morale and I began to wonder whether the German people might not soon crack under the strain.” Later, however, his impressions changed. “For one thing” he explained, “I recalled from past experience that Germans have always been complainers. They seem to enjoy having what the English call a ‘grouse’—with Berliners perhaps the biggest grousers of the lot.” Using the German slang for such behavior, Stoddard called it meckering , “which means the ill-natured bleating of a billy-goat. Indeed” he noted, “a long-term American resident of Berlin told me he considered meckering a healthy sign; it is when the German says nothing that you must look out for trouble.” 

Also, as the war progressed, Stoddard noticed that “the Germans were putting aside their wishful thinking for a quick peace and were mentally accepting the stern reality that they were in for what would probably be a long and bitter struggle.” Regardless of appearances, however, he did not perceive “what the French call a ‘defeatist’ mood.” Stoddard claimed “Not once did I hear a single German, high or low, rich or poor, suggest even in the most confidential talk that the Reich should throw up the sponge and accept peace terms in accordance with British and French war aims. To give up Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Austria, for example, seems to most Germans quite impossible.” After all, he explained, occupation of those countries had provided Germany with “an unshakable economic and political supremacy in Central Europe.” Although Britain and France contested Germany’s conquests most Germans felt that “the attack must be met and broken, no matter how long the job may last or how painful it may become. That, in a nutshell” Stoddard concluded, “was the basic popular mood which I saw ripen and harden under my eyes.”

Expectedly, the longer he stayed in Germany Stoddard detected increasing anti-British sentiment on the part of the Germans. “There seemed to be almost no hostility towards the French “ he reported, “who were looked upon as Britain’s cat’s-paws and dupes. Popular hostility toward Britain, however, grew visibly more intense day to day. In part” he owed, “this was undoubtedly due to the violent diatribes in the press and in public utterances of official spokesmen; in part it was a natural and inevitable reaction against the country which was held responsible for all the discomforts of the wartime present and the dangers of the future.” At least, he noticed, “this anti-British trend seemed to be a dour anger rather than flaming emotion. People did not” he offered, “go around shouting Gott strafe England! as was done in the last war.” Stoddard offered glibly “Popular hysteria was notably absent.” 

Having visited Europe numerous times and written volumes on the last World War and its aftermath, the scholarly Stoddard commented that “Indeed, the whole war-psychology of the German people today seems to be quite different from that of a quarter-century ago.” Remembering the “military glitter and trappings” of the Kaiser and the glorification of war by writers as a “biological necessity,” he testified “You find nothing like that spirit in Germany today. Bitter memories of the last war” he reasoned, “and the chronic misfortunes which ensued have cured the present generation of the war-heroics in which their fathers so liberally indulged. To be sure” Stoddard acknowledged, “the average German seems ready to fight and die for what he believes to be his rightful place in the world. However, he doesn’t sentimentalize over it. He’s usually hard-boiled on the subject. It’s just a dirty chore that” he summarized, “if needs be, must be done.” 

Curiously, according to what Stoddard observed, the Nazi regime “made no attempt to whip up popular emotion” through military or Party pageants. “During all the months I was in Berlin and other cities” he recounted, “I never saw any of those big parades with blaring bands and dress uniforms which we are apt to associate with wartime. The only marching soldiers” he recorded, “were occasional platoons of infantry going to change guard where sentries were posted.” 

In addition, the German government “made no attempt to ease the people into the war by tactful stages. Quite the reverse” Stoddard exclaimed. “Nazi spokesmen tell you frankly that they cracked down hard from the start and made things just about as tough as the civilian population could bear. Indeed” they had told him, “severe rationing of food and clothing from the very beginning was done, not merely to avert present waste and ensure future supplies; it was done also to make people realize that they were in a life-and-death struggle for which no sacrifice was too great.”

The Nazis prescribed sacrifice for the German people—and sacrifice they did! As soon as he arrived in the German capital Stoddard noticed the grim shortages which were by no means new to the Germans. The chronic scarcity of many goods “could literally be felt” he explained: “Ausverkauft [“sold out”]; how often you saw that sign! It was a mental hazard that dogged your footsteps at every turn. You found a brand of cigarettes that fairly suited your American taste. Forbidden to buy more than one package at a time” Stoddard related, “you couldn’t lay in a stock. All at once, that brand was no longer on sale anywhere, and you were told that it was off the market—permanently ausverkauft.”

Stoddard continued offering examples of the severe shortages to be found in wartime Germany: “You hit upon a cigar that suited your fancy. Impossible to buy a box, while your daily ration of five cigars in October dropped to three in December and to two per day when I left Berlin.” Also he cited, “Suppose a few friends were scheduled to drop into your room for a chat. You went around the corner to buy a bottle of brandy for the occasion. Temporarily ausverkauft. Same with schnapps. All you could buy that day in the liquor line was an imitation vodka, made in Germany. And” he added, “in mid-January, when the cold was at its worst, hard liquors vanished completely from the market.”

While it seemed bad enough to have to endure endless shortages, the visiting Stoddard complained that “One of the most annoying aspects of the situation was the deceptive appearance of the stores. They all kept up a good front. The windows were filled with attractive displays. But go in and try to buy any of it!” he griped. Most likely, clerks would inform inquiring customers that “those were only Muster—display-samples which were not for sale.” The manipulative Nazi regime had ordered stores to keep their windows well-supplied “even when stocks were almost bare, so as to create a prosperous atmosphere that would booster morale.” But—as other U.S. Americans in wartime Berlin also had found—many of the beautiful boxes usually placed in store windows to fill space were completely empty. Or, as Stoddard said was often also the case, “when you looked closely, you found that much of the stuff on sale consisted of things seldom wanted or of obviously poor quality.” 

Indicative of the discrepancy between what store windows advertised and what actually could be found to buy, Stoddard remembered going into AWAG (formerly Wertheim’s—Berlin’s largest, Jewish-owned department store) to purchase toys for some friends’ children. “It was at least a fortnight before Christmas” he recalled, “yet I found that everything I had in mind had long since been sold out.” 

As Stoddard conceded, “these occurrences were not real hardships. They were merely annoyances. But multiply them many times a day” he pointed out, “in conjunction with such matters as scratched-out dishes on restaurant or hotel menus, shortages of taxicabs, and the constant dread that you might lose or wear out some article of clothing which could not be replaced, and you found yourself in a chronic state of irritation which wore on the nerves. Most of the foreigners I met” he noted, “with the exception of a few old hands who were thoroughly ‘salted,’ told me that their dispositions were being slowly but surely ruined. This was especially true of Americans” Stoddard observed, “who were apt to be cross and jumpy after a few months’ stay in Germany.”

Aware of the cultural differences between Germans and most foreigners, Stoddard claimed “the Germans, long toughened and hardened by misfortune, are not affected to anything like the same extent [as foreigners]. But they, too” he admitted, “felt the grim undertow which was sucking down their living standards.” 

The endless shortages clearly affected all Germans: “No class was exempt. Indeed” the wealthy Stoddard admitted, “war’s leveling process hit the poor less obviously than it did the rich and well-to-do. I would go into homes displaying every evidence of wealth and comfort” he related. “At first sight, nothing had changed. But those families could no longer entertain much because they could buy only a few luxuries beyond their food-rations; they could not bring out their fine linen and napery” he discovered, “because they had no extra soap to wash them with when soiled; they had to use the subway or walk because their fine motor-cars had been either commandeered by the government or laid up for lack of gasoline. And” Stoddard mused, “didn’t they hate this sort of thing! It was in such homes” he laughed, “that I heard the bitterest complaints.” 

The effects of such strict, unyielding rationing became most obvious during the Holiday Season. “Yuletide is especially dear to German hearts” Stoddard confirmed. “Even the very poor strain themselves to make a real celebration, particularly for the children.” Acknowledging that the government had allowed men to purchase a Christmas necktie and women a pair of stockings “without recourse to their clothing cards,” Stoddard reported that it also had relaxed slightly food rationing for December and offered Germans a special food bonus to enjoy over the week of Christmas. “This munificent release worked out, per person” he delineated, “at about one-eighth of a pound of butter, the same amount of ersatz honey, one extra egg, and a little chocolate cake and candy! Lastly” he added, “there was a temporary increase in the sugar ration and permission to buy certain flavoring extracts and spices.”

A people known for having an appetite for sweets, these meager supplies of baking goods seemed especially disappointing to the Germans. Stoddard noted that at least “Since the regular bread-flour ration was already ample, German housewives were able to bake their traditional Christmas cakes and marzipan—in moderation. Boughten sweets, however, were scarce.” In these conditions the Germans made do as best they could. Stoddard watched, for example, “the daily queue of persons waiting eagerly to enter for the short period in which that shop was open for business. When the daily stock had been sold out, the shop closed for the day.” 

Although he spent Christmas 1939 in Hungary, Stoddard remained in Berlin until 22 December, allowing him to see “all the preparations. They were rather pathetic” he lamented. “In the department stores, crowds of shoppers would mill about the counters, looking for Christmas gifts. Most of the stuff on sale was clearly unsuitable for that purpose. Nevertheless, the most unlikely articles were bought, for want of something better.” He did see, however, that “Everybody seemed to have money enough. The trouble was that their Reichmarks simply couldn’t connect with what they were after. That typifies” Stoddard held, “what goes on in Germany all the time. It’s a sort of reverse inflation. Money doesn’t increase notably in quantity, but what you can buy with it dwindles away.”

Instead of consumer goods, then, the Germans tended to spend their accumulating wartime cash reserves on “amusements of all kinds. Despite the blackout and curtailed transportation” Stoddard said, “moving-picture houses, theaters, and the opera were filled to capacity. The same is true for cafes, bars, and night-clubs, where Germans throng to drown their sorrows according to their pocketbooks in beer, schnapps, or champagne. The Germans today” he extrapolated, “drink much more than they usually do, so the night-life is stridently hilarious. I saw a good deal of drunkenness” he remembered. He thought “when a German sets out to do some serious drinking, he makes a good job of it. Seldom does he acquire a fighting jag [as perhaps is common in some other cultures]. Usually he just gets maudlin until he sinks either to the floor or into the gutter, as chance directs”.

Nightlife in formerly gay, rowdy Berlin, however, was no longer the showcase of wild merriment, for as Stoddard soon found “you must quit early unless you are near home. Otherwise you will find no return transportation. The subways and most trams stop at 1:00 A.M., and buses retire even earlier, while there are virtually no taxis.” A man apparently accustomed to an active leisure life, Stoddard recalled “one poignant occasion when I forgot the schedule. I emerged from a nightclub in a driving rain, three miles from my hotel and with not the faintest idea how to get there on foot. Of course” he protested, “there were no taxis, since a chauffeur whom the police discovers parking or cruising near any resort of pleasure loses his license.” At least, he said thankfully, “The friend who had brought me thither stuck by me as we roamed the wet streets in search of a conveyance. At last a taxicab drove in sight, and my companion brought it to a halt by yelling: ‘Here’s a foreigner! An American! He has a legal right to ride!’”

If anything outshadowed the irritations caused by shortages in consumer goods and transportation, it was the cold weather that the winter of 1939 set upon Berlin and refused to budge. “On top of an unusually inclement autumn” Stoddard reported, “ [intense cold winter weather] started in about mid-December. From then on, one cold wave after another rolled over us, fresh from the Russian steppes. Morning after morning” he groaned, “it would be below zero, Fahrenheit. With a rise of only a few degrees during the short winter day, the cold hung steady and tightened its grip. Since it was a damp cold, its penetrating quality was far greater than our winter weather.”

Conscious that Europeans used waterways as cartage routes much more than did U.S. Americans, Stoddard said “The severest blow which the hard winter dealt Europe was an almost complete stoppage of inland water transportation... By the turn of the year, that entire system [of interlocking navigable rivers] was frozen up, so water-borne freight movements were paralyzed. That threw a prodigious burden on railway lines already overworked or on motor trucks strictly rationed for gasoline.”

Stoddard explained that “Nowhere were winter’s blows harder to parry than in Berlin, one of the world’s great metropolitan centers with a population exceeding four million souls. Even in normal times” he emphasized, “this implies an elaborate system, much of it by water.” Told that forty percent of Berlin’s coal usually reached the city by barge, Stoddard noted “The sudden crisis precipitated when the great cold began in mid-December was rendered all the more serious by the fact that three month’s strict food and fuel rationing had made it impossible for the thrifty and fore-handed to lay up any stocks.” 

While it may have behaved murderously toward occupied peoples, all Jews, unwieldy German dissidents and others, Stoddard claimed that “Great credit is due the Government for the way it handled the situation [caused by the severe weather]. Truly heroic efforts were made” he maintained, “and disaster was averted. Yet widespread suffering was inevitable. Living as I did in one of Berlin’s leading hotels” Stoddard admitted, “I personally experienced little of all this. The Adlon continued to be well heated, and I saw no perceptible difference in the quality of my food. But” he noted, “when I returned to Berlin [from Budapest] immediately after New Year’s, I heard sad tales on every hand of ill-heated houses or apartments and skimpy domestic menus.” Even the ubiquitous cabbage and potatoes, Stoddard recounted, had become scarce “because they froze on the way to market and were spoiled.” In addition, “Train schedules were cut to the bone.” 

Characteristically, however, the often-stolid Berliners found excuses to laugh amidst the unbearable conditions of the horrid, merciless winter of 1939. Stoddard reported that they “did not wholly lose their proverbial wit and caustic sense of humor. Curses at the weather” he recalled, “were often interlarded with jests. The best joke I heard” he recalled, “was uttered by the coatroom man at the Auslands Club [a meeting place for foreigners]. When I came there to dine one bitter December night” he recalled, “I gave him my opinion of the weather in the shape of a loud ‘Brrrh!’ Quick as a flash, he replied, with a sly wink: ‘Yeah. The first export out of Russia!’”

Theodore Lothrop Stoddard quietly returned to the United States after his expedition to Nazi Germany in 1940 with a new companion, Zoya Klementinovskaya, whom he married in 1944. He died in Washington, D.C. after a long illness in May 1950. The U.S. American proponent of eugenics and other questionable causes was survived by his wife, as well as his son Theodore L. Jr. and a daughter—children of a former marriage. 
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Chronology

To better understand the setting in which U.S. Americans found themselves while in the Third Reich, it helps to know the major developments in Nazi Germany from Hitler’s ascendancy until his death. The brief summary that follows outlines the rise and fall of the Third Reich.

1933:

Jan.

Adolf Hitler and conservative leader Franz von Papen form a coalition with Hitler as its head. German Chancellor Kurt von Schleicher—failing to attract splinter groups and losing majority-party control over the Reichstag—resigns. President Paul von Hindenburg reluctantly agrees to offer Hitler the chancellorship, which the Nazis celebrate with dramatic evening torch processions through Berlin.

Feb.

Hitler issues the Thirty-three Decrees—effectively banning opposition parties from functioning—and orders the Nazis to raid Communist Party headquarters. Later that month [many historians agree] the Nazis burn the Reichstag, blaming the destruction of Germany’s Parliament building on the Communists and using the incident to decree presidential emergency powers.

March

Dachau opens near Munich as the Nazis’ first concentration camp and the SA jail thousands of people, launching what will become the common tactic of simply arresting and incarcerating anyone who opposes the regime. In nation-wide elections the Nazis fail to win a majority of German votes, but a deal with the Deutsche Nationale Volks Partei affords them control of the Reichstag. The SA subsequently force all provincial governments to resign in favor of centralized rule based in Berlin; the Bavarian government resists and is seized. The puppet Reichstag passes the Enabling Law, giving Hitler special powers as Chancellor, as well as the First Coordination Law of States and Reich, an attempt to exercise greater centralized power. Hitler appoints Joseph Goebbels Propaganda Minister—and, in return for Party favors, Ernst Hanfstaengl as Foreign Press Chief.

April

State-sponsored boycott of Jewish shops and professionals decreed. The Reichstag passes the Second Coordinating Law, determining the appointment of provincial governors, as well as laws erasing all separation between Reich, provincial or civil service bureau. Except for Nazi publications, the government demands control over all media. Hitler appoints Rudolf Hess as the Nazi Party Deputy Leader.

May

Independent labor unions banned, replaced by the state-run German Labor Front. Goebbels organizes a national book-burning campaign.

June-July
Between 22 June and 5 July, six major political parties forcibly dissolved, leaving the Nazis as legally the only remaining party. Hitler and Pope Pius XI sign the Concordant, a complicit agreement between the Third Reich and the Vatican.

Sept.

The Fifth Nazi Party Rally held in Nuremberg, a turning point for the ascending National Socialists and a Hitler eager to secure his power.

Oct.

Reich Entailed Farm Law stabilizes small-farm ownership. Journalists required to register in order to write or broadcast.

Nov.

Official national referendum claims ninety-five percent of the adult population approves of Nazi policy. Kraft durch Freude— Strength through Joy—campaign launched by the official German Labor Front as a ploy to pacify workers.

Dec.

Reichstag Fire trial ends with the Dutch-born communist Marinus van der Lubbe found guilty and subsequently executed.

1934:

March

Former German Chancellor Heinrich Bruening voluntarily flees the country for refuge in the United States. Having fallen out of favor with the Fuehrer and discovering a plot to liquidate him by being dropped from a plane, Ernst Hanfstaengl flees the Third Reich for fear of his life—only to be interned in Canada.

April

Himmler becomes inspector of the Prussian Gestapo. 

June

Hitler initiates the “Roehm Purge,” ostensibly because of an alleged assassination attempt on his life; Hitler puts the army on state-of-emergency notice. In an atmosphere of confusion and intrigue, Goering denounces the monarchists and the SS prepare for a possible coup d’etat.

July

Roehm shot in his jail cell; the Reichstag passes a law pardoning all recent state-sponsored killings and Hitler addresses the nation, rationalizing the purge. Austrian Chancellor Engelbert Dollfuss killed in an attempted Nazi coup.

Aug.

President Paul von Hindenburg dies; the Nazis abolish the German Presidency, making Hitler the supreme commander of the Third Reich and requiring loyalty oaths of all German officials.

Oct.

All workers forcibly coerced to join the German Labor Front. 

1935:

Jan.

A Saar plebiscite returns the Saarland to German rule.

March

Hitler denounces the Treaty of Versailles’ disarmament clauses and orders universal conscription of all German young men.

April

The German military establishes the Luftwaffe, the new German airforce.

Sept.

Nuernberg Laws passed removing the rights of all Jews in German territory. The Nazis declare their swastika banner the German national flag.

Nov.

National Law of Citizenship passed, defining a “Jew” and “Mischling”—individuals of mixed race. The regime declares being Aryan prerequisite to holding public office. First Decree of the Law for the Protection of German Blood and Honor passes, forbidding marriages between Aryans, Jews and Mischling.

1936:

Feb.

The Gestapo gains reign over the entire nation.

March

The German government disregards the Locarno Treaty of 1928 when its troops re-enter the Rhineland.

June

The Reichsfuehrer SS commander combines his post with the command of all German police. The government announces compulsory Labor Service.

July

The Spanish Civil War begins, providing rehearsal for the Second World War.

Aug.

The XI Olympiad Games open in Berlin, forcing the Nazi regime to exhibit its best behavior; oppression of Jews relaxed. German arrogance over sports victories pierced by the success of Jesse Owens, a Black U.S. American.

Nov.

Rome and Berlin announce an Axis agreement, as well as the Anti-Comintern Pact with Japan. German bombers arrive in Spain.

1937:

June

SS orders those jailed for racial offenses to be sent to concentration camps.

Nov.

Italy signs Anti-Comintern Pact.

1938:

Feb.

Hitler assumes role of Minister of War and Commander in Chief of the military; he appoints Joachim von Ribbentrop as Foreign Minister. Hitler calls Austrian Chancellor Kurt von Schuschnigg to Berchtesgaden and gives ultimatum to surrender Austrian autonomy.

March

Germany annexes Austria without an armed struggle and applies all German laws to Austria—now renamed “Ostmark” and headed by Nazi collaborator, Artur Seyss-Inquart.

April

All Jews required to register their wealth.

June

Nazis destroy a Munich synagogue; all Jews required to register businesses.

July

British Prime Minister Neville Chamberlain visits Hitler at Berchtesgaden to discuss the future of Czechoslovakia.

Aug.

Nazis destroy a Nuernberg synagogue; all Jews ordered to use either “Israel” or “Sara” as their middle names, effective in 1939.

Sept.

Chamberlain meets with Hitler at Godesberg, then with French Prime Minister Edouard Daladier and Benito Mussolini at Munich; they agree to allow Germany to occupy the Sudetenland.

Oct.

The Wehrmacht occupies the Sudetenland; seventeen thousand Polish Jews expelled from the region and all Jews’ passports stamped with a distinguishing “J”.

Nov.

German Ambassador to France Ernst vom Rath shot by the Polish-born Jew Herschel Grynszpan, providing an excuse for the Nazis to instigate the Kristallnacht—the Night of Broken Glass—Pogrom and imprison more than twenty thousand Jews. The Nazi government decrees Jews excluded from the national economy and demands a collective fine of twelve-and-a-half million Marks to pay for damage done by Nazi mobs. Jews expelled from schools. President Roosevelt recalls the U.S. Ambassador.

Dec.

The German government oversees Aryan confiscation of all Jewish businesses.

1939:

March

Declaring them “Protectorates,” Germany occupies Bohemia and Moravia. Hitler demands that Poland surrender its legal possession of Danzig and the Polish Corridor. Spain signs the Anti-Comintern Pact.

April

All Jewish valuables confiscated; Law on Tenancies passes in an effort to house all Jews in “Jewish houses.”

Aug.

Hitler and Stalin sign Non-Aggression Pact; Britain and Poland sign mutual assistance agreement.

Sept.

Germany invades Poland and annexes Danzig, leading Britain and France to declare war on the Third Reich. The Soviet Union invades Poland, as allowed by the Non-Aggression Pact. The Germans force all Jews indoors after eight on winter evenings—nine on summer evenings—and confiscate all radios held by Jews.

1940:

Feb.

The Nazis first deport German Jews, mostly from Pomerania.

April

Germany invades Denmark and Norway.

May

Germany invades the Netherlands, Belgium, Luxembourg and France.

June

France surrenders at Compiegne, where the Germans had surrendered at the end of the First World War. Germany divides France into occupied and officially “unoccupied” (Vichy) zones.

July

Romania becomes a German ally.

Aug.

The Battle of Britain begins. The Soviet Union occupies the Baltic republics of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.

Sept.

Japan joins the Axis.

Oct.

Germany expels all non-Germans from Alsace-Lorraine, the Saarland and Baden.

Nov.

Hungary, Romania and Slovakia sign treaties with Nazi Germany.

1941:

Jan.

Germany and the Soviet Union forge trade and boundary agreements. Hitler forms the Afrika Korps to send to Libya and occupies Bulgaria.

April

Germany invades Yugoslavia and Greece.

May

Rudolf Hess flies to Britain in an attempt to negotiate an end to the war.

June

Germany invades the Soviet Union.

July

Goering orders all occupied lands cleared of Jews. German troops reach the Ukraine. 

Sept.

The German government requires all Jews to wear yellow stars and begins a general deportation of German Jews. The Wehrmacht takes Kiev and begins its siege on Leningrad.

Nov.

The German assault on Moscow begins to fail. Sensing that the U.S. entry into the war nears, the German Propaganda Ministry begins excluding U.S. American journalists from press conferences and government officials begin excluding U.S. diplomats from state functions.

Dec.

Japan attacks the U.S. navy at Pear Harbor, as well as Dutch and British territories in Asia. War ensues between the United States, Germany and Japan. The Gestapo occupies the United States Embassy and its compound, while the German Foreign Office interns all U.S. Americans remaining in the Third Reich at Bad Nauheim, a converted resort near Frankfurt am Main.

1942:

Jan.

At the first “United Nations” conference—held in Washington—Britain, France, the Soviet Union and the United States agree not to sign separate peace agreements with a defeated Germany. In the Berlin suburb of Wannsee, the Nazi government decides to implement the “Final Solution” to the “Jewish problem.”

April

Jews banned from all German pubic transportation.

May

The German army pushes the British out of Libya. British bombing raids on Germany intensify.

June

The Nazis initiate mass gassings at Auschwitz. The German government repatriates all remaining U.S. Americans captured inside the Third Reich the previous December in exchange for the return of its nationals living in the United States.

July

The Germans reach el Alamein in Egypt and Sevastopol in the Soviet Crimean.

Aug.

The U.S. airforce begins bombing raids on European targets.

Sept.

German troops enter Stalingrad.

Oct.

The British repel the German offensive at el Alamein.

Nov.

British and U.S. troops land in Morocco and Algeria; German troops retreat from Egypt and Libya to Tunisia, meanwhile occupying Vichy France. The Soviets begin their counter-attack at Stalingrad.

1943:

Jan.

The Soviets defeat the Germans at Stalingrad.

May

German and Italian troops surrender in North Africa. July British and U.S. troops capture Sicily. Mussolini overthrown.

Sept.

Allied troops land on Italian mainland; Italy surrenders.

Oct.

Italy declares war on Germany. The Soviets recapture Kiev. 

1944:

Jan.

The Germans end their siege on Leningrad.

May

The Soviets recapture Sevastopol.

June

Allied troops capture Rome. Under the code name “D-Day,” British and U.S. military units land in Normandy France. Germany begins V-1 bombing of Britain.

July

A failed assassination attempt barely misses taking Hitler’s life.

Aug.

Allied forces recapture Paris. The Soviets enter Bucharest.

Sept.

The Soviets enter Yugoslavia.

Oct.

The Soviets enter Hungary.

Nov.

The SS destroy the Auschwitz crematoria as they evacuate the former death camp.

Dec.

The Ardennes offensive begins.

1945:

Jan.

The Soviets liberate Auschwitz, revealing to the world for the first time the full horrors of Nazi tyranny against the Jews as well as other prisoners.

March

U.S. troops capture the Rhine bridge at Remagen, while the British cross Germany’s largest river to the north. U.S. troops approach Frankfurt am Main.

April

The Soviets capture Vienna while British and U.S. troops advance east. As the Soviet army reaches the outskirts of Berlin, the German dictator Adolf Hitler commits suicide with his bride Eva Braun.

May

The Third Reich collapses.

