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Preface

Why did the Germans kill six million Jews? There are dozens of books on what one might call the technology of the Holocaust, the operation of the death camps, but far fewer on the forces that led a civilized nation to commit, condone, or ignore genocide. Most Germans, of course, had no part in the death camps, indeed did not know that Jews were being annihilated by the millions. Yet almost all Germans had seen the intensifying persecution of the Jews that began in 1933. Few Germans had protested. Few Germans had been interested in knowing where all the Jews had gone.

This book looks at part of what persuaded Germans to stand by while their Jewish fellow citizens were persecuted—the anti-Semitic propaganda of Julius Streicher, “World Jew-baiter No. 1,” the most vicious and prolific of the Nazi anti-Semites. Streicher and his like did not persuade all or even most Germans to hate Jews. But they did establish an attitude of indifference toward Jews without which the Holocaust could not have occurred.

I owe thanks to many people who have helped me to write this book. Professor Robert D. Brooks first interested me in the subject and has given much help over the years. Professor David Zarefsky had valuable advice. Northwestern University and Southern Illinois University at Carbondale gave travel support. My colleagues of the Department of Speech Communication at SIU made my work easier by their example and good cheer. The book was finished during a sabbatical semester provided by Southern Illinois University.

Librarians and archivists have made their usual quiet but essential contributions. I owe particular thanks to the splendid staff at the Wiener Library, and to the late Dr. Arnd Müller of Nuremberg, whose guide to the Stürmerarchiv saved me much work. The Hoover Institution at Stanford University provided many of the illustrations. Jim Jennings helped out with photography.

The editors of the Wiener Library Bulletin and Journalism History gave permission to incorporate material into this book that originally appeared in their journals, and the editor of the Christian Vanguard allowed me to use material from his newspaper.


JULIUS
STREICHER


I

The Making of an
Anti-Semite

Julius Streicher was the seventh of ten Nazi war criminals to hang on the morning of October 16, 1946. All had been among the most powerful and dangerous of Hitler’s agents in Germany’s war against the world. Streicher remained loyal to the end. Only he shouted the old cry “Heil Hitler!” as he neared the gallows. On the platform, glaring at the Allied press correspondents gathered to watch the hangings, he yelled “Purim Festival 1946!”—referring to the biblical Book of Esther, which describes how Haman was executed on the gallows he had intended for the Jews. “The Bolshevists will hang you one day,” he added as final preparations were made. His body was cremated with those of the other Nazi leaders and the ashes, ironically under the cover name Abraham Goldberg, were scattered into a small stream near Munich.

He had been among the most despicable men of the Nazi movement, scorned and hated by the broader world and even by many of his fellow Nazis. For twenty-five years he had hated the Jews. Called “World Jew-baiter No. 1,” “the biggest bigot in the world,” and “the high priest of stupidity,” Streicher’s weekly newspaper Der Stürmer had been devoted entirely to rousing racial hatred. It had been one of the most widely circulated papers in Germany, the one paper Hitler himself claimed to read from cover to cover. The Allies brought him to trial not because of his central role in the Nazi government or because of any direct part in implementing the Holocaust, but because in the words of the indictment his propaganda had left “a legacy of almost a whole people poisoned with hate, sadism, and murder.” Others had carried out the Holocaust; Streicher had prepared the ground.

Julius Streicher’s early life hardly suggested that he would die universally despised. Born on February 12, 1885, in Fleinhausen, a small village fifteen miles west of the Bavarian town of Augsburg, he was the ninth child of the village schoolmaster. An ill-paid man with so large a family could scarcely support it easily, but Streicher’s memories of his childhood were happy. His mother, whom he later called “the fortress of my childhood,” cheerfully accepted the view that women should be concerned with children, kitchen, and church, a model of what the Nazis were later to urge on all German womanhood.1 Herr Streicher, a firm father, had the respect and admiration of his children, it seems, since five of his seven surviving children followed him into the teaching profession.

The rural village in which Streicher grew up was strongly Catholic. Its citizens were poorly educated men and women with no false confidence in human nature. Jews were not often seen, but the villagers thought they knew a great deal about them. Generations of rumor and myth had made Jews into mysterious and dangerous creatures, capable of the worst behavior. Early in his life Streicher absorbed the prevailing anti-Semitism. When he was five his mother ordered fabric from a Jewish shop in a neighboring town; on delivery, the fabric was adjudged of inferior quality. That, Streicher’s mother told her son in tears, was just like a Jew. The village priest in his regular periods of religious instruction in the school explained how the Jews had fought Christ bitterly, finally crucifying him. “That was my first inkling that the nature of the Jews was peculiar,” he later wrote.2 These incidents, and surely there were others, did not make Streicher the blustering anti-Semite he would become, but they helped to establish the foundation for his Jew-baiting career.

At thirteen he completed his basic education and entered a teacher training institute, where his performance was unremarkable but acceptable. The five-year course was followed by a year of supervised student teaching, after which Streicher began service at the bottom of the teaching heirarchy as a substitute teacher in January 1904. Filling in as needed, he taught in six Bavarian villages within seven months.

As a teacher Streicher was expected to attend to the spiritual as well as to the intellectual development of his pupils. Particularly in the small towns in which he taught, the local priest often had supervisory authority over the schoolmaster. Now, Streicher was never to be a man who easily accepted interference in his affairs, and his childhood had not left him a loyal Catholic. In July 1904 he decided to change the time at which the Sunday school (for which the schoolmaster was also responsible) met, against the wishes of the parish priest. Having other complaints against the troublesome nineteen-year-old as well, the priest made a formal complaint to Streicher’s superiors. The altercation did Streicher’s career no harm, for he soon after received more permanent teaching assignments.

By 1907 he was sufficiently established to take a year’s leave from teaching to serve as an army volunteer. Peacetime military service failed to discipline him, for his file noted that he had demonstrated his unsuitability to become an officer. Part of the problem had been a three-day jail term, apparently the result of a brawl that Streicher later said resulted from his refusal to tolerate an insult. But such conduct was not that of a German officer.

His army service completed, he resumed teaching in 1908. Trying to keep him out of difficulty, his superiors gave him a post in a larger town, where clerical supervision would be less direct, but in August 1909 Streicher seems to have thrown a visiting priest out of his classroom. Such behavior could not be tolerated, but in the end it worked to Streicher’s advantage. The nearby Nuremberg school system was headed by an administrator himself not sympathetic to religious involvement in public instruction. Hearing of Streicher’s difficulties, he offered Streicher a job that he quickly accepted. Twenty-five years later, Streicher would become Nuremberg’s uncrowned ruler.

Nuremberg in 1909 was a splendid and prosperous city; its medieval walls and buildings showed the German past to good advantage, and made it a prime tourist attraction. Its citizens were for good reason proud of their city. Nuremberg’s history spanned a thousand years. Albrecht Dürer, Germany’s finest artist, had been born there and refused lucrative offers to leave. As a free city, Nuremberg for generations stood independent of outside domination through good times and bad. Its citizens had accepted the Reformation with alacrity, making Nuremberg an island of Protestantism in a predominantly Catholic region.

During the nineteenth century Nuremberg recovered from a long decline to become a major industrial center. The first German railroad line connected Nuremberg with its neighbor Fürth; soon Nuremberg was the hub of a railroad network. The goods of the growing town left by rail for every part of civilization. By 1871, the year Wilhelm I became emperor of the consolidated Second Reich, Nuremberg was a healthy city with a population of eighty-three thousand, growing to three hundred thousand by Streicher’s arrival. With the growth in population came a change in the city’s religious makeup. In 1800 nearly all its citizens had been Protestant. By 1910 a third were Catholic, and almost eight thousand were Jews. Expansion brought with it the problems of social change and industrialization that contributed to the appeal Nazism shortly would have.

Streicher took to Nuremberg. By now he was an experienced and capable teacher who rapidly earned the confidence of his superiors. Now he decided to become active politically. He may well have had socialist leanings, for the poor working-class children he taught won his sympathy, but the political limits placed on state employees prevented any thought of joining the Social Democratic Party, whose Marxist rhetoric was anathema to most Germans. Certainly the more moderate Democratic Party was acceptable, and as it had as one goal the elimination of clerical supervision of public education, it attracted some teachers. For even in Nuremberg the schools were not free of religion. Responding to the increasing Catholic population, the Nurembergers had adopted combined schools that all students attended regardless of religious confession, but at which separate classes were held to provide religious instruction. By 1912 Streicher had joined that party.

Recognizing his promise as a speaker, the Democratic Party put him to work addressing meetings outside Nuremberg. His first speech, guided by an “inner voice” to which Streicher often referred, went well. The new orator blushed when he was applauded with enthusiasm. But as he later remembered, not everyone in the audience applauded. Some, most of them Jews, had kept silent. Returning to Nuremberg that evening with an employee of a Nuremberg bank, he was warned to avoid offending Jews in the future:


Streicher, let me give you some advice. I work in a Jewish firm. I have learned to be silent at times when my German heart gladly would have spoken, and often I speak when I would rather be silent. The Jews are few in number, but great in the economic and political power they have achieved, and their power is dangerous. You, my dear Streicher, are still young and cocky, and don’t mince words. But never forget what I am telling you: the Jews have great power, and that power is dangerous, very dangerous.3



That fellow surely was not the only anti-Semite Streicher met. Though impressed by the words, Streicher was not yet persuaded to join any of the anti-Jewish groups Nuremberg sheltered.

By 1913 he seemed ready to settle down to a comfortable life. That year he married Kunigunde Roth, daughter of a respected Nuremberg baker, in a marriage slightly higher than was to be expected for him. She proved a proper and most long-suffering wife, a model German Hausfrau, who never interfered in her husband’s affairs, whether business or romantic. Their first son, Lothar, later to write for his father’s Der Stürmer, was born in 1915. A second son, Elmar, followed in 1918.

Before either son was born, however, Streicher’s life took an abrupt turn. When World War I began, he promptly reenlisted in the army. Like such fellow Nazis as Adolf Hitler and Hermann Göring, he relished combat and saw a startling amount of it. His unit, among the first to be sent to the front, met heavy fighting as the German army marched through France. Streicher sought out dangerous missions, one of which made him the first man in his company to win the Iron Cross. Carrying a crucial message through heavy enemy fire, he prevented an encirclement. By 1915 he had been selected as part of an elite machine-gun company, and soon, despite his previous record, he was accepted as an officer candidate.

In 1916 Romania joined the Allied cause, and Streicher’s unit was transferred to the Carpathian front for a short, happy campaign that ended victoriously against the new enemy. Now he returned to Germany for training as a machine-gun platoon leader, part of his rise to officer status. His promotion demonstrated real merit. His past had hampered his rise, but almost as serious an impediment was the fact that he was an elementary-school teacher. Officers generally came from more elevated stock. Yet Streicher’s superb performance under fire, his excellent recommendations from the Nuremberg school system, and the support of the officers whose company he wished to join resulted in his surprising advancement.

By July 1917 he was a lieutenant in the reserves. After additional training in the use of machine guns, he fought on the Italian front in the winter of 1917. By early 1918 he was back in France, where he added the Iron Cross, First Class, to his growing list of decorations. This medal, the highest German military award commonly given, was not rare—several million first- and second-class Iron Crosses were awarded—but it nonetheless conveyed genuine distinction. Both Streicher and another Iron Cross recipient, Adolf Hitler, were to wear their medals regularly after the war. With the collapse of German resistance in November 1918, Streicher was demobilized and returned immediately to Nuremberg.

His military career had been consistent with his character. Like many of his generation, he found in the community of the trenches satisfactions unavailable in peacetime. An excellent combat leader, he was dependable as long as the requirements were courage and constancy under fire. His willingness to follow other people’s orders off the battlefield was less impressive. Even after he became an officer he found it difficult to stay out of trouble. While returning to Germany in 1917, for example, an altercation with a health officer in Salzburg led to a formal letter of complaint in his file.4

The Nuremberg to which Streicher returned in November 1918 was a city far different from what he had left in 1914. World War I had left its citizens—indeed, the whole nation—confused and disoriented. In a mistake the Allies were not to repeat in 1945, Germany had not been defeated clearly on the battlefield. To the German military leadership the fact that the war was lost was plain; but to German civilians, who could see their armies standing on French soil and could recall the total defeat of Russia in 1917, it was incredible that Germany now was subject to the Allied will. Hindenburg and Ludendorff, the very military leaders who had informed the civilian government that defeat was certain, were later to explain the German collapse by proposing the “stab in the back” legend, by which the nation had been ruined by traitors at home more than by enemy armies. It would be a satisfying theory.

In winter 1918 Nurembergers watched their once orderly society show decay unknown under the comfortable reign of the Kaiser, who now lived in exile in Holland. Allied soldiers occupied Germany, riding free wherever they wished on the state railroad. Prices more than doubled, and even then, essential goods often were unavailable. A new form of government, democracy, began to rule the nation, its officials conducting the business of a nation prepared neither intellectually nor culturally for self-government. A new constitution was proposed by an elected assembly meeting in Weimar. And the opposing forces of the right and left, gaining new strength in an unstable nation, brought to German cities a series of battles and assassinations that formerly were characteristic phenomena of the front line, not the streets of a civilized nation.

The confusion was complicated by the nature of the November Armistice, which had ended the fighting but left the terms of peace to later deliberation. Utterly powerless, the German representatives to the Versailles peace conference had little choice but to accept the terms of their nation’s unforgiving enemies. When in May 1919 the text of the treaty was released, Germans independent of party reacted with amazed disbelief. No one had expected an easy treaty, but Woodrow Wilson’s Fourteen Points had led many Germans to hope for a tolerable peace. The Treaty of Versailles held Germany wholly to blame for the devastation visited on Europe. The German army was limited to 100,000 men; the high-seas fleet, veteran of a single major battle, was scuttled. Large areas of previously German soil became foreign territory. And the Allies demanded war reparations so substantial that they were as yet unable to agree on the final sum. The wisdom of Churchill’s maxim “in victory: magnanimity” is plain in the consequences of Versailles. However justified the Allied peace terms were, the sums they received from Germany after World War I were hardly sufficient to meet the smallest fraction of the costs of the next generation’s battle with a resurgent Germany.

Julius Streicher’s first year back in Nuremberg, then, was a hard one. Unlike many of his compatriots, he at least had his job as a schoolteacher waiting for him. And he had not lost interest in politics. At about the time another German veteran named Adolf Hitler was beginning his political career in Munich, Streicher resumed his, but in a new direction. Exactly what happened to him in 1919 is not clear, but by the end of the year he had become a radical anti-Semite.5 His own later accounts are somewhat contradictory, and he was not yet sufficiently important to leave tracks in the files of the assiduous Nuremberg police, who regularly attended political meetings and wrote detailed reports of the goings-on. It is clear that by January 1919 he was attending meetings of the Schutz und Trutz Bund (Protective and Defensive Society), a rapidly growing anti-Semitic alliance that had as a primary goal persuading Germans to oppose Jews. After hearing the group’s speakers, Streicher began reading a profusion of anti-Semitic pamphlets and books. Chief among them was Theodor Fritsch’s Handbuch der Judenfrage (Handbook of the Jewish Question), an arsenal of anti-Jewish material that had an enormous influence on him. Streicher found in it and similar works a cogent explanation for the turmoil Germany was suffering: The Jews, he concluded, were guilty.

Soon he had resumed his career as a public speaker, at first addressing left-wing meetings during the discussion periods that most German parties allowed following the main speech. Questions could be put to the speaker, but often extended responses from audience members were permitted. Streicher later claimed to have spoken during many discussion periods, becoming so popular that he was refused the floor. He then called his own public meeting in the summer of 1919 to proclaim his anti-Semitism. During the Nuremberg trials he recalled that thousands packed the hall, and thousands more were turned away. The whole account is questionable, since the Nuremberg police failed to report Streicher’s activity. They might have missed his discussion speaking but would not have ignored the major public meeting Streicher claimed to have held. Whatever the events of the year, he had by its end absorbed in full the idea that Jews were a separate race engaged in a sinister plot to rule the world, the conviction that governed the remaining years of his life.

With the enthusiasm of a new convert, Streicher looked for an organization of like-minded people. The Schutz und Trutz Bund he found inadequate, since it depended more on the printed word than on the mass meetings that Streicher thought vital if anti-Semitism were to spread. In January 1920, he turned to the newly established Nuremberg branch of a tiny political party, the Deutschsozialistische Partei (German Socialist Party). Though the DSP lacked a clear anti-Jewish platform, it was despite its name a right-wing group holding many of the traditional values that Streicher supported, and its very smallness gave him opportunity to influence its development. By April 1920 he was the Nuremberg delegate to the first national DSP convention. He joined those urging the party to run candidates for the June national parliamentary elections, and himself headed the Nuremberg party list of candidates.

In Nuremberg he found enough time outside his teaching duties to campaign energetically for the party, which soon had over three hundred members in his district and founded local groups in neighboring towns. But the election results were discouraging. Nationally the DSP vote was insignificant. In Nuremberg it was slightly more than 1 percent.

Meanwhile Streicher had added another task to his already busy days. A sign of a reputable German political party was the publication of a newspaper. At the April DSP convention a Nuremberg schoolteacher had been authorized to begin such a paper, but nothing had come of his work. Streicher took on the assignment, publishing the first issue of the Deutsche Sozialist on June 4, 1920. He immediately began to develop the style of popular journalism that later made the Stürmer infamous. His goal was to provide short articles in simple language that explained to a popular audience the intricacies of politics and economics. As he reported to the August 1920 DSP national meeting: “Gentlemen, let us not forget that we want to speak primarily to the workers. Brevity is the seasoning. . . . The contents must have a popular style.”6

His lead article in the newspaper’s first issue is a good example of his early writing. Addressed to Communists and Socialists, it began by saluting them as brothers:


Yes! You are brothers. German mothers bore you on German soil. The same German blood flows in our veins.

We and you have nothing to lose, but everything to gain. We have the same desire: to escape our present misery as fast as possible. We want the same solutions. We too want our part of German soil. A small lot with a little garden, just like so many others of our race. It is the right of being born a German. And we want to be free of the usurious yoke of big money!



Later in the article Streicher turned to the Jews:


Do you really think the Rothschilds, Mendelsohns, Bleichroders, Warburgs and Cohns worry about your poverty? As long as the blood brothers of the Mendelsohns, the Bleichroders and the Cohns are your leaders, and as long as your party officials are Jewish lackeys, you will be no threat to the big money men. As long as you yourself do not lead the way, and as long as the black shadow of foreign blood is behind you, you will be betrayed and deceived. The black shadow cares for itself, not for you.7



The prose was not of particularly high quality, but it was simple. Readers had no difficulty determining whom Streicher thought was to blame for their ills.

With a newspaper under his control, the rebellious spirit that made enemies of priests now began to make enemies of party colleagues. The DSP, relatively moderate as right-wing parties went, found quickly that Streicher followed his own line. And to their surprise, the party leaders learned that they had no direct control over what Streicher published, since he had seen to it that he personally owned the newspaper. The complaints were many at the August DSP meeting. One delegate reported that some Catholics had left his group after Streicher’s first issue attacked the Jesuits. Others complained about Streicher’s increasing Jew-baiting. Streicher himself reported that “some of the readers have written me, urging that the word ‘Jew’ be avoided. I chose that term after careful thought. I knew it would probably bring opposition.” But he replied by observing that the newspaper was his, and that he would do what he thought necessary. “Were it otherwise, all that needed to be said might not be said.”8 A week later Alfred Brunner, the DSP national leader, wrote Streicher that he would not be permitted to rise to the party central leadership, though his services as a propagandist were still welcome.

Streicher clearly had failed to turn his party in what he thought to be the correct direction. The problem he faced was that, from his perspective, no one was on the right track. He wanted a party willing to resort to mass propaganda to spread anti-Semitism, but his views were too radical for most other anti-Jewish groups to accept. Reluctantly he remained with the DSP, reporting at the third national DSP meeting in March 1921 that his local group now had over eight hundred members.

Throughout the party squabbling, the continuing economic and political uncertainties, and despite his full-time job, Streicher continued to put out the paper. It sold no more than two or three thousand copies a week, not enough to make it profitable. Shortages of paper and cash regularly hampered publication. Streicher solved the latter problem by finding a new printer whenever the old one pressed too insistently for payment. Nuremberg fortunately had many of that worthy trade.

His hectic life mirrored what was going in on the larger society. The shaky German democracy confronted a series of crises during the early 1920s only marginally less severe than those of 1919. The heavy economic demands of the Treaty of Versailles reduced production and encouraged inflation. There was a disconcerting chain of violence from the political left and right, the best-known case of which was the 1920 Kapp Putsch, a right-wing revolt in Berlin that had considerable support. That attempt failed, but a simultaneous rebellion in Bavaria established the supremacy of the right there. The continuing chaos contributed to the growing popularity of radical movements, as many Germans concluded that democracy was incapable of governing the nation.

One of those growing radical movements was Adolf Hitler’s National Socialist German Workers Party (NSDAP), whose membership was limited to the Munich area. Since the DSP and the Nazis had much in common, members of the parties began to work for union. In May 1921 a Munich Nazi wrote to Streicher claiming that Hitler would welcome a merger, which in fact he may have then supported.9 At a gathering of right-wing movements the previous August, Hitler had strongly supported cooperation. But by summer 1921 Hitler’s views had changed markedly. He was not yet the absolute party leader he would soon become, and some of those working for merger saw it as a way of keeping Hitler from seizing complete control. The proposed headquarters of the united party, for example, was to be Berlin, far from Hitler’s Munich power base.

Hitler’s opposition became clear when, to the astonishment of the other Nazi leaders, he resigned from the party in July 1921 after the Augsburg groups of both parties had worked out a cooperative arrangement that threatened Hitler’s control. Hitler made it known he would return only if given what amounted to absolute authority. Realizing his indispensability, the party surrendered. Merger negotiations ended immediately, for Hitler would tolerate no rivals. By September 1921, Otto Dickel, an Augsburg DSP leader involved in the earlier dealings, wrote Streicher enclosing a letter from Hitler which, Dickel thought, would destroy his political career. Dickel was willing to allow Hitler to continue to make propaganda, the role Brunner had been willing to give Julius Streicher in the DSP.10

The same Dickel began yet another right-wing group in the fall of 1921, the Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft (German Working Community). Not a party, its announced intention was to unite all racial right-wing movements, a frequent and always unsuccessful goal. One of its symbols, used by several German and Austrian groups, was the swastika. Streicher by now realized that he would not significantly influence the direction the DSP was taking and decided to join Dickel’s new organization. Knowing he was more radical than most Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft members, he hoped to take a commanding position in a new movement. Changing the name of his paper to the Deutscher Volkswille with its October 1, 1921 issue and bringing most of his Nuremberg followers with him, Streicher soon was at work in a new cause.

The first energies went into a campaign for members in the towns surrounding Nuremberg. New groups were founded and hundreds of members won over. Streicher’s rhetoric was becoming more vehement. Formerly he had made the usual broad accusations against Jews. Now he began supplementing them with claims of specific Jewish crimes in the Nuremberg region, the kind of tactic that would make him famous. During the spring of 1921, for example, he had accused Jews of ritual murder, the ceremonial killing of Christians to secure their blood for religious purposes. The charge was ancient, but Streicher added that several children disappeared annually in Nuremberg, the victims of the frightful Jewish crime. Such an outrageous accusation was too much even for the predominantly right-wing Bavarian judiciary. Brought to trial for the first of numerous times, Streicher was convicted of malicious slander and ordered to pay a small fine.

Speaking to meetings in outlying areas was not Streicher’s favorite way of spreading anti-Semitism. Since his days with the DSP he had been convinced that mass meetings were the most powerful method of propaganda. The Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft leadership preferred less flashy methods of persuasion, but Streicher finally convinced them to authorize a mass meeting in Nuremberg on April 4, 1922. Several thousand people turned out to hear Streicher outline the new organization’s platform. Streicher explained that he had fought in World War I thinking he was doing battle for Germany. Only later, he said, did he discover that the Jews controlled everything. “The racial question is the key to world history,” he explained, using a favorite quotation from one of Benjamin Disraeli’s novels. Already Streicher was using the sexual rhetoric that would become his trademark. “Stand in front of a hotel and see who takes the arms of the German girls,” he suggested. “Not the German worker. We know they give themselves to the Orientals. . . .” His unusual racial theories were developing: “When a Negro or a black soldier on the Rhine misuses a German girl, she is lost to the race.” The audience responded with enthusiasm, and Streicher promised to speak the week following on the goals of the Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft.11

The next meeting went poorly. The Socialists and Communists sent hundreds of men to the meeting with the intention of breaking it up. The two thousand attendees witnessed a debacle. After the meeting had been disrupted repeatedly by catcalls and jeers, Streicher declared it over. The result was a general melee. Even after massive police intervention, four people were wounded. The embarrassed Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft blamed Streicher for the affair, and he, never tolerating opposition well, left a meeting of Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft leaders angrily.

The unpleasantness made it plain to Streicher that he needed a more congenial organization. While continuing to speak for the Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft in the towns outside Nuremberg (no more mass meetings were authorized), he could see his influence declining. He had lost full control of the Deutscher Volkswille, probably for financial reasons, though the new editor, Walther Kellerbauer, for the time being Streicher’s friend, continued to print his articles. In August 1922 the Augsburg group canceled its standing order for two hundred copies of the newspaper, a significant part of the total circulation, claiming the paper was not in accord with the views of most members, that constructive economic and political articles were lacking, and that the scope was too narrow, an admirable analysis.12 The Deutsche Werkgemeinschaft did not want to lose Streicher’s propagandistic talents—several letters from Augsburg urged him to remain loyal—but neither was it willing to give him the leadership role he wanted.

Now Streicher considered Hitler’s Nazis. The Augsburgers, hoping to scuttle the attempt, sent Hitler a letter vehemently attacking Streicher, which Hitler cleverly passed on to Streicher (almost guaranteeing he would break with them). Hitler wrote the Augsburgers that he had a much better opinion of Streicher than he had of them, whom he still had not forgiven for the previous year’s challenge to his leadership.13 In May 1922, perhaps already thinking of Hitler, Streicher had written a lead article entitled “The Longing for a Strong Hand,” a call for Germans to subordinate themselves to a leader who could give direction.14 Streicher apparently had realized that he would not be that leader. Already he had failed to dominate two quite insignificant political groups, while Hitler clearly controlled the Nazis, and his movement was growing.

It is not clear when the two first met. Certainly they knew of each other by 1920. Shortly after Hitler put an end to the NSDAP-DSP merger negotiations in 1921, he had sent Streicher a friendly letter on the matter. Apparently the two did not meet until sometime in 1922, however, when Streicher heard Hitler speak in Munich. The result was dramatic. Streicher’s most detailed account, written near the end of his life and showing clear lapses of memory, still shows the kind of appeal Hitler exerted on many Germans. Streicher described the enormous tension that filled the packed meeting hall:


Suddenly a voice cried “Hitler is coming!” As if filled with some mysterious power, the many thousands of men and women lifted their right arms as in a blessing. Again and again, with primitive power the chant “Heil Hitler!” swelled up to greet his arrival. . . . I felt this Adolf Hitler must be something special. . . .

Now he spoke. First slowly, hardly audible, then faster and more powerfully, and finally with overpowering strength. . . . He revealed an enormous treasure trove of thought in a speech of more than three hours, clothed with the beauty of inspired language.

Each person felt it: this man spoke from a godly calling, he spoke as a messenger from heaven at a time when hell threatened to swallow up everything.

And everyone understood him, whether with the brain or the heart, whether man or woman. He had spoken for everyone, for the entire German people. Just before midnight his speech concluded with the inspiring call: “Workers, blue collar or white! To you is extended the hand of a German people’s community of heart and action.”

“We Pray to the God of Justice.” Never before had I heard that song sung so imploringly, so filled with faith and hope. And never before had the singing of “Deutschland über Alles” moved me as deeply as it did in that mass meeting where I first saw Adolf Hitler and heard him speak. I felt it: In this moment destiny calls to me a second time! I hurried through the jubilant masses to the podium, stood before him, and said: “I
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