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With German wounds, German ears are open—so speak of healing if you can, and let those who can do it best speak out.


—Jean Paul
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The Swastika


Under this symbol, the German people were robbed of their free opinion.


Under this symbol, each one who thought differently was judged, annihilated or enslaved.


Under this symbol, the horrors of the concentration camps were committed.


Under this symbol, a mammoth re-armament was carried out in order to subjugate other nations.


Under this symbol hate and discord were sown over the entire world.


Under this symbol the German youth was led to the battlefields.





This symbol robbed us of the best years of our youth.


This symbol brought the end of German independence and led the German people into the deepest abyss of its history.


The entire world rose up against this symbol in order to protect itself and to safeguard freedom.


This symbol has been smashed and destroyed.


Everything connected with this symbol is shattered.


Eight million Germans were sacrificed for this symbol; it brought disaster to millions of German women and children.


Millions of Germans hate this sign as the symbol of their tragedy.


It is the symbol of a most unhappy past and a most terrible present.





Who still wears it? Who still loves it? 


Who still belongs to those who brought us this symbol with all its consequences?


He who wants to, should wear it, for


HE IS LABELING HIMSELF!


—text from the camp newspaper “Douglas Open Words” at Camp Douglas/Wyoming





Formation of Opinion in the Press


A word to newspaper readers


Rumors are going around—new ones every day. No wonder, though, in a prisoners’ camp, where news sources flow so sparingly. Newspapers bring us information from the world to us behind barbed wire—and we are inclined to accept everything as the truth. We do not mean to imply that the papers are lying; we just have to read American papers with different eyes than our German ones in the past.


For the last decade and a half German papers were more or less “official” from beginning to end. The material for publication came from the State Information Bureau [the Ministry for Enlightenment and Propaganda led by Dr. Goebbels]—and that says it all. Here, things are different. We are dealing with an independent and free press, which can print anything of interest for its readers. The material is overwhelming; in general, the contents are about fifteen times larger than German papers.


Two things determine the role of news in the U.S. papers: facts and sensationalism. These sources are not opposed to each other; they compliment each other. Sensationalism is romance for the man of action—certainly a welcome change of pace for those who work so hard in sober reality. The facts in the news often leave lots of room for fantasy—and therein lays the attraction for the masses of readers. It is often assumed in Europe that news reporting in the American press is influenced by the advertisers. This is not correct. Development went in opposite directions for the three million readers and the advertising business—and so it is today. The readership determines the editorial positions.


As street sales and weekly subscriptions are the main form of distribution of U.S. papers, the struggle goes on daily—against indifference and lack of reading interests and the temptations of the competition. The editor has to be “re-selected” by the reader every day” says an expert, “since the relationship between the editor and the reader is not a marriage but is completely dependent on free love.”


News reporting ties the reader most closely to the newspaper. These reports are produced with all intellectual and material powers: speed, reliability, range and versatility in reporting and compellingly dramatic, personally stimulating and gripping forms of the message. The guiding principle: those who report much can bring something for everyone—so the news has been moved into the foreground. Large sums of money are always available for reporting extraordinary news. The American hunger for news alone is responsible for travel reports, modern war reporting and expensive research expeditions.


In contrast to Germany, official information in the U.S. is not communicated through a “middleman” between political leaders and the press. The heads of the ministries and the secretaries of the cabinet departments give press conferences in person—both for the domestic and foreign press, concurrently. The head of the State Department often holds press conferences as often as four times a week. The reception is unconstrained, even when the president gives one. U.S. officials have overcome bureaucratic obstacles in dealing with the press; such obstacles in German officials often kept the press from working effectively. Finally, it is interesting to learn that the two large News Bureaus—Associated Press and United Press—have permanent seats in the assembly rooms of both houses of Congress.


With such a variety of material and sources, the most important news reports are those from official sources. They often come from Washington and begin with the reference “The secretary of war announces…” In news reports which are not official or reports of local events, they are either reports of suggestions or assumptions or the opinions of non-official figures. A third type of article is the writings of “columnists”. These are professional writers who are not employed by that paper only, and who are always identified by name (for instance: C. Brown, George Sokoly, Dorothy Thompson or even Eleanor Roosevelt, with her column “My Day”).


Editorial opinion articles are on a separate page by themselves, the “editorial page”. Everyone can easily check this out. It is on the backside of a page in the middle of the paper, with the name of the paper and the publisher at the top on the left. Articles on this page are somewhat comparable to the German “Leitaufsatz”. This page includes articles representing the opinion of the newspaper on all types of public issues, as well as political cartoons. The whole organization of the American newspaper shows how strictly news is separated from expression of opinion (i.e., impartiality of the news). Three types of opinion pieces appear on the editorial page: 1) commentaries on important current events, 2)“human interest” stories (local happenings, memoirs, notable events, popular jokes and personalities), 3) polemical articles. Here the opinion of the paper is given freely and openly, but in a way in which no one is hurt. What is totally missing in the U.S. press is the quarrelsome political bickering—which is so shameful in Germany. Politics in America means decision-making from case to case—practical and rational without being doctrinaire.


The press here takes on the task of serving as a resource to the public as decisions are made. History shows that the press provides this service as a part of the greater political educational process in the U.S.A. True to the Americans’ proud opinion that their democracy is “the best”, the papers are the first to aid this democracy. With this opinion, the American is deeply rooted in that form of Anglo-Saxon freedom of opinion that is a right guaranteed by the Constitution: every citizen is granted access to the public ear. The papers create the great platform for public debate: “publicity”. I have drawn out the explanation on purpose in order to show that the US press is actually a forum for public opinion, a wide field in which everything—really everything—can be discussed.


While the hands of German reporters were tied [during the Nazi era], because only one-sided propaganda material was released, freedom of opinion is blossoming in America. That is why contradictory opinions can be found on the same page of a newspaper. That does not mean the paper has no opinion; it is the holy right of the reader to want to know everything that is worthwhile. And, issues are brought to light and are viewed from all sides. From this, the reader can form his own opinion.


We also have to get used to this when we read papers—making a clear distinction between official reports, semi-official reports and only expressions of the reporter’s opinion. You have to recognize assumptions or combinations [of suppositions], recognize the opinion of the paper or even of the reader (on the editorial page, in the column of letters to the editor). That is no reason to want to read the newspaper less. On the contrary, what you just learned should be an incentive for showing more interest. It is in our own hands to locate the official news and to form our own judgments from the wealth of printed matter.


—from the camp newspaper “Der Aufbau” [“The Construction”] at Fort Leonard Wood/Missouri





Words


Now, find the courage to speak your mind freely


And undisturbed!


It will bring doubt into the souls


Of those who listen.


And, from the breath of doubt, illusion flees.


You won’t believe what impact one word can have.


—Goethe





Carl Schurz, 1829-1906


The first German-American to become a member of the U.S. Senate


When Carl Schurz decided to go to America, he already had an active life behind him. Born in 1829 in Librar on the Rhine, he took part in the revolution of 1848. When it failed he had to flee, and he first went to London. From there he set sail to Philadelphia—the City of Brotherly Love, where he arrived in 1852.


Soon Schurz made a name for himself as a politician and a soldier who would wage an unconditional fight for freedom and truth. He first was sent to Spain as an ambassador, but when the Civil War broke out—the Northern against the Southern states—he returned to America in order to join the Union army of the North as a simple private. He participated in the battles of Chancellorsville, Chattanooga and Gettysburg. Here, too, he fought for his ideals—for freedom and against slavery. His main goal, however, remained peace.


After the war ended, in 1867 Schurz became an editor in St. Louis/Missouri, where he wrote his famous “Report on the South” to Congress. He described the conditions in the South, as well as the steps and measures to overcome them. Time proved him right. His ability as a statesman soon became widely known. In 1886 he was elected as a Republican to the Senate, and he became Secretary of the Interior under President Hayes.


When he died in 1906, it was known that Carl Schurz had made an important contribution in a decisive moment of U.S. history. He had defended the idea of freedom in his writings as well as in his daily life and he had given an example of what later became known as “The American Way of Life”. His ideals were those of America.


The following words by Carl Schurz—statesman, politician, journalist, fighter for justice and freedom, and an ardent idealist—show him and the spirit that he helped to create:


Democracy


Ideals are like stars:


You will never be able to grab them with your hands. 


But, like a sailor in the wasteland of water,


You can choose them as your guides and, following them,


You will reach your destiny


—from the camp newspaper at Camp Gruber/Oklahoma





Pennsylvania


There is a simple stone in a suburb of Philadelphia marking the agreement between William Penn and the chief of the Delaware tribe in 1862. In a festive speech the chief said to Penn: “Brother, your words are good. We are prepared to sell you land. The Great Spirit looks into our hearts and sees they are not like those of foxes or snakes, but of brothers.” Similar agreements followed, and soon colonists came from all over Europe to Pennsylvania—to “Penn’s Woods”.


Many [of the newcomers] came from the Palatinate. They built their log cabins on the flats of the Delaware River, felled the forests in the mountain valleys and plowed the cleared soil. By George Washington’s time, the covered wagons of the settlers already had reached the Ohio River. Without success, the Indians attacked them: one hundred years after the King of England had given Penn a charter for the land between the Delaware and Lake Erie, the land belonged to the white man.


While covered wagons were traveling through Appalachia a new, increasingly rapid development began. Mineral wealth was discovered: iron ore, anthracite, brown coal and natural gas. One of the largest industrial areas grew up out of the ground; Pittsburgh became the center because ore, coal and limestone were nearby, and Pittsburgh’s smelters ran around the clock. When the mines of Appalachia began to play out, iron ore from northern Minnesota and Wisconsin arrived via the Great Lakes. The industrial landscape looked like a giant smithy. Coal and iron ore arrived: through fire and labor they were turned into locomotives and tracks, or in wartime into tanks and cannons.


This powerful development included Philadelphia as well, and the City of Brotherly Love became the third largest city in the U.S.A. Where a hundred years ago there were rough roads, wooden houses and stores, today there are skyscrapers and modern traffic. Ships from all over the globe come up the Delaware River, trains roll into and from the interior [of the U.S.], carrying the riches of the world: shoes and clothing, sugar and cotton, gasoline and steel, books and records. Penn would be surprised if he could walk through Philadelphia today—in his powdered wig, a saber at his side—through his City of Brotherly Love.


—Walter Bedel





About German Pennsylvanians


The Pennsylvania Dutchman


Has forgotten his fathers’ voices.


Here is his farmstead, here grows his seed,


Here is where his ancestors lived—


But he is toughly attached 


To German habits and German ways:


It is only that he doesn’t realize


That Germans also live elsewhere.





Once I hiked through


The meadows of Pennsylvania


From the first light of day


Till the sun began to fade.


The path was long, the sun warm.


It was time to rest.


When I came to a farm;


I invited myself in as a guest.





The farmer brought bread and cider


To refresh the tired hiker


And gave a thoughtful nod


To my hearty German “Prost!”


While I ate and drank,


He spoke of various things – 


From the next room you could hear


Happy children laughing.





We spoke of this, we spoke of that—


Of seed and harvest,


Of field and forest, grain and grass,


Of sunshine and rain,


And finally of him and of me


And of my travels.


He wanted to know how long


I had been here.





“How long? Six months ago


I came over to this country…”


He was amazed and 


Ran his fingers through his blond hair.


He took his glass and said:


“Well, a half-year off the ship?


You learned German


Incredibly fast.”


—H.K. Tippmann
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“Justice is What is Useful for the People”


All laws and rules of conduct go back to one thing: the truth. Since justice and truth are the same—justice being the application of truth—the most shameful sentence ever uttered would be: “Justice is what is useful for the people.” This is disgrace personified and the source of everything shameful. This sentence shows a total lack of morality and culture; it reeks of evil and of barbarians.


Goethe said: “I prefer a harmful truth to a useful error. A harmful truth can only be harmful for the moment and will lead to other truths that will, of necessity, become more and more useful. On the other hand, a useful error is harmful because it is only temporarily useful and will lead to other errors, which will become increasingly harmful.” This is neither intellectualism nor false idealism. It is the truth for the true welfare of life. The same great German also said: “Patriotism corrupts history.” This is the most definitive and clearest contradiction of that statement about justice. It is the voice of the great, free, intellectual Germany that was loved by the nations of the world and to which our patriotism is directed.


We are told that Germany was powerless, that humanitarian ideas did not help achieve political or national success, and that therefore Germany must be hard, must heroically kill its conscience, and must purposely replace truth and justice with what is good for Germany. This idea—this self-abnegation for the purpose of politics and power—could create deep doubts in the call of a once admired nation to a position of power in politics. A Frenchman coined the phrase “when a German wants to be graceful and charming, he jumps out the window.” He does the same when he wants to be political. He believes he has to rid himself of his humanity—something no other nation believes. It seems unbelievable to him that there can be a connection between politics and morality, a bridge between justice and power. He hates politics in spite of jealously claiming a right to it. It is the devil’s work—thus he wants to be a devil, and he adopts an inhuman worldview which, to his disappointment, brings forth a cold terror and, we are afraid, the laughter of the world.


	—Thomas Mann, from his book “Attention, Europe!”





Patriotism


And what does it mean: to love his country; what does this mean: to act patriotically? When a poet has spent his lifetime fighting damaging prejudice, removing mean-hearted opinions, enlightening the spirit of his people, purifying their taste and ennobling their convictions and way of thinking, what better things could he do? And how should he, then, act more patriotic?


	—Goethe, from “Talks with Eckerman”





From the Camp Pastor’s Folder


	(by army chaplain Alex Funke)


The Turn of History


Back then, after a burial in the garden of Joseph of Arimathea, all signs pointed to the end of time. They pointed to it not with 99% certainty, but with 100% certainty. They were preparing his embalming. Not one thought—even remotely—that this could become the impossible event. The resurrection of the Crucified and Buried One was absolutely improbable. Those who must have been longing for the improbable with all their hearts did not believe that the first signs were there. Enemies, of course, had natural explanations for the people. It did not, however, help.


Nothing helped—neither disbelief of the people nor improbability of the events. Nothing helped. The friends were against it and the enemies were, too. Even nature was against it. It simply did not help. A hidden hand threw everything around to the opposite side. It was the spirit! From that most unlikely event grew the movement which in one century—without technical resources—spread across the entire Earth, pushed aside young world religions like the Mithras, took up the struggle against the Roman Empire without arms, had hundreds of thousands of martyrs, conquered this empire and Christianized it.


This movement did not become rigid and die. It freed itself from the context of old rules and brought new forms in new countries. Whole nations fell to it, and this movement became their language, tradition and soul. From tribes, it created young nations—and from young nations, Europe.


It is impossible to write world history and to pass by the Christ Event. One can be His greatest enemy; one can say what one wants—but one cannot act as if it never happened. The effect of this event is so deep and comprehensive that there is no greater calamity for the world than this event. This is true for all European nations and, as Europe has become the fate of the world, for the entire world of nations, no matter how confusing the surge of this event may be. No one can doubt the effects of this event. One can believe that the Christ Event is a myth—one can do that. Its effect, however, is massive reality; it has become the fate of the world. The fate of the world has been so deeply affected by the Christ Event, that those who reject it run the risk of agreeing with it by crucifying Him again.


—Paul Schuetz





And Now—Something in English


[also printed in German in the original edition]


One eye as good as two


The loss of an eye is not so much of a handicap as might be supposed. The one eyed man sees about as well as ever, soon learns to judge distance and do close work as well as the man with two eyes. This is of importance to a lot of people, even in peacetime. In one year, for example, 5,000 persons in the United States lost one or both eyes in industrial accidents alone.


In war, eye injuries are a major problem. In World War I they were about two percent of total casualties; in World War II the extensive use of mines, booby-traps and grenades—which inflict multiple wounds—roughly doubled the rate. In our hospital we have handled many thousands of men who have lost an eye—men who must be educated to go back into Army or civilian life without the crushing sense of inferiority that so often they feel. What they need above all is the simple truth in simple words. This is what we tell them:


People who lose an eye naturally think they have lost half their field of vision. This is not true; the loss is approximately one fifth of the total. This is relatively unimportant. We all explore the regions outside the field of vision by continuously and unconsciously turning the eyes and the head; in a very short time the one-eyed man, merely accentuating this habit, is so little inconvenienced by his disability that he becomes unaware of it.


There is some loss of the stereoscopic sense—the ability to judge distance. This applies, however, only to short distances of two feet or so. In judging greater distances we rely essentially on brain processes that work just as well with one eye as with two. At first the one-eyed man pours coffee into the saucer instead of the cup, finds it difficult to thread a needle or muffs a mechanical job demanding precision. But, with a little care and perseverance, this clumsiness soon disappears. The brain learns to form its judgments more and more on other data than stereoscopic vision.


When a child grows up with one eye wholly or partially blind, he can do everything his two-eyed playmates can do. His brain—relying on one eye from the start—functions perfectly. Not infrequently the child grows up quite oblivious of his “handicap” and is incredulous when told some day that he has one useless eye.


When a man loses an eye by injury, though, he does have to learn one-eyed visual habits suddenly and dramatically, so that at first he feels disorientated, clumsy, ill at ease and liable to fatigue. The majority overcomes this completely within a matter of months.


The psychological effects of losing an eye, however, are frequently more difficult to deal with. Here we come up against those long-drawn-out, corroding fears that ruin a life. The fear that is most common and distressing is that the remaining eye—having to do the work of two—eventually will fail. This is not true. The eye, like a motion-picture camera, takes photographs continually. Whether or not its fellow does likewise makes no practical difference. It is true that initially men who have lost an eye may feel fatigue and get headaches, but this is a temporary difficulty. It is an entirely different thing from eyestrain. The remedy is more rather than less visual work, with intervals of rest for the first few weeks and till the new brain reflexes run smoothly. The end result is that the one-eyed man can do—and do well—work demanding the highest visual concentration: despite popular fears, he runs no medical risk.


The victim almost always fears that his appearance has been irreparably ruined, but surgery is so far advanced and modern plastic artificial eyes are so good that the disability is far more psychological than real. And, any person who does detect the injury is likely to regard it not as a repulsive mutilation but as a badge of heroism.


It is a curious thing that a man who loses an arm or a leg rarely worries about losing the other limb; but the man who loses an eye does fear loss of the other eye. He avoids bright light lest it hurt the eye; he avoids industrial jobs lest the eye be injured; he shuns even the ordinary activities and contacts of life lest he meet accident. Statistics show that such a fear is quite unjustified. Actually, a man with one eye has only half the two-eyed man’s exposure to eye accident. A recent and extensive inquiry in England among hazardous industries—mining, iron and steel works, chemical works and so on—showed that the accident record of one-eyed workers was minimal.
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Collection for the Y.M.C.A.


A special collection reached the sum of $7,037.00 for the benefit of the relief fund of the Y.M.C.A.. The amount was sent to the Y.M.C.A. by check. We learned from a Y.M.C.A. communication that the greatest amount collected in one POW camp was $9,190.35. Together—with an earlier collection from the branch camps in Deer River ($1,058.87) and in Wells ($219.00) —we attained a total of $8,314.87.


Thus, we are close to the highest donation collected for the benefit of German POWs in European camps. We all can be proud of this result. We give hearty thanks to all contributors.


The breakdown is as follows:


1st Company 		$ 936.00


2nd Company 		   840.23


3rd Company 		   467.97


4th Company 		   300.90


5th Company 		   984.02


6th Company 		1,283.37


Deer River 		   350.65


Shenandoah 		   690.00


Onawa 			   148.12


Sports collection 	   726.05


Theater group 		   194.37


Camp treasury 		   115.32


			-----------


Total 		           $7,037.00


—F.W. Henkel, camp spokesman





END


