ABSTRACT

Title of Dissertation: THE “EUROPA-GEDANKE” AND THE
TRANSFORMATION OF GERMAN
CONSERVATISM, 1930-1955

Joshua Derren Klein, Doctor of Philosophy,
2019

Dissertation directed by: Distinguished University Professor Jeffrey
Herf, Department of History, University of
Maryland, College Park

The following dissertation is a political-intellectual history of German
conservatism and national identity from the 1930s to the 1950s. It explores the
published and private documents of prominent conservative intellectuals,
propagandists, journalists, and military elites who before, during, and after the
Second World War developed a new concept of European nationalism which they
called the “Europa-Gedanke,” or “Europe-concept.” This dissertation traces the
evolution of this political ideology by assessing what Europe meant for these
thinkers, how this meaning changed over the course of a volatile historical time
period, how it differed from other concepts of Europe, and how it informed the
transformation of German conservatism.

The figures analyzed in this dissertation had in common a professional and
intellectual trajectory that began in the Conservative Revolution of the Weimar
period. Part 1 of this dissertation dissects their path to intellectual complicity in
National Socialism and the propaganda apparatus behind Hitler’s “New Order of
Europe.” Part Il traces their postwar professional rebirth as widely publicized

journalists and influential military reformers in the first decade of West Germany.



Surprisingly, after 1945 these figures were able to bridge their European ideology
with the postwar Christian Democratic politics of European integration and anti-
Communism. This alliance opened the door for liberals in West Germany and the
American intelligence community to accommodate a previously hostile milieu
into their postwar liberal politics.

The primary thesis of this dissertation is three-fold: a) the conservative
Europe-concept is a hitherto neglected and dismissed ideology which was highly
influential across all three examined time periods of German history; b) this
influence was a result of the Europe-concept’s explicit reformulation of the
enduring German volkisch tradition in such a way that expanded the definition of
the historical ethnic community (from Germany to Europe) and thereby addressed
the perceived political inadequacy of nationalism during and after the Second
World War; and c) the Europe-concept contributed to the de-radicalization of
German conservatism by assisting a transition from the anti-democratic
Conservative Revolutionary impulse to the postwar West German politics of
liberal democracy — a convergence that moderated the instinctive illiberalism of

German conservatism.



THE “EUROPA-GEDANKE” AND THE TRANSFORMATION OF GERMAN
CONSERVATISM, 1930-1955

By

Joshua Derren Klein

Dissertation submitted to the Faculty of the Graduate School of the
University of Maryland, College Park, in partial fulfillment
of the requirements for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy
2019

Advisory Committee:
Professor Jeffrey Herf, Chair
Professor Marsha Rozenblit
Professor Piotr Kosicki
Professor Jerry Muller
Professor Vladimir Tismaneanu



Table of Contents

Chapter 1: Introduction .............cooitiiiiiiiiii e 1
OVEIVIEW 1rriiiiiiiiiiinnneeiieeesienssssssecssssssssssscssssessssssscssssssssssscsssasnns 1
The Sonderweg, Volkisch Ideology, and Europeanism .............ccceeuueene. 7
The Zero Hour, Postwar Conservatism, and Democratization .............. 13
Competing Ideas of EUrope ......cccoeveiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiicineccnnnnn 29

1. Thelnterwar Period .........ccoiiniiiiiii e 30
2. The Nazi Period .........c.oooiiiiiiii e 33
3. The Postwar Period ............ooiiiiii 44
Y T=] g ToTo (o] [0 YN 52

Part I: Nazi Europeanism, 1930-1945

Chapter 2: The Conservative Revolution, the Europa-Gedanke, and Giselher

MV IESING et e 56
E Y1 o0 3T 1 o] o 56
Giselher Wirsing ....coeviiiiuiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiieiiiiiieieiiicieriecciesieccsecsncencn 59
Carl Schmitt, the Grossraum-concept, and the Tat-Kreis ....cccceeeeerininen 66
Reconciliation with National SocialiSm .....cceceviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinineenn. 83
Giselher Wirsing’s Early-war Europeanism, 1939-1943 ...................... 89
Giselher Wirsing and Signal, 1943-1944 .....c.ciiiiiiieiieiiiinrneccecerensannns 101
Signal at the End of the War ......cccoviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniciecnens 120
Conclusion: Das Zeitalter des IKaros ...........ccccovieiiniiiisneeseee, 126

Chapter 3: “Europe to the Europeans!” — Nazi Europeanism in the Foreign Office

............................................................................................... 136
INtroduction ......ccevvuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiir e 136
Karl Megerle and the Origins of Nazi Europeanism in the Foreign Office...
............................................................................................ 139
Megerle’s Adoption of Nazi Europeanism, 1940 .........ccccoievineinninnnnn. 143
The Propaganda Committee, 1941 .....cccveiieiniiniiniieniecrnnceecescnsansons 151
Standard Theses and Megerle’s Role in 1942 ..........cccceivviiiiiniinnnnnnne. 157
Paul Karl Schmidt and the Press Department ..........cccovvviiniiiniiinnnnn 167
Nazi Europeanism in the Press Department ........cccooeviiviiniineiinnnnnen 174
Antisemitism and Illiberalism in Schmidt’s Europe-Concept .............. 181
@01 1 T4 11 11 1 Pt 187

Chapter 4: Foreign Office Europe-Projects in Berlin and Abroad ................. 189
INtroduction ......oovveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 189
Franz Alfred Six and the German Foreign Studies Institute (DAWI) ....190
Axel Seeberg and the Foreigner Course .......ccccvvveiiiniiiiniiiniiinniinnen 202
The EUrOPe-SemMINAY ...ucvuiieiieiniieiiereecerentensescnsonsossessnssnssssossnsanse 209

Klaus Mehnert and the XX Century in Shanghai ........cccoeeviiniiinnnne 221



Mehnert’s Early Life and Attraction to National Socialism ................... 224

Mehnert’s World Travels and Conflict with the Nazi Regime ............... 230
Mehnert’s Propaganda in Shanghai ...................ccoiiiiiiii 241
[001) 1 T4 11 13 11 1 253
Chapter 5: Germanic Europeanism in the Waffen-SS ......................... 256
F 11 o0 {3 T 1 o] o 256
Gottlob Berger and the SS-Office for Indoctrination .........cc.cceeeeeeen.. 263
D) 1y 4 0 U 268
TermMINOIOZY ...ttt 270
Racial doctrine (Rassenkunde) .............coooiiiiiiiiiiiii i 271
“Theory of the Reich” (Reichsidee) ............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn, 274
Nazi HiStOTICISIN ...ttt e ees 277
European Racial Exceptionalism ............ccoooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaan.. 280
Leithefte c.ooouviiniiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciiecier e aee 284
German Racial Supremacism, 1935-1939 .........cooiiiiiiiiiii, 289
Germanic Particularism, 1939-1941 ... ..., 293
Germanic Nationalism, 1941-1944 ... ... ..ot 294
Modified Germanic Europeanism, 1945-1945 .............cooviiiiiinininnn, 304
Conclusion: Felix Steiner’s Revisionist History .......cccceceiiiiiieiinnene. 320

Part II: Post-Nazi Europeanism, 1945-1955

Chapter 6: Transitions across 1945 ... ... 331
INtroduction ......coevvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiir e 331
War-time Disillusionment with National Socialism ............ccccceveee. 338
Giselher Wirsing’s Path to Defeatism and Insubordination ................ 340
Ernst JUnger and Der Friede .........ccoveiiiieiicce e 355
Early Postwar Cooperation with the United States ..........ccccvvvuvinnnnn. 367

Paul Karl Schmidt, the CIA, and the “ECA-Mission” ........................ 369
Giselher Wirsing, Klaus Mehnert, and the American .......................... 386
L@1) 1 T3 L1 1) | 394

............................................................................................... 400
INtroduction ...occeviiiiniiiiiiniiiiiieiiiiineieiientieiensicsesnsscsennssosensscssnoes 400
Origins of the PoStwar NetwWorK .....cceeeeiiereieiiereneeenrensenecensenscencanne 403
The Revised EUrOpe-Concept ...oeeeeieeieeenienieeeeecnsensensessnsonsossssnson 408
European Integration ........ccccvvveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieintciscennnnn 410
Christian Democracy and the Occident .........ccevviiiiiiiiiiiniiiiinnnenns 412
The GateKeePers c..cceveeiiieiiiiiiiieiiiiiiiieiiieiiiieiiiercissscinrcsnscoessonnses 418

Occupation AUthOTIHIES .......viueiei it 418
Hanns Lilje ... 425

Eugen Gerstenmaier ..........oouiitiitiit ittt et 429



(©00] 2163 15155 (o] o [T 439

Chapter 8: Christ und Welt and Sonntagsblatt .............ccccovviieieiinniee 441
INtroduction ......cceiviiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiirrr e 441
ChristUNd WEIL cuvininiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiirnnrnccccccce e e 442

Opposition to NationaliSm. ..........ooeiiiiiiiiiiiiii i eieieeeennes 444
Echoes of Nationalist Resentment ..................coooiiiiiiiiiiii i, 447
The Grossraum Reconfigured ..o 455
European Integration ............coviiiiiiiiiii i 459
The European Defense Community and the “Third Front” ................... 461
Y0 a1 a1 =0 [ o] P> 1 A PPN 466
The OcCIdent ........oouiniin i 468
Criticism of SPenIer .......oouiiii i 469
European Historicism and Nazi Continuities ..............cooevvieiieiinnnn, 470
Volkisch EUropeanism ..........c.ooiuiiiiiiiiiii i, 474
West German Public Opinion ..o 477
Democratization in Christ und Welt and Sonntagsblatt .......ccceeeeeenennne 479
Early Iliberalism ... 481
Reconciliation with Liberalism after 1952 ... 485
Conclusion: Different Trajectories ......cccoevevieiiiniiiieiiiniiiieiiieennnien 492

Chapter 9: Post-Nazi Europeanism in Veterans’ Organizations and Intelligence

(0315 214 0] 1 TP 500
INtroduction: .....cccoiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiietiietiieeeenescens 500
Context: The Postwar Veteran Milieu ........cccoeeveieiniiiieinineinnininenannne 503
Project KMMANLY, Felix Steiner, and the Deutsche Soldaten-Zeitung .507
Project QKSNITCH and the Gesellschaft fir Wehrkunde ........................ 528
American INroads ......ccoveeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiieieane. 536
West German Liberal Military RefOrmers ..........ccoooovieiiinciencene, 542
The Origins of the Himmerod-Conference .........c.cceeeeiieiernieiarnnnns 545
DEMOCIATIZATION ......oviiiiiieie e 559

Democratization in Gesellschaft fir Wehrkunde ... 559
Democratization in the Deutsche Soldaten-Zeitung ..........cccccooeieieiencninns 572
Conclusion: Successful Operations or Vehicles for Extremists? ........... 584

Chapter 10: Conclusion — Konrad Adenauer and Post-Nazi Memory Politics...594
Konrad Adenauer .......cooeeieiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicieiieinecieen 594
Post-Nazi Memory POITIS .......cccoviiiiieiec e 601

APPENAICES ... ettt e 606

Bibliography .......o.oiii i 613



Chapter 1: Introduction

Overview

The following dissertation is a political-intellectual history of German
conservatism and national identity from the 1930s to the 1950s. It explores the
published and private documents of conservative intellectuals, journalists, and
military elites who before, during, and after the Second World War developed a
unique concept of Europe which they called the “Europa-Gedanke,” or “Europe-
concept.” The Europe-concept was a reformulation of German nationalism in
which the past, present, and future could be understood from the perspective of an
organic, ethnic European community marching a teleological path in history
towards political, economic, and cultural unification. This “European
revolution,” as they often called it, would culminate in a new European nation
capable of liberating Europeans from the East (Bolshevism), the West
(liberalism), and, importantly, even Europe’s own past (nationalism). This
dissertation will trace the evolution of this political ideology by assessing what
Europe meant for these thinkers, how this meaning changed over the course of a
volatile historical time period, how it differed from other concepts of Europe, and
how it informed the transformation of German conservatism.

The figures analyzed in this dissertation have in common a professional
and intellectual trajectory that spans the Weimar period, the era of the Third
Reich, and the first decade of postwar West Germany. A primary goal of this
dissertation is to trace the evolution of the Europe-concept across all three of

these time periods and their accompanying political peculiarities, and in doing so



highlight the impact of the conservative Europe-concept on mid-twentieth century
German politics. Part | of this dissertation traces the Europe-concept to its origins
in the early 1930s where it was constructed by proponents of the so-called
Conservative Revolutionary movement in the Weimar Republic. For our
investigation of the Europe-concept the central personality was Giselher Wirsing,
but also important were his colleagues Hans Zehrer, Ferdinand Friedrich
Zimmermann, and Ernst Wilhelm Eschmann. This Berlin-based network of
conservative intellectuals called itself the Tat-Kreis, or “Action Circle,” and
published one of the most influential conservative magazines called Die Tat. Like
other Conservative Revolutionaries these intellectuals also rejected the
conservative Wilhelminian monarchy for its inability to overcome Marxism,
bourgeois liberalism, and the reactionary agrarian and Christian conservatism of
Germany’s social elites; instead, they desired a future-oriented political revolution
that could usher in a cultural awakening of the German ethnic community, the
Volk. But unlike other Conservative Revolutionaries, they were preoccupied with
the consequences this would have outside of Germany’s borders and therefore
began developing an interpretation of Europe that could complement the national
revolution.

After Hitler’s seizure of power in 1933 this network embedded itself into
the National Socialist regime, gradually accumulated positions of high influence
in the Nazi propaganda apparatus, and expanded their network into various
institutions throughout the Third Reich such as the Foreign Office, the

Wehrmacht, and the Waffen-SS. During the 1930s they further developed their



Europe-concept with the help of Carl Schmitt’s concept of an independent
European Grossraum, or European “continental space.” The swift Nazi victories
in Central and Western Europe in 1939/40 created an opportunity for these
propagandists to enlarge their influence by further developing their Europe-
concept in the service of Hitler’s “New Order of Europe.” They assumed
leadership in the second-most published periodical of the entire Nazi propaganda
apparatus, Signal, which was published in German and other languages as a
transnational mouthpiece for the Wehrmacht in conquered Europe. Likewise,
they ascended into leadership positions in the sprawling propaganda machines of
the Foreign Office, Berlin academia, and the Waffen-SS, each of which similarly
disseminated Europe-propaganda across the continent. Important additions to
their network included: a) Foreign Office propaganda administrators such as Karl
Megerle, Paul Karl Schmidt, and Klaus Mehnert; b) propagandists in Berlin
academies such as Franz Alfred Six, Axel Seeberg, and Karl Heinz Pfeffer; c)
commissioned officers in the military such as Waffen-SS propaganda-chief
Gottlob Berger and Waffen-SS general Felix Steiner. By 1940 the Europe-
concept had been thoroughly reformulated into a wide-ranging propaganda
discourse that served Nazi imperialism in dozens of languages across the
continent. This marriage of the Europe-concept with National Socialism drew
upon much of the Nazi Weltanschauung but also revised it in significant ways.
Throughout this dissertation we will call this unorthodox, revisionist discourse

“Nazi Europeanism.”



Most of these Nazi Europeanists served the regime until the bitter end, but
by the end of the war many had become disillusioned with National Socialism and
attempted to distance themselves from the regime. Importantly, the Europe-
concept was the primary vehicle for their estrangement from National Socialism —
as they came to disavow National Socialism the Europe-concept was left
remaining as their only ideological orientation. While some Nazi Europeanists
stubbornly supported National Socialism until the end of the war, most came to
oppose the regime, and some even took careful steps to express that opposition.
This late disillusionment, however opportunistic it was, stimulated a form of
memory politics in which they could distance themselves from the past without
fully repudiating it. National Socialism, they could argue, had failed Europeans
by neglecting and falsifying the New Order of Europe and instead actually leading
Europe further into the abyss of nationalism. Furthermore, in the context of
postwar European integration, the Europe-concept proved to be a useful tool for
revising their past and reconciling themselves to the present. Therefore, part Il of
this dissertation follows the former Nazi Europeanists across the “Zero Hour” of
1945 into the first decade of the West German Federal Republic, illustrating
continuities and discontinuities in their Europe-concept. Former Nazi
Europeanists attempted to separate the Europe-concept from National Socialism
but also retain many of its core precepts by developing what we will call “post-
Nazi Europeanism.” This was an attempt to salvage the radical Conservative
Revolutionary tradition from National Socialism by projecting the post-Nazi

Europe-concept onto the postwar politics of European integration during the



debates of the late 1940s and early 1950s. Many of this dissertation’s key figures
succeeded in resurrecting prestigious careers in postwar West Germany where
they obtained a remarkable degree of influence in journalism as leading public
advocates of European integration. They included: Giselher Wirsing, Klaus
Mehnert, Eugen Gerstenmaier, Hans Zehrer, Axel Seeberg, and Paul Karl
Schmidt - most of whom had prolific careers as chief editors and/or leading
editorialists in two of the most-read political periodicals in the first decade of
postwar West Germany: Christ und Welt and Sonntagsblatt.

Part Il will also trace the continuation of the Europe-concept in the West
German military milieu, arguing that the Europe-concept was bridged into
postwar military circles by influential elites such as Ernst Jiinger, Hans Speidel,
and Felix Steiner who sought to revise the German military tradition by anchoring
it in the Europe-concept as opposed to nationalism. This advocacy took place in
the context of the short-lived campaign to create a European Army from 1950-
1954, which opened the door for liberals in West Germany as well as American
occupation authorities to accommodate a previously hostile milieu into their Cold
War liberal politics. In fact, the final chapter in this dissertation will illustrate that
this reconciliation produced a liaison between former Nazi Europeanists and
covert U.S. and West German public relations intelligence operations called
“Operation KMMANLY” and “Operation QKSNITCH,” which were designed by
American intelligence officers to democratize and de-nationalize German veterans
while simultaneously encouraging their participation in rearmament. These

operations expanded the reach of the Europe-concept to West German veterans,



and by the end of the 1940s former Nazi-Europeanists had attained leading
positions in the most influential veteran periodicals such as the Deutsche
Soldaten-Zeitung as well as the most influential officers’ clubs such as the
Gesellschaft fur Wehrkunde. These projects attracted additional social elites who
advocated the Europe-concept within the veteran community. Especially
significant among these additions were former commissioned officers of the
Wehrmacht Johann von Kielmansegg, Erich Dethleffsen, Arno Werner Uhlig,
Robert Knauss, Georg von Sodenstern, and Gunther Blumentritt. Many of these
figures played an important role in the official re-founding of the West German
military in the early 1950s and the Europe-concept was at the center of their
activities vis-a-vis this new military establishment.

The primary thesis of this dissertation is three-fold: a) the conservative
Europe-concept is a hitherto neglected and dismissed ideology which was highly
influential across all three examined time periods of German history; b) this
influence was a result of the Europe-concept’s explicit reformulation of the
enduring German voélkisch tradition in such a way that expanded the definition of
the historical ethnic community (from Germany to Europe) and thereby addressed
the perceived political inadequacy of nationalism during and after the Second
World War; and c) the Europe-concept contributed to the de-radicalization of
German conservatism by assisting a transition from the anti-democratic
Conservative Revolutionary impulse to the postwar West German politics of
liberal democracy — a convergence that moderated the instinctive illiberalism of

German conservatism.



The Sonderweq, Volkisch Ideology, and Europeanism

This thesis is anchored in the Sonderweg interpretation of German history
- the assertion that German history, especially the disaster of National Socialism,
was to significant extent informed by historical continuities.! Beginning in the
1980s the Sonderweg came under sharp criticism by historians for its purportedly
deterministic approach to German history and for the absence of any distinct
alternative “Western” model of historical development.? But the most arresting
criticisms of the Sonderweg focused primarily on the so-called Bielefeld
interpretation of the Sonderweg, which suggested that agrarian social elites
resisted industrialization and democratization and leveraged their political power
against the emerging bourgeois middle class ultimately culminating in an
aggressive Wilhelminian foreign policy designed to distract the German populace
from domestic politics.® As Gordon Craig argued, another altogether different
interpretation of the Sonderweg was too often overlooked or dismissed during
these debates; namely, the argument that a unique discourse of nationhood

established itself in German political culture during the nineteenth century and

! For a good review of the Sonderweg school of thought see Jiirgen Kocka, "German History
before Hitler: The Debate about the German Sonderweg," Journal of Contemporary History 23.1
(1988): 3-16.

2 This argument was most forcefully advanced by David Blackbourn and Geoff Eley. See
David Blackbourn and Geoff Eley, The Peculiarities of German History: Bourgeois Society and
Politics in Nineteenth-Century Germany (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1984).

3 See most notably Hans-Ulrich Wehler, The German Empire, 1871-1918 (Oxford: Berg

Publishers, 1985).



was politically radicalized at the turn-of-the-century and afterwards.* This
“cultural-ideological Sonderweg”, as Craig called it, unlike the over-determined
social-economic Sonderweg of the Bielefeld school, has stood the test of time and
been reinforced by more recent historians.®

The cultural-ideological Sonderweg, originally advanced most notably by
George Mosse and Fritz Stern, asserted that in juxtaposition to the individualistic
liberal nationalism that emerged out of the French Revolution, Germans
articulated a definition of nationhood based on notions of an inherited and
exclusive ethno-linguistic community, the organic rootedness of society, and the
subservience of the individual to the mythic collective (the German Volk). As this
“volkisch” ideology failed to find political realization over the course of the

nineteenth century German nationalists increasingly fled to the dream of a

4 Gordon Craig, “The German Mystery Case,” in New York Review of Books 33.1 (January 30,
1986).

5 Much of the recent literature that has reinforced the Sonderweg has re-centered it on
antisemitism and the Holocaust, arguing that Nazi antisemitism emerged out of German history.
In doing so, these historians move the “vanishing point” of the Sonderweg from 1933 to 1941.
See Helmut Walser Smith, The Continuities of German History: Nation, Religion, and the Long
Nineteenth Century (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008). Saul Friedlander and Jeffrey
Herf have illustrated that Nazi antisemitism was driven above all else by conspiratorial obsessions
and a desire for a historical confrontation that would finally “redeem” the German nation from the
Jews. See Jeffrey Herf, The Jewish Enemy: Nazi Propaganda during World War 1l and the
Holocaust (Cambridge, MA: Belknap Press, 2008). Saul Friedlander, Nazi Germany and the

Jews: The Years of Persecution, 1933-1939 (New York: First Harper Perennial, 1998).



powerful cultural unification that would transcend politics. Such neo-
romanticism provoked among German nationalists an adversarial posture towards
modernity known as “cultural pessimism,” which entailed a flight from
Enlightenment rationality, an anxiety that the vélkisch community was
disintegrating, and a consequent resentment of the political ideologies of the fin
de siécle. In particular, Marxism and liberalism, which were both gathering
strength in the late Wilhelmine Era, were maligned as anti-nationalistic
universalistic ideologies, because they anchored their understanding of the world
in international humanity rather than the Volk, in “Zivilisation” rather than
“Kultur.” After the disastrous First World War and the Treaty of Versailles,
cultural pessimism in German political culture metastasized into a conservative
radicalization against liberal democracy in the Weimar Republic which resulted in
the consolidation of German conservatism behind a fateful consensus: namely, an
espousal of radical solutions to preserve the German Volk by reasserting the
volkisch principle in a national revolution led by Hitler and the Nazi party.
National Socialists, then, effectively channeled the radical volkisch nationalism
which had come to dominate German political culture by presenting their radical
politics as the organic redemption from the threatening universalisms of Marxism

and liberalism.® This cultural-ideological Sonderweg has been reinforced by a

® See George L. Mosse, The Crisis of German Ideology: Intellectual Origins of the Third Reich
(New York: Grosset & Dunlap, 1964). Fritz Stern, The Politics of Cultural Despair: A Study in
the Rise of the Germanic ldeology (Berkeley: University of California, 1961). Fritz Stern,

Dreams and Delusions: The Drama of German History (New York: Knopf, 1987). This is, of



consensus among historians of the Third Reich that the Nazi regime was a popular
dictatorship that ideologically integrated the German populace into its genocidal
politics by engendering a wide-spread conviction that the original promise of the
volkisch tradition — the transcendent unification of the “German people’s
community” (deutsche Volksgemeinschaft) — was in the process of being realized

during the twelve years of Nazi rule.’

course, not to suggest the inevitability of volkisch nationalism’s domination of German political
culture. As Thomas Nipperdey has shown, there was a strong tradition in early nineteenth century
German history of liberal nationalism which drew from the French Revolution. However, after the
failure of the 1848 revolutions this discourse was gradually overwhelmed, even if not entirely
replaced, by volkisch nationalism. See Thomas Nipperdey, Deutsche Geschichte: 1800-1866
(Munich: C.H. Beck, 1983).

” Frank Bajohr and Michael Wildt, Volksgemeinschaft: Neue Forschungen zur Gesellschaft des
Nationalsozialismus (Frankfurt a.M.: Fischer Taschenbuch, 2009). Sven Keller,
Volksgemeinschaft am Ende: Gesellschaft und Gewalt, 1944/45 (Berlin: De Gruyter Oldenbourg,
2013). Thomas Kiihne, "Todesraum: War, Peace, and the Experience of Mass Death” in ed.
Helmut Walser Smith, The Oxford Handbook of Modern German History (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2011), 527-547. Thomas Kuhne, Belonging and Genocide: Hitler’s
Community, 1918-1945 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2010). Thomas Kuhne, The Rise
and Fall of Comradeship: Hitler’s Soldiers, Male Bonding and Mass Violence in the Twentieth
Century (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017). Peter Fritzsche, Life and Death in the
Third Reich (Cambridge, MA: Belknap Press, 2009). lan Kershaw, The End: The Defiance and
Destruction of Hitler’s Germany, 1944-1945 (London: Penguin Books, 2012). Nicholas

Stargardt, The German War: A Nation Under Arms, 1939-1945 (Basic Books, 2017).
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This dissertation builds upon the cultural-ideological Sonderweg by
examining a network of German conservatives who encountered the transnational
ruptures of the mid-twentieth century — in particular: continental expansionism,
the Eastern Front, political collapse, divided Germany, and the Cold War — by
expanding the definition of an organic Gemeinschaft (“community”) from
Germany to Europe and repackaging the ideas of vélkisch nationalism into a
larger European framework. This endeavor was deliberate; it was evident in the
terminology of the Europe-concept. The idea of a “national revolution” was
replaced by a “European revolution” that would usher in the inevitable political,
cultural, and economic unification of an organic, historical European vélkisch
community called the “europdische Volkergemeinschaft” (European Community
of Peoples) or “europdische Schicksalsgemeinschaft” (European Community of
Destiny). This European revolution would be secured by the establishment of an
enclosed continental polity called the “europdische Grossraum” (European
continental space), which would marshal its resources to preserve the new
European community in the existential struggle against Western liberalism and
Eastern Marxism. All of these terms were unambiguous appropriations of
German nationalist terminology even though conservative proponents of the
Europe-concept also rejected nationalism as an inhibiting reactionary relic of
Europe’s past.® But this rejection of nationalism is better described as a

reinvention of the nation than a complete rejection of it. The Europe-concept was

8 Volkergemeinschaft was a plural reformulation of Volksgemeinschaft; Schicksalsgemeinschaft

was a direct appropriation; and Grossraum functioned as an alternative to Lebensraum.
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consistently presented not just as a surpassing of nationalism but also its
fulfillment: a new, superior European nationalism.

This dissertation, therefore, contributes to the historical literature that
defines nations as modern, socially constructed “imagined communities.””®
Following Rogers Brubaker, it understands nationalism as the product of various
competing discourses of the nation all of which define themselves against one
another.® Thus, the Europe-concept was an imagined community that defined
itself against German nationalism but also drew its meaning from the traditional
volkisch ideology at the core of German nationalism. This was at the heart of its
appeal. As Ute Frevert has argued: “...the opposition of national versus European
tends to overlook how deeply connected and intertwined those orientations
actually are.”** Consequently, this dissertation employs the term “Europeanism”
as a way to capture the ideological nature of the Europe-concept as a discourse of

nationhood. In this way, this dissertation builds upon the historical research that

has investigated the especially contested nature of German nation-construction.*?

9 See Benedict R. O'G. Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread
of Nationalism (London: Verso, 1991). Ernest Gellner, Nations and Nationalism (Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, 1983).

10 Rogers Brubaker, Nationalism Reframed: Nationhood and the National Question in the New
Europe (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996).

11 Ute Frevert, “Europeanizing Germany’s Twentieth Century,” History and Memory 17.1-2
(2005): 87-116, 88.

12 stefan Berger, Inventing the Nation: Germany (London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2004).

James J. Sheehan, “What is German History? Reflections on the Role of the Nation in German
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But it also contributes to the broader scholarly literature that has explored the way
Europe emerged as a new form of identity after the First World War and the
resulting crisis of European confidence.*® Although it began as a relatively
marginalized idea in the Conservative Revolution, the events of the 1940s and
1950s secured the Europe-concept remarkable reach and influence at the same
time that German nationalism was encountering a lack of legitimacy in the
context of an increasingly dire war situation as well as the anti-nationalist
sentiment of the postwar period. The Europe-concept, then, was a form of
identity politics that camouflaged the vélkisch Kulturnation and in doing so made
the ideas of radical German conservatism accessible in the new and changing
contexts of the war and postwar period. Indeed, the significance of the Europe-
concept lies in its ability to traverse the ruptures of the Second World War.

The Zero Hour, Postwar Conservatism, and Democratization

This dissertation adopts the “transwar” framework advanced by Philip

Nord, wherein he argues that continuities in European political history can best be

History and Historiography,” The Journal of Modern History 53.1 (1981): 1-23. This dissertation
also complements Pieter Judson’s argument that German nationalists developed a uniquely
subversive identity and readiness to challenge the political status quo. See Pieter M. Judson,
“Nationalism in the Era of the Nation-State, 1871-1945,” in ed. Helmut Walser Smith, The Oxford
Handbook of Modern German History (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011), 499-526.

13 Mark Hewitson and Matthew D’ Auria, Europe in Crisis: Intellectuals and the European Idea,
1917-1957 (New York: Berghahn Books, 2012). Menno Spiering and Michael Wintle, Ideas of
Europe since 1914: The Legacy of the First World War (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2002).

Frevert, “Europeanizing Germany’s Twentieth Century.”
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understood by investigating continuities that both transcend the end of the Second
World War as well as reach back to the interwar period.** This is particularly
complicated as it pertains to the so-called Stunde Null (“Zero Hour”) of German
history in 1945, because any conversation of continuities in German history has to
confront the reality of blaring postwar discontinuities as well.> Even though the
term “Zero Hour” originated in connection to postwar apologetic memory
politics, some recent historians have nonetheless called for its revival as way to
highlight discontinuities in German history. The most arresting such arguments
point to the abrupt absence of nationalism and militarism in postwar German
political culture.’® To be sure, there is much to be said for reading postwar
German history through the lens of rupture; very important, for example, were the
occupation and division of Germany and the geopolitics of the Cold War, which

exerted an incalculable impact on the development of German politics.*’

4 Philip Nord, France’s New Deal: From the Thirties to the Postwar Era (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2010).

15 For an excellent review of recent literature on the debate over the Zero Hour, see Pertti
Ahonen, “Germany and the Aftermath of the Second World War,” The Journal of Modern History
89.2 (2017).

16 See, most notably, Richard Bessel, Germany 1945: From War to Peace (New York: Harper
Perennial, 2010).

17 A less convincing defense of the Zero Hour, however, is the argument that Germans were de-
politicized having turned to religion, family, basic living necessities, and survival. See William

M. Chandler, “Integration and Identity in German Politics,” in ed. Peter H. Merkl, The Federal
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Nevertheless, this dissertation will join the work of scholars who have sought to
carefully investigate the nuanced ways in which political continuities survived the
watershed of 1945.1® A suitable compromise in the debate over the Zero Hour
can be found in Thomas Nipperdey and Jeffrey Herf’s arguments vis-a-Vvis
“multiple continuities” and “multiple restorations”; namely, the co-existence of
competing political traditions in German history.*® This is the framework that
will be adopted in this dissertation’s investigation of post-Nazi Europeanism,
postwar German conservatism, and the issue of democratization.

One of the most perplexing developments in German history is the
remarkable reversal of nationalism in West German politics. Whereas the Social

Democratic political Left took up the banner of nationalism (albeit shorn of

Republic of Germany at Fifty: The End of a Century of Turmoil (New York: New York University
Press, 1999).

18 Frank Biess and Robert G. Moeller, Histories of the Aftermath: The Legacies of the Second
World War in Europe (New York: Berghahn Books, 2010). Mark Mazower, Jessica Reinisch,
and David Feldman, Post-War Reconstruction in Europe: International Perspectives, 1945-1949
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011). Richard Overy, “Interwar, War, Postwar: Was There a
Zero Hour in 1945?” in ed. Dan Stone, The Oxford Handbook of Postwar European History
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012), 60-78. Jan Werner Mdller, German Ideologies Since
1945: Studies in the Political Thought and Culture of the Bonn Republic (London: Palgrave
MacMillan, 2003).

19 See Thomas Nipperdey, “1933 und Kontinuitit der deutschen Geschichte,* Historische
Zeitschrift 227.1 (1978): 86-111. Jeffrey Herf, “Multiple Restorations: German Political
Traditions and the Interpretation of Nazism, 1945-1946,” Central European History 26.1 (1993):

21-55.
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militarism and irredentism), the new political Right, in contrast, abandoned
nationalism in favor of the Christian Democratic politics of European integration.
This development begs the question why conservative voters, who had hitherto
been the most vocal milieu in favor of radical nationalist politics, supported
Christian Democracy despite this incongruity. This question is especially
important, because in contrast to the common interpretation of postwar European
history as a “Social Democratic moment,” the first postwar decades of Western
European history, and West German history specifically, were in actuality a
decidedly “Christian Democratic moment.”? As Heinrich August Winkler has
argued, liberal democracy’s “long road” to fruition in German political culture
was primarily the accomplishment of Konrad Adenauer and his party (the

Christian Democratic Union, or CDU) during the two decades of near uncontested

2 For the “Social Democratic moment” argument, see Geoff Eley, “Corporatism and the Social
Democratic Moment: The Postwar Settlement, 1945-1973” in ed. Dan Stone, The Oxford
Handbook of Postwar European History (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012), 37-59. Tony
Judt, Postwar: A History of Europe since 1945 (New York: Penguin, 2005), chapter 11. For the
iteration of this argument in the historiography of West Germany specifically, see Stefan Ludwig
Hoffman’s argument that Christian Democracy was successful precisely because it appropriated
the Social Democratic tradition. See Stefan Ludwig Hoffman, “Germany is No More: Defeat,
Occupation, and the Postwar Order” in ed. Helmut Walser Smith, The Oxford Handbook of
Modern German History (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011), 593-614. For the “Christian
Democratic moment” argument see Jan-Werner Mdller, Contesting Democracy: Political Thought

in Twentieth-century Europe (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2011).
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political power after the Second World War.?* One of the most important
questions for postwar West German history, then, is how the German Right,
which had only very recently been ideologically radicalized in a totalitarian
regime, was attracted to postwar Christian Democracy and was consequently
integrated into the politics of liberal democracy.

This was not a forgone conclusion. One way to interpret this phenomenon
is to point to an “anti-Communist consensus” in which West Germans detached
themselves from radical politics in order to cooperate with Konrad Adenauer’s
hardline foreign policy against Communism.?? But this answer is insufficient
because it neglects to consider the anti-Communist alternatives to Christian
Democracy. For example, Kurt Schumacher, the postwar leader of Christian
Democracy’s closest competitor center-left party, the Social Democratic Party,
remade his party into an equally fierce anti-Communist organization.?
Furthermore, Schumacher supplemented his party’s anti-Communism with an
explicit appeal to German nationalism and went so far as to imply that his
opponents were un-German for supporting European integration at the expense of

national reunification. Additionally, the anti-Communist thesis fails to

21 Heinrich August Winkler, Germany: The Long Road West (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2006). Jeffrey Herf, Divided Memory: The Nazi Past in the Two Germanys (Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 1997).

22 See, for example, Andrew 1. Port, “Democracy and Dictatorship in the Cold War: The Two
Germanies, 1949-1961” in ed. Helmut Walser Smith, The Oxford Handbook of Modern German
History (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011), 615-639.

23 See Jeffrey Herf, Divided Memory.
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acknowledge that there also existed nationalist right-wing, anti-Communist
alternatives to the CDU which, in the first few years of the West German Federal
Republic, were not declared unconstitutional (for example, the Sozialistische
Reichspartei and the Deutsche Partei). Any of these alternatives could very well
have been a more natural home for the millions of conservative Germans who
nevertheless supported Adenauer’s CDU or his main coalition party, the Free
Democratic Party.?

This dissertation contributes an answer to this dilemma by suggesting that
the Europe-concept created a bridge for many radicalized German conservatives
to the postwar Christian Democratic politics of European integration. As will be
illustrated, post-Nazi Europeanists attached to the European integration project
the continuation and fulfillment of their conservative European revolution and
successfully created an influential voice for this interpretation of contemporary
events in West German public discourse. To be clear, the politics of Konrad
Adenauer’s CDU and European integration was markedly different in motivation

and vision than the politics advocated by post-Nazi Europeanists. Furthermore,

24 This dissertation agrees with Geoff Eley’s call for historians to acknowledge the contingency
and plethora of possibilities as Germany transitioned across the year 1945. See Geoff Eley,
“Europe after 1945,” History Workshop Journal 65.1 (2008): 195-212. Many historians who have
answered this call highlight the possibility and missed opportunity for a left-wing transformation
of German political culture in the late 1940s. But given the role of radical nationalism in German
history, this point is even more salient for considering the possibilities of right-wing entrenchment.
See, for example, Gareth Pritchard, Niemandsland: A History of Unoccupied Germany, 1944-1945

(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012).
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although they allowed post-Nazi Europeanists to exist within the umbrella of the
CDU voting bloc, the architects of Christian Democracy and European integration
did not actively legitimize or confirm the fantasies of post-Nazi Europeanists.

But as Ronald Granieri has argued, terms such as “Europe” and the “West” were
concepts in postwar German conservatism which carried many different
meanings, and the resulting ambiguity efficiently masked some of the
irreconcilable political differences of the postwar period. Granieri argues that this
ambivalence was the key to Konrad Adenauer’s political success in the 1950s,
because it concealed a division in Christian Democracy between a group he calls
the “Atlanticists” (advocates of a West Germany integrated into an American-led
liberal international order) and a group he calls the “Gaullists” (advocates of an
independent continental Europe opposed to Anglo-Saxon influence in politics,
culture, and economics such as was promoted by Charles de Gaulle, the President
of the French Fifth Republic).?® Granieri is correct to identify an anti-Atlanticist
milieu within the CDU such as Eugen Gerstenmaier, a key figure in part 11 of this
dissertation, but his categorization of this group as “Gaullist” is questionable for a
number of reasons. Such an interpretation reads the political controversies of the
1960s back into the 1950s. “Gaullism” was not a meaningful category in the
political culture of West Germany in the 1950s and anti-Atlanticist conservatives
did not regularly engage with de Gaulle before his ascension to power in 1958.

But even as an analytical category, the term “Gaullism” falls short because anti-

% Ronald J. Granieri, The Ambivalent Alliance: Konrad Adenauer, the CDU/CSU, and the West,

1949-1966 (New York: Berghahn Books, 2003).
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Atlanticist conservatives of the 1950s were markedly different in political
ideology than the Gaullists of the 1960s. Furthermore, anti-Atlanticist
conservatives were not a monolithic group. For example, while many belonged to
the Catholic Abendlandische Bewegung (“Occidental movement’), many others
were former nationalist Protestants who escape easy categorization alongside
Catholic conservatives.

This dissertation will introduce a group anti-Atlanticist conservatives who
differed from Gaullists in three fundamental ways: first, unlike de Gaulle who
openly presented himself as a restorative nationalist, they energetically denounced
nationalism (even and especially German nationalism); second, unlike de Gaulle
who opposed European integration and appealed only rhetorically to a “Europe of
Fatherlands,” they were among the most enthusiastic advocates of even the most
radically integrationist policies of the European integration program in the 1950s;
third, unlike de Gaulle they moderated their anti-Americanism, accommodated
the United States as a useful ally, and eventually even came to embrace
Atlanticism by the end of the 1950s. While it is true that a small contingent of
Gaullists emerged in West German politics in the 1960s to confront what had
become the dominant Atlanticism of the CDU, this was not necessarily a product
or continuation of 1950s anti-Atlanticism. Although there were continuities

between the specifically Catholic Occident movement and 1960s Gaullism, this
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dissertation aims to show that there existed an important post-Nazi Europeanist
discourse within the non-Catholic voting bloc of the CDU.?

The bridge between former Nazi Europeanists and Christian Democracy
was further aided by the sense of rupture and experimentation that surrounded the
politics of European integration when it first began to dominate the public sphere
in the immediate postwar period. The initial proposals for European integration
advanced by Western European statesmen in the late 1940s and the early 1950s
were more ambitious than the comparatively limited integration that was actually
implemented by the end of the 1950s. For example, the original plans for a
European Coal and Steel Community and, especially, the European Defense
Community (or, European Army) were accompanied with calls for a far-reaching
deconstruction of nation-state sovereignty and the eventual creation of a new
European federation called the European Political Community — in short, a radical
rupture with the postwar status quo. Although the European Army and the
European Political Community ultimately failed, this dissertation attempts to
restore the centrality of these proposals to the early history of West Germany.
These grand narratives of wide-sweeping European integration dominated West
German political discourse during these years and in doing so created space for
post-Nazi Europeanists to project radical and illiberal ramifications onto
European integration - or at least the possibility to influence the process in their

desired direction. Consequently, for nearly a decade post-Nazi Europeanists

26 Much of this conversation hinges on an important delineation between Catholic and Protestant

conservatism in postwar West Germany. This point is discussed in more detail below.
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worked to advance their Europe-concept through democracy and West German
rule of law, and, as a result, they accustomed themselves to the practice and idea
of democracy. But by the mid-1950s their European dream had died and, having
worked within the parameters of liberal democracy for many years, they had
nowhere else to go. Their disillusionment stimulated a coming to terms with a
new perception of liberal democracy’s reality and necessity.

This transwar examination of the Europe-concept, therefore, is also a
study in the democratization of German conservatism. Specifically, this
dissertation will build upon Jerry Muller’s paradigm of a “de-radicalization” of
German conservatism; namely, the process by which the German conservative
tradition was reconciled to the principles of liberal democracy, that is:
individualism, pluralism, human rights, self-government, and popular sovereignty.
Muller’s research on the influential intellectual Hans Freyer traces the path in
German conservatism to and from the temptation for a utopian total state as a
vehicle for preserving the mythic vélkisch nation against modern civilization.?’
This dissertation aims to complement this argument by highlighting the
conservative departure with the volkisch nation itself. As argued above, historical
research on the cultural-ideological Sonderweg has situated volkisch nationalism
front and center in the story of German political radicalization. This dissertation
argues, therefore, that our understanding of the de-radicalization of German

conservatism must seek to understand the decline of volkisch ideology in postwar

27 Jerry Z. Muller, The Other God That Failed: Hans Freyer and the Deradicalization of

German Conservatism (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1987).
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German history. De-nationalization, in other words, was a pivotal component of
the de-radicalization of German conservatism. The Europe-concept, it will be
argued, was an important waystation in the transition from voélkisch nationalism,
because, although the Europe-concept repackaged substantial elements of the
volkisch tradition, it was ultimately advanced in the name of anti-nationalism
(including an explicit rejection of German nationalism). This aided the formation
of an alliance between postwar German conservatives and the postwar liberal
architects of European integration who likewise rejected nationalism but who had
no illusions about a volkisch Europe. It was within the confines of this alliance
that the fantasy of a volkisch community (volkisch Europe) safely died as it was
gradually replaced with the Europe of incremental economic integration. As Dirk
von Laak has argued, the de-radicalization of German conservatism was a
protracted process that succeeded in multiple stages. The Conservative
Revolution was not immediately tamed in 1945; to the contrary, significant
elements remained in their postwar political identity and many conservatives only
participated in postwar democracy in as much as they viewed the Federal
Republic as a new “technocratic” vehicle for elites to govern society. This anti-
democratic participation in democracy, von Laak argues, was only moderated
over time and as a result of their participation in democracy.?® The argument in

part 11 of this dissertation is that the Europe-concept was another important

28 Dirk van Laak, “From Conservative Revolution to Technocratic Conservatism” in ed. Jan
Werner Miiller, German ldeologies Since 1945: Studies in the Political Thought and Culture of

the Bonn Republic (London: Palgrave MacMillan, 2003), 147-160.
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moderating force in the postwar democratization of conservatism because it
contributed to the dissolution of vélkisch politics. In short, the Europe-concept
assisted a transwar unpacking of the cultural-ideological Sonderweg.

Early postwar literature on the transformation of German conservatism
was largely incredulous. In fact, a predominant argument advanced by, for
example, Eugen Kogon and Walter Dirks in the Frankfurter Hefte during the
1950s and 1960s was the suggestion of a “restoration” of a proto-fascistic culture
of conservative authoritarianism.?® As Norbert Frei has argued, the idea of a
conservative restoration dominated the literature of the immediate postwar period
until the 1980s, at which point a more optimistic turn produced the perspective of
a “founding era” for liberal democracy in West Germany’s “long 1950s.”%° But
as Diethelm Prowe has argued, this historiographical shift was inclined to eschew
the role of conservative modernization and instead ascribe the achievement of
democratization to the postwar economic boom (Wirtschaftswunder) or to cultural

globalization and generational turn-over in the 1960s.3! Even those historians

29 For one of the most well-known examples of the “restoration” thesis, see Eugen Kogon, Die
unvollendete Erneuerung: Deutschland im Kréftefeld, 1945-1960. Politische und
Gesellschaftspolitische Aufsatze aus zwei Jahrzehnten (Frankfurt a.M.: Europdische Verlag-
Anstalt, 1964).

30 Norbert Frei, “Die Langen Fiinfziger: Wirtschaftliche Dynamik und biedermeierliche
Restauration, materielle Modernisierung und Kontinuitét nationalsozialistischer Funktionseliten,”
Die Zeit, February 16, 2006.

31 Diethelm Prowe, “The ‘Miracle‘ of the Political-Culture Shift: Democratization between

Americanization and Conservative Reintegration” in ed. Hanna Schissler, The Miracle Years: A
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who do situate the modernization of conservatism at the center of democratization
narratives tend to place the process considerably later, emphasizing the
persistence of illiberalism, especially on the German political Right, well into the
1960s.3? These accounts of postwar West German political culture risk leaving
the first ten to fifteen years of West German history unaccounted for and
inexplicable; after all, it was precisely in this time period when political liberalism
was institutionalized: the establishment of a federal constitution, three mass

elections producing a democratic consensus behind Konrad Adenauer, West

Cultural History of West Germany, 1949-1968 (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2001), 451-
458. For arguments that emphasize economic modernization, see Hans Peter Schwarz,
“Modernisierung oder Restauration? Einige Vorfragen zur kiinftigen Sozialgeschichtsforschung
iiber die Ara Adenauer,” in ed.s Kurt Diiwell and Wolfgang K&llmann, Rheinland-Westfalen im
Industriezeitalter, Band 3. Vom Ende der Weimarer Republik bis zum Land Nordrhein-Westfalen
(Wuppertal: Peter Hammer Verlag, 1984), 278-293. Axel Schildt and Arnold Sywottek,
Modernisierung im Wiederaufbau. Die westdeutsche Gesellschaft der 50er Jahre (Richmond:
Dietz, 1998). For arguments that place great emphasis on cultural Americanization and
generational turn-over, see Konrad H. Jarausch, After Hitler: Recivilizing the Germans, 1945-1995
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2006). Ulrich Herbert, Wandlungsprozesse in
Westdeutschland: Belastung, Integration, Liberalisierung, 1945-1980 (Géttingen: Wallstein
Verlag, 2002).

32 Axel Schildt, Zwischen Abendland und Amerika: Studien zur Westdeutschen Ideenlandschaft
der 50er Jahre (Berlin: De Gruyter Oldenbourg, 1999). Axel Schildt, Konservatismus in
Deutschland: Von den Anfangen im 18. Jahrhundert bis zur Gegenwart (Munich: C.H. Beck,
1998). Winkler, Germany: The Long Road West. Christoph KleBmann, Zwei Staaten, eine
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German entry into the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, and the founding of
the European Economic Community. This paradox has led some historians to
conclude that the initial postwar years in West Germany (and elsewhere) were a
story of liberalism without liberals, an argument that was summarized by Jan-
Werner Miller with the somewhat awkward formulation “post-post-liberal
Order,” by which he meant a politics in postwar Europe that rejected anti-
liberalism without any positive consensus of its own.3* This is not dissimilar to
Mark Mazower’s argument that liberal democracy in Europe was more a product
of fascism delegitimizing popular illiberalism than any actual achievement of
liberalism itself.3* Such arguments, although valuable, miss an important part of
the story. As this dissertation will illustrate, some of the most influential German
conservatives of the Conservative Revolution and even National Socialism were,
from positions of considerable influence, already by the mid-1950s openly
espousing liberal democracy. As such, this dissertation joins the work of those
scholars who have sought to move the interpretative lens of democratization back

to the ideas and political culture of the 1950s.%® By highlighting these figures and

33 Jan-Werner Miiller, “A Post-Post-Liberal Order: How Western Europe Emerged from its 30-
Year Crisis” in ed.s Lars K. Brunn, Karl Christian Lammers, and Gert Sgrensen, European Self-
Reflection between Politics and Religion: The Crisis of Europe in the 20" Century (London:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2013), 193-212. Miiller, Contesting Democracy.

3 Mark Mazower, Dark Continent: Europe’s Twentieth Century (New York: Vintage, 2000).

3 Friedrich KieRling, for example, has attempted to move left-liberal intellectuals such as Dolf
Sternberger, Karl Jaspers, and Ernst Fraenkel and their work in the “old Federal Republic” back to

the center of the story of democratization. See Friedrich Kielling, Die undeutschen Deutschen.
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their relatively early reconciliation with liberal democracy, this dissertation
attempts to reemphasize the power and centrality of ideas in the story of West
German democratization.

Before moving on it is worth noting a final point on the de-radicalization
of postwar conservatism. The literature on West German democratization has
witnessed a debate over the terms “Westernization” and “Americanization.”3®
Some historians have critiqued the terms “Westernization” and “modernization”
for insinuating a deterministic end-of-history triumphalism, and instead prefer the
term “Americanization” because it ascribes the political transformations in West
German political culture a certain contingency, but also because it acknowledges
the pivotal role of the United States in shaping the developments of postwar
history.®” Other historians have argued that the term “Americanization” fails to

appropriately weigh the role of national traditions specific to German political

culture.®® A recurring argument throughout this dissertation is that the United

Eine ideengeschichtliche Arché&ologie der alten Bundesrepublik, 1945-1972 (Paderborn:
Ferdinand Schoningh, 2012).

% For a good review of this debate, see Volker Berghahn, “The Debate on ‘Americanization’
among Economic and Cultural Historians,” Cold War History 10.1 (2010), 107-130. Phillip
Gassert, “The Spectre of Americanization: Western Europe in the American Century” in ed. Dan
Stone, The Oxford Handbook of Postwar European History (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2012), 182-200.

37 Anselm Doering-Manteuffel, Wie westlich sind die Deutschen? Amerikanisierung und
Westernisierung im 20. Jahrhundert (Géttingen: VVandenhoeck and Ruprecht, 1999).

38 See Prowe, “The ‘Miracle® of the Political-Culture Shift.” Herf, “Multiple Restorations.”
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States featured prominently in the minds of conservative Europeanists precisely
because it was the paragon of Western liberalism. In other words, the subjects of
this dissertation did not distinguish between terms like “West,” “liberal,” and
“democracy.” Furthermore, as this dissertation will show, conservative
Europeanists were just as obsessed with the United States as they were with
Communism; indeed, the rise of the Europe-concept in Nazi propaganda preceded
the invasion of the Soviet Union in 1941. Therefore, one of the most important
tasks for understanding the postwar democratization of the figures in this
dissertation is tracing the evolution of the United States, and by extension liberal
democracy, in the minds of conservative Europeanists.

The United States exerted an invaluable pressure, albeit indirectly, on the
political culture of Western Europe and West Germany specifically.®® The
occupation period, followed by the sustained presence of the American military,
and held together by the interventionist foreign policy of the early Cold War
created a climate in which post-Nazi Europeanists were forced to moderate their
anti-Americanism. In order to remain relevant, they were more easily persuaded
to work within the limits and boundaries of the American-led postwar democratic
order. In fact, as part Il of this dissertation will illustrate, covert CIA operations
designed to encourage European integration cooperated directly with post-Nazi

Europeanists, who in turn saw the United States as a useful ally in their designs

39 See William 1. Hitchcock, The Struggle for Europe: The Turbulent History of a Divided

Continent, 1945 to the Present (Norwell: Anchor, 2004).
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for a European revolution.* However opportunistic this alliance was, it was an
essential precondition for the liberalization of German conservatism. The United
States was the undisputed leader of liberal democracy in the postwar period, and
the perception held by post-Nazi Europeanists that they had American sympathy
and support gradually eroded their illiberalism. Over the course of the early
1950s post-Nazi Europeanist increasingly found themselves defending the United
States and its political principles from not only Communists, but also their
pacifist, nationalist, and anti-European integration domestic opponents as well.
Consequently, by the mid-1950s, when the dream for a European revolution
failed, liberal democracy was for post-Nazi Europeanists considerably less
treacherous than it had appeared in 1945. Acknowledging the importance of the
United States in the democratization of West German political culture need not
come at the expense of analyzing developments specific to German history. As
this dissertation will illustrate, the two often worked hand in hand. For this
reason, this dissertation will use neither the term “Westernization” nor
“Americanization,” but rather, simply, “democratization.”

Competing Ideas of Europe

In all three time periods examined in this dissertation the conservative
Europe-concept was contested by other, competing ideas of Europe. The

following paragraphs situate the conservative Europe-concept into the existing

40 For detailed account of the United States intelligence community and its liaison with former
Nazis during the Cold War, see Richard Breitman, Robert Wolfe, Norman J. W. Goda, and

Timothy Naftali, U.S. Intelligence and the Nazis (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005).
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literature concerning the idea of Europe in each of these respective time periods.
Additionally, the following paragraphs will outline how conservative
Europeanists encountered these opposing concepts of Europe.

1. The Interwar Period

Many historians trace the roots of European integration and Europe as a
political identity back to the late nineteenth century and interwar period, where a
small, but growing, group of European intellectuals and politicians began to
advocate replacing nation-state rivalries with various visions of European political
and economic unification, such as French Foreign Minister Aristide Briand’s
proposed European economic integration in 1929 as well as the ill-fated Pan-
European movement led by Richard von Coudenhove-Kalergi, which sought the
eventual formation of a “United States of Europe.” The connection between the
Pan-European movement and the conservative Europe-concept, however, is
tenuous. In part because of its reliance on the League of Nations, conservative
Europeanists explicitly engaged with and rejected the Pan-European movement,
which they argued was a tool of liberal internationalism and Anglo-Saxon
imperialism and, as such, a distorted and fraudulent understanding of Europe. In
contrast to much of the literature on the idea of Europe, this dissertation highlights
intellectual trajectories that do not easily fit into a progressive reading of the pre-

history of European integration.*!

41 Many histories of Europe as a political concept and identity isolate various early twentieth
century liberal idealists as forerunners for the postwar liberal project of European integration. See
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As Dieter Gosewinkel has shown, a much more predominant intellectual
tradition of Europe in the early twentieth century was what he calls “anti-liberal
Europe,” a diverse intellectual tradition in European conservative circles,
extending from political Catholicism to German and Habsburg imperialism,
which envisioned Europe as an alternative to liberal modernity at the fin-de-
siécle.*? As Jirrgen Elvert has illustrated, one particular concept in this tradition
would become especially important for Nazi Europe-propaganda; namely, the
Mitteleuropa (or, “Middle Europe”) concept, which was originally articulated by
German intellectuals, politicians, and statesmen in the Foreign Office during the

First World War, and which proposed the subjugation and coordination of Central

as a Threat to Europe and Democracy as a Community of Values” in ed.s Lars K. Brunn, Karl
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(London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2013), 25-43. Anita Prettenthaler-Ziegerhofer, “Richard Nikolaus
Coudenhove-Kalergi, Founder of the Pan-European Union, and the Birth of a ‘New’ Europe” in
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Europe under German imperial leadership in order to establish a bulwark against
East and West. This idea, facilitated by German imperialists and right-wing
reactionaries, was ultimately an intellectual justification for German political,
economic, and social dominance of Europe in the early twentieth century and was
sometimes drawn upon by conservative Europeanists before and during the
Second World War.** However, this dissertation will argue that a network of
Conservative Revolutionaries of the Weimar period was the most immediate and
important originator of what would eventually become Nazi Europeanism. The
Third Reich’s massive transnational Europe-propaganda machine, which reached
millions of readers across the continent during the Second World War, was
initiated, organized, and administered by a group of radical German conservatives
with connections to this network, and for whom “Europe” was much more than a
new geopolitical arrangement; rather, it was an organic community imbued with
the historical mission to resolve Europe’s modern identity crisis via the creation
of a new European nation and polity. Nevertheless, the Conservative
Revolutionaries who first experimented with the Europe-concept often channeled
the Mitteleuropa concept and even used the not dissimilar term Zwischeneuropa
(“In-between Europe”). Furthermore, as will be shown in part | of this
dissertation, the Nazi Europe-concept evolved over the course of the war as it was

increasingly revised and distanced from orthodox National Socialist principles,

43 Jiirgen Elvert, Mitteleuropa!: Deutsche Pléne Zur Europdgischen Neuordnung, 1918-1945
(Stuttgart: Steiner, 1999). Fritz Fischer, Germany’s Aims in the First World War (New York:
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and in its initial configurations in 1940 the Nazi Europe-concept was often
difficult to distinguish from justifications for German hegemony in
Mitteleuropa.*

2. The Nazi Period

The term “Nazi Europeanism” might seem inherently paradoxical. After
all, National Socialism was a political ideology defined by its insistence on the
radical exclusion of, and uncompromising struggle against, non-racial Germans.
For the National Socialists, all modern political concepts (especially transnational
ones) were mere window dressing for the actual essence of politics: racial
struggle. This “hyper-nationalism” is arguably why the historiography has largely
neglected transnational studies of fascism.*® This is also why Nazi Europe-
propaganda has been incorrectly dismissed in the literature as hollow,
opportunistic, and limited sloganeering program designed merely to mask German
imperialism or buttress a fracturing front in the face of diminishing war prospects.
Historians who have dismissed Nazi Europe-propaganda often point to Hitler’s
frequent demands that propagandists withhold specifics about the postwar “New

Order of Europe” as evidence that Nazi Europe-propaganda was never more than

44 The above two paragraph are drawn substantially from an article published by the present
author. See Josh Klein, “Nazi Europeanism as Transnational Collaboration and Transnational
Memory,” The Yearbook of Transnational History 2.1 (2019), 149-173.

4 Arnd Bauerkamper and Grzegorz Rossolinski-Liebe (eds.), Fascism without Borders:
Transnational Connections and Cooperation between Movements and Regimes in Europe, 1918-

1945 (New York: Berghahn Books, 2017).
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an opportunistic and disingenuous charade.*® To be sure, this dissertation does
not refute the fact that Hitler and other Nazi leaders merely viewed Europe-
propaganda as a tool for their racial conquest of the continent.

However, a few recent scholars have illustrated that some propagandists in
the National Socialist regime patronized a more thorough, sincere, and
consequential Europe-propaganda than previously acknowledged. Benjamin

Martin, for example, has recently illustrated that Goebbels’s propaganda ministry,

46 Hans-Dietrich Loock, “Zur ‘GroBgermanischen Politik‘ Des Dritten Reiches,”
Vierteljahrshefte Flr Zeitgeschichte 8.1 (1960): 37-63. Paul Kluke, “Nationalsozialistische
Europaideologie,” Vierteljahrshefte Fir Zeitgeschichte 3.3 (1955): 240-75. Peter Longerich,
Propagandisten im Krieg. Die Presseabteilung des Auswartigen Amtes unter Ribbentrop (Munich:
Oldenbourg, 1987). For a more recent dismissive approach see Mark Mazower’s Hitler’s Empire,
in which he devotes a chapter to Nazi European ideologues connected to the Foreign Office and
Ministry for the Occupied Eastern Territories, who, in fact, did take European ideology seriously,
but were ostracized from any real influence and mostly spoke amongst themselves. The chapter
title, “Ersatz Diplomacy,” reveals Mazower’s general agreement with Loock and Kluke that Nazi
pan-Europeanism was largely inconsequential. See Mark Mazower, Hitler's Empire: How the
Nazis Ruled Europe (New York: Penguin, 2008). As the historians Karl Heinz Roth and Barry
McLoughlin have shown, one exception to the relative dismissal of Nazi Europe-propaganda for
most of the late twentieth century could be found in the work of right-wing revisionist amateur
historians who were quasi-sympathetic to Nazi Europe plans and hoped to rehabilitate the
reputation of Nazi collaborators on the Eastern Front. See, for example, Hans Werner Neulen,
Eurofaschismus und der Zweite Weltkrieg: Europas verratene Sohne (Oslo: Universitas, 1980).
Karl Heinz Roth and Barry McLoughlin, “Revisionist Tendencies in Historical Research into

German Fascism,” International Review of Social History 39.3 (1994): 429-455.
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beginning already in 1934, initiated a wide-reaching project to facilitate
transnational cultural exchange throughout the continent through various
programs, clubs, and conferences designed to unify Europeans behind a new
vision of traditional European cultures set against the decadent East and West.
But Martin’s subject matter does not illustrate the full extent of Nazi
Europeanism. Martin uses the unique term “inter-nationalism” to describe
Goebbels’s program, because his examined euro-fascists did not seek to integrate
cultural traditions; instead, they sought to rally mutual support for, and admiration
of, the cultural and racial peculiarities of the various European nations. In short,
he reads what one could perhaps call national segregationism - a limited platform
for approving the nationalism of other fascists rather than constructing a shared
identity or ideology.*” This dissertation, in contrast, will illustrate that Nazi
Europeanists operating outside of Goebbels’s control articulated a much more
ambitious conceptualization of Europe that was accompanied with a revision of
orthodox National Socialism, including direct encounters with Nazi teachings on
race and nation.

In doing so, this dissertation joins a group of recent scholars who have
explored concepts of Europe in various institutions largely unexplored in the

literature on Nazi propaganda.®® To be sure, Nazi Europe-propaganda was not a

47 See Benjamin George Martin, The Nazi-Fascist New Order for European Culture
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2016).
48 One historian whose research complements this interpretation of the Nazi Europe-concept is
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monolith. Various scholars have pointed to a plethora of Nazi statesmen and
functionaries who articulated different ideas about the New Order of Europe such
as Werner Best, the administrator of occupied France and Denmark who had
previously been a high-ranking member of the Gestapo. Other examples include
idiosyncratic economists connected to the Reich’s Economics Ministry who
developed elaborate new economic models for integrating European economies,
especially the Balkans, into the Reich. However, these efforts rarely went beyond
camouflaged justifications for German racial dominance of Europe and they
remained largely confined to inner-departmental debates. Furthermore, the
producers of these ideas did not make serious attempts to carry these ideas

somehow into the postwar period.*° This dissertation focuses on Nazi Europe-

Europeanist revisionism in Berlin’s academies during the war. In fact, some of the figures
examined in part | of this dissertation worked in the very Berlin academies she examined. As
such, this dissertation shows how such Nazi intellectualism was disseminated through more far-
reaching propaganda outlets. Birgit Kletzlin, Europa aus Rasse und Raum: Die
Nationalsozialistische Idee der Neuen Ordnung (Berlin: LIT Verlag, 2002). For research on the
reception and alteration of Nazi Europe-ideology in Axis-aligned fascist movements, see Robert
Grunert, Der Europagedanke westeuropaischer faschistischer Bewegungen, 1940-1945
(Paderborn: Ferdinand Schéningh, 2012).

49 See Ulrich Herbert, Best: Biographische Studien tiber Radikalismus, Weltanschauung und
Vernuft, 1903-1989 (Munich: C.H. Beck, 2016). Thomas Sandkiihler, “Europa und der
Nationalsozialismus: Ideologie, Wéahrungspolitik, Massengewalt” Zeithistorische Forschungen 3
(2012): 428-441. Carola Sachse ‘Mitteleuropa’ und ‘Siidosteuropa’ also Planungsraum:
Wirtschafts- und kulturpolitische Expertisen im Zeitalter der Weltkriege (Go6ttingen: Wallstein

Verlag, 2010). Mazower, Hitler’s Empire, 121-124.
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propagandists who had the widest propaganda reach in Europe, genuinely
believed in their new Europe ideology, and clung to the Europe-concept even
after the war.

This dissertation distinguishes Nazi Europeanism from what we will call
“orthodox Nazi propaganda” in part because the ideas did not emanate from the
ideological centers of power, which in the nature of the Third Reich means
primarily Adolf Hitler and the indoctrination apparatus run by his immediate
propaganda functionaries Joseph Goebbels (Propaganda Ministry) and Otto
Dietrich (Press Chief). Instead, Nazi Europeanism came from a network of
conservative thinkers who operated in a space outside of the primary propaganda
apparatus, something this dissertation calls “secondary level propaganda.” This
secondary level of propaganda consisted of conservative publications, academic
institutions, military propaganda, and foreign office propaganda — none of which
were subject to the regular supervision and censoring process found elsewhere in
the Reich, but which nevertheless reached millions of readers across the
continent. As a consequence, this space proved to be a vehicle for significant
ideological deviation and revisionism. An important question, then, is why this
separate space for ideas was allowed to exist in a regime aspiring for
totalitarianism. The answer is Machiavellian.

Hitler and Goebbels saw Europe-propaganda as a useful tool in their racial
imperialism, a lie capable of placating opposition to their exterminationist rule.
This opportunistic dynamic was accelerated by the increasingly dire war

circumstances, in particular the desperate need for manpower after the failed
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invasion of the Soviet Union in 1941, much of which was addressed by foreign
volunteers and conscripts.® This is best evidenced by the way Joseph Goebbels
disingenuously appropriated Europe-propaganda into his own propaganda
apparatus beginning in early 1943 after the fall of Stalingrad. Before Stalingrad,
Goebbels was heard to say that all the “wish-wash about a ‘New Europe’” was
merely unproductive “noise.” Everybody already knew, he argued, that the Nazis
were fighting for “oil, wheat, and to improve the material standards of our
Volk.”! Yet after Stalingrad, Goebbels began messaging a narrative of “Fortress
Europe” and a distressed call for a defense of European civilization against the
godless barbarism of Bolshevism. With his approval, Nazi Europe-propaganda
became by the end of the war what Hannah Arendt described as “the Nazis” most
successful propaganda weapon.” In his diary Goebbels continued to be

privately contemptuous of his own Europe narrative.>®> Nevertheless, he

%0 Rolf-Dieter Muiller, The Unknown Eastern Front: The Wehrmacht and Hitler’s Foreign
Soldiers (London: 1.B. Tauris, 2014).

51 Quoted from a memo by Foreign Office Secretary Martin Luther about Goebbels’s opinion
towards “New Europe,” September 17, 1942 in the collection of Nazi Europe-propaganda
documents put together by Hans Werner Neulen. See Hans Werner Neulen, Europa und das 3.
Reich: Einigungsbestrebungen im deutschen Machtbereich, 1939-1945 (Munich: Unversitas
Verlag, 1987), 104.

52 Hannah Arendt, “The Seeds of a Fascist International,” July, 1945, in Hannah Arendt, Essays
in Understanding, 1930-1954: Formation, Exile, and Totalitarianism (New York: Schocken,
2005).
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dramatically altered his public position, even giving interviews in foreign papers
about the supposed voluntary nature of the “New Order of Europe” and the
aspired equal treatment of all Europeans within it.>*

Hitler, too, was hardly genuine in his appeals to Europe. The literature on
Hitler has illustrated his commitment to zero-sum racial competition, some
scholars going as far as to argue that he is best understood as a “racial
anarchist.”® Nevertheless, Hitler was aware of the potential propagandistic
benefit of appeals to Europe, and in his public speeches and pronouncements
signaled the legitimacy of Europe rhetoric, which was subsequently picked up by
Nazi Europeanists in the secondary propaganda apparatus and used to justify their
broader project. Take the following two examples. As early as June 16", 1940
Hitler gave an interview to an American journalist about German-American
relations in which he implored the United States to stay out of the European
conflict, saying: “leave America to the Americans; leave Europe to the
Europeans!” This interview was subsequently picked up by a Foreign Office
propaganda strategist.®® Eventually, the phrase “leave Europe to the Europeans!”

became, as will be discussed in a separate chapter of this dissertation, the slogan

54 See Goebbels’s interview with the Danish paper “Berlinske Tidende” on March 13, 1943 in:
Neulen, Europa und das 3. Reich, 105.

%5 Timothy Snyder, Black Earth: The Holocaust as History and Warning (New York: Tim
Duggan Books, 2015).

% Karl Megerle, “‘Europa den Europdern‘: Unterredung des Fiihrers mit einem USA-
Journalisten,” in: Berliner Borsenzeitung, June 16, 1940, RZ 236/R 27734, Politisches Archiv des
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for the Foreign Office’s propaganda. A second example of this legitimization
process can be found in Hitler’s first two speeches following the invasion of the
Soviet Union. His first, a public proclamation issued on the day of the invasion
on June 22", 1941, declared:
Today, some 160 Russian divisions stand on our border. For weeks,
continual infringements of this border have been taking place....the hour
has come in which it is necessary to go into action against this conspiracy
of the Jewish-Anglo-Saxon warmongers and Jewish power-holders of the
Bolshevist Centre in Moscow.... The task of this front [from Arctic
Finland to the Black Sea] is thus no longer the defense of individual
countries but the security of Europe and so the salvation of all.>’
The second speech was an eminently important speech Hitler gave on October 3",
1941. In this much anticipated speech (Hitler had not given an open speech to the
public since before the invasion of the Soviet Union in June) Hitler broadcast
from the Berliner Sportpalast a victory proclamation over the collapsing Soviets,
described the war on the Eastern Front as a “European Awakening,” and praised
the specific accomplishments of nearly a dozen different European nations at the
front. He also justified the attack as a preventative measure against a Bolshevist
regime intending “to set not only Germany but all Europe aflame.” The precise
phrase “not only Germany but all Europe” is one he repeated four times in his
original public announcement of the invasion in June. This phrase and these

speeches were enthusiastically referenced by Nazi Europeanists throughout the

war.%® Then, in February of 1943, Goebbels wrote a secret memo to all

57 Quoted in Stargardt, The German War, 159.
%8 See, for example, Karl Megerle, “Im Namen Europas,” in: Berliner Bérsenzeitung, June 25,
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propagandists and administrative leaders in the Reich in which he highlighted the
phrase “not only Germany but all Europe” and listed the various times Hitler had
employed it. Based on these quotations he subsequently provided a list of seven
propaganda principles for messaging Europe-propaganda, including the
repudiation that Germany’s foreign policy intended to pursue any kind of

29 ¢¢

“subjugation relationship,” “colonial politics,” or “displacement of populations.”
Specifically discussing Eastern Europe, he explained that German intentions must
be presented as philanthropic: to modernize the lands for their own economic and
political benefit. This memo was circulated by Heinrich Himmler to all SS
administrative leaders with the note: “I find it precisely at our current moment in
the war to be very important. It is to be followed in the strictest sense by all our
positions.”*® And, as we will see in our chapter on Waffen-SS propaganda, it was.
The historian lan Kershaw popularized the term “working towards the
Fiihrer” when describing Hitler’s leadership style in the administration of the
National Socialist regime; specifically, the way Hitler’s speech signaled genocidal
intentions which were received and implemented by lower level functionaries.®°

Nazi Europeanism functioned similarly, except that it did not reflect Hitler’s

genuine intentions. In this case, it was his disingenuous speech which was then

Atem der Geshichte,” in: Berliner Borsenzeitung, October 7, 1941, RZ 236/R 27735, Politisches
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selectively instrumentalized. The relationship, then, of Nazi Europeanism to the
larger propaganda apparatus in the Third Reich is the story of an unintended space
opened up by Hitler and wartime exigencies and seized upon by a network of
idiosyncratic conservative writers who filled it with their Europe ideology under
the protective umbrella of various institutions that maintained various degrees of
independence from Goebbels’s and Dietrich’s censor regime. This partial
independence awarded Nazi Europeanists the ability to revise core aspects of
orthodox National Socialist ideology. Chief among them was Nazi racial
theory.5!

Arguing that Nazi Europeanists were revisionists is not to deemphasize
their complicity in National Socialism. Indeed, Nazi Europeanists energetically
supported the Nazi regime until nearly the very end, and many National Socialist
principles were easily processed into the Europe-concept. Social Darwinist racial
theory, or Rassenkunde, on the other hand, presented considerable difficulties for
obvious reasons. A theme in this dissertation, therefore, is the steady dilution of
Nazi racial theory (albeit with some exceptions).®? This process granted Nazi

Europe-propagandists access to entire populations otherwise unreachable, such as

51 The above six paragraphs are substantially drawn from an article published by the present
author. See Josh Klein, “Nazi Europeanism as Transnational Collaboration and Transnational
Memory,” The Yearbook of Transnational History 2.1 (2019), 149-173.

52 The most important exception to this pattern is the Europe-concept in the Waffen-SS, which
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Eastern Europeans and even Balkan-Muslims.®® The story of Nazi Europe-
propaganda, therefore, points to the malleability of Nazi ideology in its
propaganda manifestations across the continent. This is not to argue that Nazi
Europeanists were not racists. Although they were not biological racialists they
were most certainly racists. For one, the idea of Europe’s superiority over the
barbaric, Asiatic East was an animating feature. But, even more importantly, there
was one group which was never invited into the European fold: the Jews. In fact,
absent the threat of racial inferiors undermining the unification of Europe, Nazi
Europeanists focused even more intently on the Jew as a pan-European, unifying
threat. As we will see, Nazi Europeanists repeatedly availed themselves of the
Judeo-Bolshevist myth described in Paul Hanebrink’s recent book A Specter
Haunting Europe; namely: the assertion of a Jewish plot to conquer the world.%*
Nazi Europeanists, though, told a uniquely European version of the Judeo-
Bolshevist myth in which Jews were the primordial enemies of an ancient
European community, the manufacturers of all historical barriers standing in the
way of the European revolution, including nationalism and its associated

“European Civil Wars” in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.%® By

83 See, for example, David Motadel, Islam and Nazi Germany’s War (Cambridge, MA: Belknap
Press, 2014).

8 paul Hanebrink, A Specter Haunting Europe: The Myth of Judeo-Bolshevism (Cambridge,
MA: Belknap Press, 2018).
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exploring the pliability of Nazi racism in the Europe-concept, this dissertation
reinforces Jeffrey Herf’s argument that the literature on Nazi racism and
antisemitism has too often focused on its biological discourses at the expense of
politics and conspiracy.®

3. The Postwar Period

That a revised version of the conservative Europe-concept rapidly attained
currency in postwar West Germany is due in part to a broader wave of postwar
enthusiasm for the idea of Europe that pulsated throughout Western Europe but
especially in West Germany. Some historians have mistakenly argued that the
initial steps toward European integration were conducted with a democratic
deficit. They argue that a general era of public disinterest in politics enabled
European idealists, politicians, and technocrats the necessary maneuverability to
advance European integration.” Such arguments are based on evidence that in
the late 1950s public interest in European integration was lacking, but they
oversee the initial groundswell of support for restructuring European politics that
existed immediately after the war and only began to wane after various mid-

decade defeats. This was particularly the case in the occupied German territories

Holocaust” in ed.s Peter Hayes and John K. Roth, The Oxford Handbook of Holocaust Studies
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and, subsequently, West Germany. Already by 1946, four different Pan-European
societies were established in the Western occupied zones.®® But the polling
evidence shows that Europe-enthusiasm went far beyond liberal adherents of the
fringe Pan-European movement. A poll from the same year showed that eighty-
two percent of West Germans supported the creation of a “central government for
all European countries.”® This enthusiasm largely held into the early 1950s
during the debates over the European Political Community and the European
Defense Community. In 1952, when asked their feelings about the frequently
proposed “unification of Europe,” fifty-nine percent of West Germans expressed
themselves optimistically while only fourteen percent expressed themselves
pessimistically or skeptically.”® In 1953 forty-one percent against twenty-nine
percent of West Germans believed that they would live to see the establishment of
the “United States of Europe,” a confidence that only reversed a few years later
after the defeat of the European Army.”* Nevertheless, as late as the end of 1955

sixty-eight percent of the West German public expressed themselves in support of

8 Walter Lipgens, A History of European Integration: 1945-47, v.1 (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1982), 388

8 Christopher J. Anderson, “Public Opinion and European Integration” in ed. Peter H. Merkle,
The Federal Republic of Germany at Fifty: At the End of a Century of Turmoil (London: Palgrave
Macmillan, 1999), 313-325, 313.
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(Allensbach am Bodensee: Verlag fir Demoskopie, 1956), 339.
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the “United States of Europe” versus seven percent opposed.’? The suggestion
that West Germans were apolitical is also belied by the fact that the 1949 and
1953 federal elections each witnessed well over seventy-five percent voter
participation. Part Il of this dissertation will illustrate that this public enthusiasm
for a new European politics reached into conservative circles via the influential
journalism of post-Nazi Europeanists. As such, this dissertation joins the work of
those scholars seeking to rescue the history of European integration from so-
called “rational-choice” models that deemphasize the role of European idealism.”
These debates often revolve around interpretations of the motives behind the West
European statesmen who implemented European integration.”® In contrast, this
dissertation focuses on the constituents who supported European integration and
the web of ideas that informed this support.

One way to interrogate conservative West Germans’ enthusiasm for

Europe during the initial postwar years is to read it through the lens of the

2 |bid., 343.

3 Mark Gilbert, Surpassing Realism: The Politics of European Integration since 1945 (Lanham,
MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 2003). Hewitson and D’ Auria, Europe in Crisis.
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the nation-state.” See Alan Milward, The European Rescue of the Nation-State (Abingdon:
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and its reverberations see Robert Bideleux, “European Integration: The Rescue of the Nation
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Abendland concept, or “Occident” concept, an idea that was resurrected from
interwar political Catholicism by many postwar conservatives who aligned with
the so-called abendlandische Bewegung (“Occidental movement”). The
Occidental movement was a collection of mostly Catholic theologians and
professors who articulated the concept of the Occident at various universities and
in several public magazines, most notably Neues Abendland and Rheinischer
Merkur. The Occident concept proclaimed the recent disasters of the Second
World War to be an outgrowth of secular modernity. Unleashed by the
Enlightenment and the French Revolution, secularization, they argued, had
ultimately replaced Christian society with new forms of political association such
as nationalism and socialism, each of which eventually mutated into
totalitarianism. Consequently, they called for the creation of a post-national
Europe re-committed to and organized around the religious values of pre-modern
Europe.” As Axel Schildt illustrated, although the Occident movement aligned
politically with the Christian Democratic politics of European integration, it was
nevertheless fiercely illiberal, considering liberal democracy among the evil

outgrowths of secular modernity and, in fact, the pre-cursor to totalitarianism.’®

75 See, for example, Paul Wilhelm Wenger ‘Wer gewinnt Deutschland? KleinpreuRische
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Several historians have argued that the Occident concept was the driving
force of West German conservative approval of European integration.”” Vanessa
Conze, for example, has argued that there was a broad discursive struggle in
German political culture from the 1920s to the 1960s between the Occident idea
and what she calls the “West European liberal” idea of Europe, a struggle that
culminated in their tactical alliance in the 1950s and, ultimately, the eventual
victory of the latter in the 1960s.”® Historians such as Conze and Shildt are
correct to identify the initial predominance of illiberal concepts of Europe in
postwar West Germany, but the exclusive focus on the Occident concept risks
oversimplifying the story of postwar conservative Europe-enthusiasm. This is
connected to a broad tendency in the literature to define postwar Christian

Democracy as primarily a resurrection of interwar political Catholicism.”® To be
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sure, there are good reasons to accentuate the role of Catholicism in postwar West
German history. After all, as a result of the postwar division of Germany,
Catholics made up at least half of the population of Western occupied territories.
This, combined with the general public assessment that Catholicism was less
tainted than Protestantism by its association with National Socialism, meant that
Catholics were disproportionately represented in the CDU.8%  However, an
argument in this dissertation is that postwar West German conservatism was more
diverse than one camp in favor of Western integration and one camp in favor of a
Catholic Abendland. Specifically, it will aim to establish post-Nazi Europeanism
as an important, independent constituency alongside the Catholic Occidentals in
the illiberal wing of postwar West German conservatism. This will be done by
illustrating how post-Nazi Europeanists were fundamentally different than the
Catholic Occidentals. This post-Nazi Europeanism established itself in large part
due to the fact that it appealed specifically to the Protestant base within West
German conservatism which was considerably more secular and had
disproportionately participated in National Socialism.8! As Stephen Brockmann

has argued, the literature on West German conservatism has too often neglected

Germany (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2012). Dietmar SiR, “Lieb Abendland,
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the still sizable milieu of conservative Protestants. In particular, Brockmann
argues that this suggests it is essential to understand the pliability of the Occident
concept; specifically, the way in which Protestants articulated their own
Protestant definition of the Occident.®? This dissertation acknowledges
Brockmann’s intervention but suggests that Protestant conservatives were
motivated predominantly by the secular post-Nazi Europe-concept constructed by
the figures of this dissertation, which dominated the pages of most-read
conservative Protestant periodicals as well as the activities of the Protestant-
dominated veterans’ organizations. These post-Nazi Europeanists expressly
distanced their postwar Europe-concept to the Catholic Occident concept and to
religious readings of European identity as such.

Perhaps the most important difference between the conservative Europe-
concept and the Occident concept was the relationship to modernity. Whereas as
the Occident movement was explicitly hostile to the modern world and advocated
for a resurrection of the past, the conservative Europeanists analyzed in all three
time periods of this dissertation were intensely forward-looking. In fact, the
Europe-concept was explicitly formulated as the modern solution to the problems
bequeathed by the past and as the inevitable endpoint in a teleological reading of
historical evolution. This is evident in conservative Europeanists’ engagement
with Oswald Spengler’s thesis of European civilizational decline put forward in

the interwar best-seller The Decline of the Occident. Before, during, and after the

82 Stephen Brockmann, “Germany as Occident at the Zero Hour,” German Studies Review 25.3

(2002): 477-496.
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war, the figures in this dissertation repeatedly engaged with Spenglerian
pessimism. Although they believed that Spengler had correctly diagnosed
European decline, they attempted to replace his fatalism with the idea of a
redemptive European revolution that could reverse civilizational decline. In short,
their Europeanism was a reverse Spenglerian optimism. Jeffrey Herf has argued
that radical German conservatives were neither reactionary nor modernists, but
“reactionary modernists,” which is to say that their project was an attempt to
overcome modernity, but only selectively (for there were aspects of modernity
which they embraced, such as technology).®® The conservative Europeanists of
this dissertation were a unique brand of reactionary modernists. For them,
although modernity carried the disease of civilizational decline, it also brought
with it the seeds of its own reversal: the economic, political, and social
preconditions for the historically brewing “European revolution.” Thus, the “New
Europe” was the redeeming aspect of modernity. It was both their vehicle for
reacting against cultural modernity as well as the very epitome of modernity.

This was demonstrated in their chosen terminology for the coming Europe: a
“New Age,” a “New Order,” an inevitable “community of destiny,” a “European
revolution,” a champion over nationalist “reactionaries.” This reactionary
modernism facilitated and sustained the complicity of conservative Europeanists
in the genocidal policies of the revolutionary Nazi “New Order of Europe.”

Paradoxically, however, the willingness to read optimism into tumultuous modern

8 Jeffrey Herf, Reactionary Modernism: Technology, Culture, and Politics in Weimar and the

Third Reich (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984).
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changes also proved essential in the de-radicalization of German conservatism
after the war.%
Methodology

This dissertation adopts a methodology that Jerry Muller calls
“representative biography.”®® This entails isolating and examining prominent
intellectuals who had significant influence because of their social status. In
particular, this dissertation focuses on intellectuals who had heightened
intellectual influence as a result of their enlarged ability to disseminate ideas as
high-profile journalists and propagandists. In contrast to traditional biography,
we will examine figures not so much for their personal history, but rather as a lens
through which we can ascertain general patterns in political ideology. As such,
sources which were distributed and widely read receive special attention
throughout this dissertation. This is an implicit defense of traditional intellectual
history as advanced by Clifford Geertz and Keith Michael Baker, wherein social
elites are conceived of as the producers of “political culture” — the framework of

ideas within which broader public mentalities materialize.®® Another argument

8 The above paragraph is partially drawn from an article published by the present author. See
Josh Klein, “Nazi Europeanism as Transnational Collaboration and Transnational Memory,” The
Yearbook of Transnational History 2.1 (2019), 149-173.

8 Muller, The Other God that Failed.

8 Clifford Geertz, "ldeology as a Cultural System," in ed. Clifford Geertz, The Interpretation of
Cultures: Selected Essays (New York: Basic, 1973). Keith Michael Baker, Inventing the French
Revolution: Essays on French Political Culture in the Eighteenth Century (Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 1990).
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undergirding this dissertation is that political conservatism can only be understood
by historians willing to take seriously its attendant ideas. In the debate between
Corey Robin and Mark Lilla - vis-a-vis whether conservatism should be
conceptualized as a disingenuous mask for social and economic hierarchies
(Robin) or whether it should be understood as a sincere, albeit sometimes
dangerous, tussle with modernity (Lilla) - this dissertation comes down on the
side of the latter.®” As such, this dissertation treats seriously its subjects’ evolving
ideas and the resulting political consequences, and it marshals evidence
illustrating the sincerity of these beliefs as well as the sincerity of disaffecting
from them. This is an essential precondition to understanding liberal democracy
and its discontents.

A final methodological goal of this dissertation is to pay special attention
to political and intellectual terminology and the different meanings that
accompany the life of words and terms. Reinhart Koselleck’s work on
Begriffsgeschichte, or “conceptual history,” noted that the meaning of a given
concept changes over time even when the linguistic terminology remains
constant. He invited the historian to question our often anachronistic assumptions

about what a concept meant in the past by exploring the contemporary discursive

87 Corey Robin, The Reactionary Mind: Conservatism from Edmund Burke to Donald Trump
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2018). Mark Lilla, The Shipwrecked Mind: On Political
Reaction (New York Review Books, 2016). For their exchange, see Mark Lilla, “Republicans for

Revolution,” The New York Review of Books 59.1 (January 12, 2012).
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struggles over the dominant meaning(s) of a concept.¢ Melvin Richter, a leading
American proponent of conceptual history, has explained that conceptual history
is a particularly useful methodology for studying "periods of crisis, of accelerated,
radical, or revolutionary change, [which] produce fundamental disagreements
about the language of politics and society."®® This dissertation examines multiple
such “periods of crisis.” Begriffsgeschichte will be central to this dissertation
because, simply put, the term “Europe” meant different things to different people
during the tumultuous mid-twentieth century. Consequently, this dissertation will
pay extra attention to the way its subjects’ ideas of Europe discursively engaged
with alternative Europe(s), and to the way their meaning of Europe changed over

time and in different contexts.

8 See Reinhart Koselleck, The Practice of Conceptual History: Timing History, Spacing
Concepts, (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2002).
8 See Melvin Richter, The History of Political and Social Concepts: A Critical Introduction

(New York: Oxford University Press, 1995).
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Chapter 2: The Conservative Revolution, the Europa-
Gedanke, and Giselher Wirsing

Introduction

Although the term “Conservative Revolution” had been used during the
interwar period by Hugo von Hoffmansthal and Edgar Julius Jung, it was actually
popularized by historians after the Second World War as a category for
understanding a younger cohort of interwar conservative intellectuals opposed to
both Weimar democracy as well as the restoration of the Wilhelminian Monarchy.
Conservatism, these intellectuals argued, must go beyond the hitherto ill-fated
attempt to preserve the values and institutions of the past against the onslaught of
post-Enlightenment modernity; instead, the redemption of conservatism could
only entail a revolutionary break with the past and present. Ironically, the term
“Conservative Revolution” was first promoted by Armin Mohler, a right-wing
intellectual sympathetic to the ideas of these interwar conservatives who felt that
their reputation had been unfairly tarnished by National Socialism. In his 1950
book titled The Conservative Revolution in Germany, Mohler attempted to
distance the Conservative Revolution from National Socialism by arguing that
they were the Trotskyites of National Socialism, having initially aligned with
National Socialism but having then quickly reneged on that support during the
1930s.} This apologetic account of the Conservative Revolution has, of course,

been significantly revised. Most importantly, historians have illustrated the

L Armin Mohler, Die Konservative Revolution in Deutschland, 1918-1932: Grundriss ihrer

Weltanschauungen (Stuttgart: Friedrich Vorwerk Verlag, 1950).
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collaborative connection between the Conservative Revolution and National
Socialism. Hans Mommsen pointed out that their rejection of parliamentary
democracy was not only a feature of their anti-Weimar activism but also a source
of their positive attraction to Hitler who fulfilled their desire for a post-party
manifestation of politics.? Other historians have illustrated that their alleged
disillusionment with National Socialism was less critical than postwar apologias
suggested - most Conservative Revolutionaries accommodated and even
supported the Nazi regime to various degrees. Furthermore, their ideas had an
important impact having influenced leading National Socialists such as Joseph
Goebbels, Heinrich Himmler, and Walter Darré.® In fact, some historians such as
Stefan Breuer have even pushed back against the term “Conservative Revolution”

precisely because it masks the essential affinities and entanglements between

2 Hans Mommsen, “Government without Parties: Conservative Plans for Constitutional
Revision at the End of the Weimar Republic” in ed.s Larry Eugene Jones and James Retallack,
Between Reform, Reaction, and Resistance: Studies in the History of German Conservatism from
1789 to 1945 (Oxford: Berg Publishers, 1993).

3 See Frank-Lothar Kroll, “Konservative Revolution und Naitonalsozialismus: Aspekte und
Perspektiven ihrer Erforschung,* Kirchliche eitgeschichte 11.2 (1998): 339-354. Larry Eugene
Jones, ,,Edgar Julius Jung: The Conservative Revolution in Theory and Practice,” Central
European History 21.2 (1988): 142-174. Theodore S. Hamerow, “The Conservative Resistance
to Hitler and the Fall of the Weimar Republic, 1932-34” in ed.s Larry Eugene Jones and James
Retallack, Between Reform, Reaction, and Resistance: Studies in the History of German

Conservatism from 1789 to 1945 (Oxford: Berg Publishers, 1993).
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these conservatives and National Socialism.* This chapter contributes to this
corrective historiographical trend with the story of Giselher Wirsing, Carl
Schmitt, and the so-called Tat-Kreis, a network of Conservative Revolutionaries
who began developing the Europe-concept during the Conservative Revolution
and ultimately obtained high-ranking positions within the Nazi propaganda
apparatus from which to disseminate their ideas about Europe.

Understanding the roots of the conservative Europe-concept in the
Conservative Revolution is important for a number of reasons. First, this chapter
underscores the argument made by Fritz Stern and Jost Hermand that the most
important convergence between the Conservative Revolution and National
Socialism was the long-standing German utopia of a vélkisch revolution that
could unite the German Volksgemeinschaft against its perceived liberal and

Marxist opponents, especially the Jews.> This chapter will illustrate that the

4 See Stefan Breuer, Anatomie der Konservativen Revolution (Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche
Buchgesellschaft, 1993).

5 See Fritz Stern, The Politics of Cultural Despair: A Study in the Rise of the Germanic
Ideology (Berkely: University of California, 1961). Fritz Stern, Dreams and Delusions: The
Drama of German History (New York: Knopf, 1987). Jost Hermand, Der alte Traum vom neuen
Reich. Volkische Utopien and Nationalsozialismus (Frankfurt a.M.: Anthenaum, 1988). George
L. Mosse, The Crisis of German ldeology: Intellectual Origins of the Third Reich (New York:
Grosset & Dunlap, 1964). The desire for radical solutions capable of ushering in a vélkisch
revolution had, as Peter Fritzsche has shown, revealed itself even before the establishment of the
Weimar Republic when various Conservative Revolutionaries initially greeted the November

Revolution of 1918. See Peter Fritzsche, “Breakdown or Breakthrough? Conservatives and the
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Europe-concept was a reinvention of the Conservative Revolutionary vélkisch
utopia which juxtaposed liberalism and Marxism against a conservative European
revolution. Second, as Jeffrey Herf has argued, the Conservative Revolution is
best understood as a combination of reactionary and modernist political impulses,
a point that is essential for understanding the Europe-concept and its capacity to
evolve and maintain relevance in the changing circumstances of dictatorship, war,
and defeat. Finally, while many historians have focused on the Eastern Front as
the impetus for Nazi Europe-propaganda, this chapter will show that Nazi
Europeanists had already implemented the Europe-concept into their narratives
before the Second World War had begun and subsequently expanded their project
in the spring of 1940 after the fall of France. This is important, because although
the war with Soviet Communism was integral to the growth of the Europe-
concept in Nazi propaganda, the original catalyst was the encounter with the
Western democracies and, by extension, liberal democracy. The members of the
Tat-Kreis, like many other Conservative Revolutionaries such as the National-
Bolshevists, were predominantly concerned with confronting Western liberalism
which it perceived as the originator of Marxism and therefore greatest threat to
the Conservative Revolution. It is important to understand that the Europe-
concept grew out of this engagement with liberal modernity.

Giselher Wirsing

November Revolution” in ed.s Larry Eugene Jones and James Retallack, Between Reform,
Reaction, and Resistance: Studies in the History of German Conservatism from 1789 to 1945

(Oxford: Berg Publishers, 1993).
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Because he did not collect his life documents in a personal archival
holding, Giselher Wirsing’s early life is especially difficult to trace. Unlike the
postwar years, for which one can utilize documents from the archival holdings of
his close friends and colleagues, the documentary evidence for the interwar period
is extremely scattered. This is part of the reason why, despite his high-ranking
position as a Nazi propagandist as well as his postwar reputation, there
nevertheless exists very little biographical literature on Wirsing even in the
German language.® Piecing together his early life, then, necessarily depends on a
plethora of sources. The primary documents drawn upon in this chapter consist
of: 1) a collection of archival documents for the Eugen Diederichs publishing
house (which employed him during and after the war). These documents, many
of them written by Wirsing, close associates, and family members, range from in-
house publishing memos to postwar character-testimonials to even an
autobiographical sketch by Wirsing himself.” 2) The records of the United States
Central Intelligence Agency contain an entire folder with hundreds of documents
on Wirsing, whom they followed quite closely after the Second World War. U.S.

intelligence services interviewed Wirsing multiple times, even as late as 1965,

6 An exception is Axel Schildt’s useful mini-biography of Hans Zehrer, Giselher Wirsing, and
Ferdinand Fried (three of the primary ideologues in the Tat-Kreis). See Axel Schildt,
“Deutschlands Platz in einem ‘christlichen Abendland’: Konservative Publizisten aus dem Tat-
Kreis in der Kriegs- und Nachkriegszeit“ in ed.s Thomas Koebner, Gert Sautermeister, and Sigrid
Schneider, Deutschland nach Hitler — Zukunftsplane im Exil und aus der Besatzungszeit, 1939-
1949 (Opladen: Westdeutscher Verlag, 1987).

" A:Diederichs/Eugen Diederichs Verlag, Deutsches Literaturarchiv, Marbach, Germany.
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and even temporarily employed him in the immediate aftermath of the war.®
Finally, 3) Carl Schmitt’s archived correspondences contain dozens of letters
between the two conservative thinkers.® These sources together provide helpful
biographical insight into Wirsing’s early life and the earliest articulations of his
Europe-concept.

Giselher Wirsing was born in 1907 in the Bavarian city Schweinfurt,
Germany to a wealthy business family.'® He traded his birth-name, “Max
Emanuel,” for the more nationalistic “Giselher” while a university student in the
interwar years. While still attending Gymnasium (high school) he briefly joined
the Freikorps Oberland, and was entrenched in a culture of nationalistic
opposition to the Weimar Republic, parliamentary democracy, capitalism,
Communism, Jews, and the Treaty of Versailles — all of which were opinions

which, according to an interview with the American Consul in Stuttgart decades

8 The reason for postwar U.S. intelligence work on Wirsing will be discussed in more detail in
a later chapter of this dissertation. Folder “Wirsing, Giselher,” United States National Archives
and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, box 57.

% Thirty-four total correspondences can be identified between Carl Schmitt and Giselher
Wirsing between 1932 and 1974, and, according to textual analysis, even this record is quite
fragmentary. See Carl Schmitt Nachlass, RW 265, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-Westfalen, Duisburg,
Germany.

10 Paul R. Sweet (American Consul General in Stuttgart) to the United States Department of
State, “Dr. Giselher Wirsing and Christ und Welt: A Profile,” November 23, 1965, United States
National Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the

Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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after the Second World War, Wirsing originally received from his father in his
youth.** Wirsing was, from a young age, an avid reader and, in his own
admission to an American intelligence interrogator in 1946, deeply attracted to the
political vision of radical conservative thinkers such as Oswald Spengler. As the
interrogator reported:

Prisoner [Wirsing] did not regard himself as an unscrupulous opportunist.
As a journalist he had observed the wrangles of politicians for many years
and prided himself on having few illusions; to him Fascism, democracy
and Communism were but symptoms of the age-old clash of cultures, part
of the dynamic struggle between decay and growth, the pattern of history
blindly and often brutally groping for fulfilment. Nazism was injecting
new vigor into a people forgetful of its destiny. In his youth, he had sat at
the feet of Oswald Spengler: his was Spengler’s philosophy brought to
date.?

Indeed, before, during, and even after the Second World War Wirsing grappled
with Spengler’s apocalyptic cultural pessimism in search of an escape from
inevitable civilizational decline, and understood his Europeanism as the answer to

Spengler, or, as his interrogator put it, “Spengler’s philosophy brought to date.”?

1 bid.

12 United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,
MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

13 In fact, in his last book written during the Second World War, Wirsing assured his readers
that he had spoken with Spengler shortly before his death and that he was guaranteed by Spengler
that the latter no longer held to his original cultural pessimism. Wirsing went on to project his
Europe-concept as the correction to Spengler’s apocalyptic reading of European history: Europe,

led by the Nazi regime, was being redeemed from its decline. See Giselher Wirsing, Zeitalter des
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In 1926 he took this quest to the university level and began pursuing an education
in sociology and political science at universities in Munich, Kénigsberg, Berlin,
and, finally, Heidelberg (where he received a Ph.D. in 1931).1* Wirsing, since his
childhood, had been a world traveler, and this became an integral part of his
education. Wirsing and many of the members in his network were an awkward
mixture of fascists and world-travelling cosmopolitans who delighted in the
company of non-Germans. According to CIA records, in the years 1924 to 1945
he visited a foreign country seventy-seven different times - mostly within Europe
but as far East as Russia, as far South as Egypt, and as far West as the United
States.® While much of this was in his wartime capacity as a foreign
propagandist, fifteen of those trips were during his collegiate studies.'® In fact,

while at the University of Heidelberg, Wirsing became a graduate assistant in the

Ikaros: Von Gesetz und Grenzen unseres Jahrhunderts (Jena: Eugen Diederichs Verlag, 1944),
69-70.

14 United States Department of State, “Biographic Data Form — Wirsing, Giselher,”
November, 1951, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,
MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

15 United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, Appendix D, “Prisoner’s Travels Abroad (1925-1945),” United States National
Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the Central
Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

16 This is a habit Wirsing took with him into the postwar period as well. As editor of Christ

und Welt magazine, Wirsing regularly took trips across the globe in order to report on them in the

paper.
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“Institute of Social and Political Sciences,” through which he received a research
travel grant for his dissertation project which ultimately culminated in his first
book titled Zwischeneuropa, or “The In-between Europe,” by which he meant an
enlarged European federation situated in-between East and West.!” From 1928 to
1931 Wirsing travelled to Poland, Czechoslovakia, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia,
Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, Hungary, and Austria gathering material for his
dissertation.'® These lands, he argued, must form a groRraumliche
Volkerordnung (“large-continental political system”) under German “leadership”
capable of economically transcending British and American controlled world
capitalism as well as the decrepit and dying institutions of parliamentary
democracy. As he put it in an article penned in November, 1930:
If we truly want to think in new forms, then we need to accustom
ourselves to not just think about Germany. We in Germany must not deny
our responsibility for the space and the people of the East with which we
share a destiny. ... A German social transformation will not find its
purpose until said transformation transcends borders. The mutual
reciprocity of the “National’ and the ‘Supranational’ [des ‘Nationalen’ und
‘Ubernationalen ], out of which a new form of political, economic and

social life will be born, will and must produce constant polarity and
fixture.®

17 Giselher Wirsing, Zwischeneuropa und die deutsche Zukunft (Jena: Eugen Diederichs
Verlag, 1932).

18 United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,
MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

19 Giselher Wirsing, “Richtung Ost-Siidost: das Raumbild des neuen Deutschland,” Die Tat,

November issue 1930, 628-645, 630.
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The In-between Europe brought these ideas together and was ultimately published
in 1932 upon Wirsing’s completion of his Ph.D. Even as late as 1965 the
American Consul in Stuttgart, after interviewing Wirsing, understood the
revolutionary and harrowing connection of his ideas to future National Socialist
rule:
Germany [Wirsing had argued] must shape its future by [establishing —
sic] a new integrated relationship with these states of Zwischeneuropa. It
should bring into existence a new order in Central Europe, a federalistic,
anti-capitalistic, socialistic order which would take fully into account the
agrarian social and economic structure of the Eastern part of Central
Europe.?
Here, then, was Wirsing’s first attempt to rescue Germany and In-between Europe
from the Spenglerian crisis. As such, this work was his first articulation of
Europeanism. Wirsing was arguing that one must think beyond the capitalist
nation-state; that a new federation of peoples in In-between Europe must be
forged in order to give Europe economic and political stability and also establish
itself against both the West and the East. By 1930, the twenty-three-year-old

Wirsing had turned many heads in the Conservative Revolutionary movement and

as a young graduate joined the Tat-Kreis, which was already one of the most

20 paul R. Sweet (American Consul General in Stuttgart) to the United States Department of
State, “Dr. Giselher Wirsing and Christ und Welt: A Profile,” November 23, 1965 United States
National Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the

Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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prolific conservative intellectual clubs in Berlin. Shortly afterwards he became
the assistant editor of its official magazine called Die Tat.?!

Throughout the Second World War, Giselher Wirsing was, as will be
shown, one of the most influential propagators of Nazi Europeanism. It is
essential, therefore, to recognize that the origins of his ideas preceded the Second
World War, the invasion of the Soviet Union, and even the National Socialist
take-over of German politics in 1933. Nazi Europeanism was not only a tactical
response to the demands of the Second World War. Rather, it was an intellectual
discourse genealogically tied to the German conservative tradition of cultural
pessimism, an attempt to find a more realistic escape from modernity by a group
of thinkers who felt that nationalism itself was too weighed down by the baggage
of conservatism. Europe, on the other hand, was modern enough to meet the
socio-economic and political demands of modernity while at the same time
providing a potential vehicle for reversing cultural pessimism and preserving the
principle of organic community.

Carl Schmitt, the Grossraum-concept, and the Tat-Kreis

It appears, however, that Wirsing did not develop these ideas alone; rather,
he had help from other Conservative Revolutionaries including one of the most
influential among them: Carl Schmitt. Schmitt had, like Wirsing, been

experimenting with new, post-nation-state geopolitical visions. In April, 1939

2L United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,

MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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Schmitt gave an important speech at the University of Kiel that launched a foreign
policy debate among leading Nazi functionaries and intellectuals such as Werner
Best and Reinhard Hohn about the relationship between the National Socialist
revolution and its neighbors. 22 Usually better known for his arguments against
parliamentary democracy and liberalism, in this speech Schmitt suggested
applying the American Monroe Doctrine to Europe. Just as the Americans had
justified their hegemony in the New World while denouncing outside
intervention, so too, Schmitt argued, were Europeans justified in denouncing the
intervention of foreign continents in their affairs and so too was Germany justified
pursuing political hegemony in the Old World. In addendum to the European
Monroe Doctrine Schmitt developed an idea which would prove crucial for the
thinking of Wirsing and other Nazi Europeanists throughout the war: namely, the
concept of the Grossraum (“continental space™). Throughout the earth, Schmitt
argued, natural continental areas were emerging under the dominance of a single
country within that continent. As such, the sovereignty of states was no longer
applicable in the modern world unless sovereignty was re-conceptualized in
continental terms. Key to maintaining order in this new system of Grossraume

(“continental spaces™) was to keep each continental space from infringing on the

22 Ulrich Herbert, Best: Biographische Studien tiber Radikalismus, Weltanschauung und
Vernuft, 1903-1989 (Munich: C.H. Beck, 2016). Birgit Kletzlin, Europa aus Rasse und Raum:
die Nationalsozialistische Idee der Neuen Ordnung (Berlin: LIT Verlag, 2002). Christian Joerges
and Navraj Singh Ghaleigh (eds.) Darker Legacies of Law in Europe: The Shadow of National

Socialism and Fascism over Europe and its Legal Traditions (Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2003).
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territories of the others, or, as Schmitt put it, the original “Monroe Doctrine” must
be extended to each emerging continental space. Schmitt’s Kiel speech, then, was
both a justification of German imperialism on the European continent as well as a
repudiation of Anglo-Saxon incursions outside of their continental spaces via free
trade and the internationalist politics of Versailles.

As will be shown throughout this dissertation, Nazi Europeanists,
especially Giselher Wirsing, enthusiastically took up Carl Schmitt’s Grossraum
and Monroe doctrine concepts and began propagating them as a center-piece of
their Europe-concept in the first wave of Nazi Europe-propaganda in 1939/1940
after Hitler began his offensives in Europe. But it appears that Wirsing developed
these ideas much earlier with Schmitt’s help as a mentor. As illustrated above,
Wirsing had already begun to use the terminology of Grossraum in his
dissertation, and the evidence suggests a high likelihood that this was a product of
his mentorship with Carl Schmitt developed during his graduate studies. While
Wirsing was pursuing his graduate degree in the late 1920s and early 1930s, he
spent some time studying in Berlin where Carl Schmitt lectured, and it was there
that he very likely initiated a friendship with Schmitt which would extend into the
1970s.2% The first documented correspondence between Wirsing and Schmitt was
in 1932, when Wirsing wrote Schmitt a letter apologizing for not having visited

him in Berlin recently and updating him on his most recent arguments in Die

23 United States Department of State, “Biographic Data Form — Wirsing, Giselher,”
November, 1951, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,

MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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Tat.?* In a letter to Schmitt in December, 1937, Wirsing expressed frustration
about intellectual developments in the Anglo-Saxon world “about which we, if
I’m not mistaken, have been much too silent.” “I have the feeling,” Wirsing
explained, “that there are currently attempts underway there, which move beyond
the League of Nations ideology into new international-political arguments that are
better shaped to fit into modern developments....” He then argued that more of
an effort should be made from the German side to respond, and that such a
response should follow from Schmitt’s arguments about a new Monroe-Doctrine:
“I often ponder various topics from your earlier writings which have now become
so important again, for example the study among your Kénigsberg works about
the Monroe-Doctrine.”?® Schmitt’s Grossraum concept, then, preceded his Kiel
speech in 1939. Wirsing would not journalistically flesh out his renewed interest
in his earlier dissertation topic and Schmitt’s ideas until 1939, but the evidence
above suggests that sometime in the mid-1930s he was returning to these topics
intellectually with the mentorship of Carl Schmitt. In fact, as subsequent
paragraphs will illustrate, Wirsing and his Conservative Revolutionary colleagues
were embryonically engaged with the concept of “continental-space” (Raum) as

early as 1930. This was in the context of their activities in the Tat-Kreis.

24 Giselher Wirsing to Carl Schmitt, March 3, 1932, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-Westfalen,
Duisburg, Germany, RW 265/18488.
% Giselher Wirsing to Carl Schmitt, December 22, 1937, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-Westfalen,

Duisburg, Germany, RW 265/18325.
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After receiving his Ph.D. in 1932 Wirsing moved to Berlin working as a
full-time journalist in a Conservative Revolutionary intellectual circle led by one
of the most influential interwar conservative intellectuals named Hans Zehrer.
The Berlin-based network, which called itself the Tat-Kreis, or “Action-Circle,”
was an intellectual clique of self-identified “new conservatives” dissatisfied with
both the Weimar Republic as well as any return to what they considered the
“bourgeois” Wilhelminian Monarchy. In the late 1920s Hans Zehrer, a right-wing
veteran of the First World War who had participated in the Kapp Putsch and then
later served as foreign affairs editor of the Berlin-based Vossische Zeitung, took a
previously obscure intellectual magazine, Die Tat, and re-fashioned it into what
some historians consider the leading organ of the Conservative Revolution.?
According to one 1933 literature review it was the “most significant political
monthly of the last three years.” The same publisher described its core aim: “to
buttress the awakening new nationalism and form it spiritually.”?’ When Zehrer
took over the magazine it had a circulation of somewhere around 1,000-3,000.
Within a few years, Zehrer had injected the magazine with political edge by hiring

radical conservative thinkers such as Giselher Wirsing, Ferdinand Fried, and Ernst

26 Jerry Z. Muller, The Other God that Failed: Hans Freyer and the Deradicalization of
German Conservatism (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1988), 150; 213-216.

2" Niels Diederichs, “Der Verlag Eugen Diederichs und die Gegenwart, 1933, in “Der neue
Stand: Zeitschrift des deutschen Jungbuchhandels,* May 1933, A:Diederichs/Eugen Diederichs
Verlag, Deutsches Literaturarchiv, Marbach, Germany. Schildt, “Deutschlands Platz in einem
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Wilhelm Eschmann, and the circulation had reached almost 20,000 (Die Tat was
particularly well-read by the political elite).?® As the American Consul in
Stuttgart put it in 1965: “Zehrer transformed the Tat almost overnight from a
sleepy publication with a small circulation to an influential periodical appealing to
young intellectuals.”?°

Zehrer drew heavily from Carl Schmitt and Hans Freyer, arguing that
modern Germany required an authoritarian “total” state, which could more
effectively organize competing social claims by subjecting them to the unity and
the larger will of the racial nation. Defining and outlining this new nationalism
and its concomitant “national revolution” was a primary task of two men: Ernst
Wilhelm Eschmann, a young Berlin academic, and Giselher Wirsing. Wirsing
was additionally tasked with exploring the consequences of this national
revolution for foreign policy and international relations. Within the sprawling
web of Conservative Revolutionary networks in Weimar Germany, the Tat-Kreis

stood out for its vehement critique of capitalism and its explicit advocacy for a

state-sponsored re-structuring of the economy, or what they called a “social

2 Riidiger Graf, Die Zukunft der Weimarer Republik: Krisen und Zukunftsaneignungen in
Deutschland, 1918-1933 (Berlin: De Gruyter Oldenbourg, 2008), 44.

2 paul R. Sweet (American Consul General in Stuttgart) to the United States Department of
State, “Dr. Giselher Wirsing and Christ und Welt: A Profile,” November 23, 1965, United States
National Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the
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revolution.”®® The primary economist in Die Tat was Ferdinand Fried, another
young Berlin academic who had worked with Hans Zehrer at the Vossische
Zeitung during the 1920s and who developed ideas for an anti-capitalist
“nationalist socialism.””!

Despite terminological overlap with National Socialism, the Tat-Kreis was
actually hesitantly opposed to the Nazis, who they argued were crude,
unsophisticated opportunists not worthy of leading radical right-wing opposition
to the established order. The Tat-Kreis envisioned itself as a conservative elite
destined to lead the national revolution, but as the National Socialists increasingly
garnered support they found themselves unable to rely on a dismissal of Nazi
bullishness, and instead turned to arguing that the National Socialists were
insufficiently dedicated to overthrowing bourgeois liberalism. Key to the Tat-
Kreis’s self-identity was the notion that they were advocates for a “third front”
(dritte Front), by which they meant an elitist alternative to both the Nazi and
Communist parties capable of successfully capturing and directing the healthy
impulse behind those movements. In one of Zehrer’s articles from 1931, titled
“Right or Left?” Zehrer argued:

The opposition against liberalism in Germany can be summarized in the

following way: its right wing [the National Socialists], which due to a

natural public reservoir of sentiment for nationalist ideas with socialist

tendencies should have had the advantage, has wasted this advantage by

refusing to emphasize socialism. The left wing [the Communist Party] is
rapidly overcoming its disadvantage by breaking into the right-wing

30 stefan Breuer, Anatomie der Konservativen Revolution (Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche
Buchgesellschaft, 1993), 65-66.
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bastion and guaranteeing nationalist sentiment. There are, thus, two poles
within the opposition [to liberalism], one nationalist and one socialist.
Each of these wings claims that it satisfies the opposing pole — but this
claim is not justified. The National Socialists cannot yet be identified as
socialist, the Communists not yet as nationalist.*?
Die Tat, however, struggled to balance its opposition to the Nazi movement with
the reality that its readership was a natural bastion of support for Nazi radicalism.
And in order to negotiate this challenge, the Tat-Kreis attempted to move the Nazi
movement in the correct direction, which meant that in their editorials the Tat
writers frequently opined in favor of dissidents within the Nazi movement such as
the left-leaning Nazi Otto Strasser (who left the Nazi Party in 1930).3 In fact,
Die Tat’s publishing house, the Jena-based Eugen Diederichs Verlag, wrote to
Zehrer in October, 1931 instructing him to work harder to avoid the appearance of
an alliance with Otto Strasser. The seeming association with Strasser had led to a
“sales stagnation.” If this appearance were not countered, it was explained, “Die
Tat would, due to the nationalist position and sympathies of many retailers,
immediately disappear from relevance.”®* Die Tat continued to stubbornly, albeit

carefully, oppose the National Socialists up until the Machtergreifung in 1933,

after which most of the Tat-Kreis reconciled with and even propagated National

32 Quoted in Mohler, Die Konservative Revolution in Deutschland, 69.

33 Enthusiasm for socialism within the Tat-Kreis even led to calls for rapprochement with the
Soviet Union, nearly mirroring the concepts of National-Bolshevism. See Giselher Wirsing,
“Russland — Nation und Wirtschaft,” Die Tat, December issue 1931, 696-717.
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Socialism.® In the last years of the Weimar Republic the Tat-Kreis became the
de-facto media advocate for the authoritarian Kurt von Schleicher, Germany’s last
Chancellor before Hitler, whom the Tat-Kreis saw as the best possible surrogate
for their national revolution. After Hitler assumed the chancellorship and began
to initiate the Machtergreifung, Hans Zehrer was quickly forced down from his
position as editor of Die Tat, after which Zehrer went into exile on the small
island Sylt in the North Sea.®

But to present the Tat-Kreis as anti-Nazi, as some apologists and even Tat-
Kreis members themselves did after the Second World War, is disingenuous.®’
The Tat-Kreis can better by typified as anti-anti-Nazi, in the sense that their
criticisms of National Socialism were comparatively infrequent, measured, and

subtle, whereas the brunt of their criticism was aimed at communism and, even

% To be sure, already in the months before the Nazi takeover in 1933 the Tat-Kreis began to
resolve its differences with the Nazi movement. As Stefan Breuer has shown, Zehrer began
distinguishing between the Nazi “party”” and the Nazi “movement” as a way to identify the
increasingly popular National Socialism as a legitimate proponent of the national revolution. See
Breuer, Anatomie der Konservativen Revolution, 143-145. Mommsen, “Government without
Parties: Conservative Plans for Constitutional Revision at the End of the Weimar Republic,” 347-
374.

36 Ebbo Demant, Von Schleicher zu Springer: Hans Zehrer als Politischer Publizist (Mainz:
Hase und Koehler Verlag, 1972).

37 This was, for example, one of Armin Mohler’s arguments in his postwar attempts to salvage
a revolutionary conservative tradition from the German past. See Mohler, Die Konservative
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more so, Weimar democracy. Furthermore, there existed an evident ideological
overlap between the Tat-Kreis and the Nazi movement. From antisemitism to
anti-Bolshevism to anti-parliamentarism, the Tat-Kreis shared with the Nazis the
fundamental animosities of the 1920s and early 1930s. Most importantly, the Tat-
Kreis, like the Nazis, anchored their conception of politics in their vision for a
radical nationalist revolution against the status quo. As Rudiger Graf has argued,
a key characteristic of the Tat-Kreis (and of German conservatism as such in the
years preceding the Nazi take-over) was a jubilant confidence that they were
living through a period of water-shed transformation, or what he calls:
“consciousness 0Of a turning-point” (Wendebewusstssein).® And, in fact, Wirsing
himself used very similar terminology when he frequently called for a
“liquidation of the pre-First World War world.”*® Ultimately, this translated into
a readiness to welcome the Nazi-caused breakdown of the Weimar system in the
early 1930s. In September, 1930 Wirsing was made assistant editor of Die Tat.*
In his first article as assistant editor, Wirsing euphorically covered what he called
a “Turn against parliamentarism” (Wandlung gegen Parlamentarismus) sweeping

across Eastern and Southeastern Europe and preparing the ground for a common

% Riidiger Graf, Die Zukunft der Weimarer Republik: Krisen und Zukunftsaneignungen in
Deutschland, 1918-1933 (Berlin: De Gruyter Oldenbourg, 2008), 182.

39 See, for example, Giselher Wirsing, “Die Siegfriedstellung der deutschen Aussenpolitik,”
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“destiny” and even future federation with Germany.*' In other articles, Wirsing
praised Italian fascism as a successful national revolution and evidence that the
“struggle against Versailles” was part of a broader European “process of
evolution.”*? And in the lead up to the Nazi break-through election in July, 1932,
Wirsing wrote an article urging Germans to take heed of Moeller van den Bruck’s
call for an uncompromising rejection of Weimar and its replacement with a
vaguely-defined “new system.”*® In the early 1930s, such enthusiasm for liberal
disintegration were difficult to distinguish from advocacy for the very agents of
that disintegration throughout Europe; namely, fascists. In the end, the ideology
of the Tat-Kreis is best described a kind of National Socialism without the street
violence. This knowledge was not lost on postwar U.S. intelligence services.
According to the American Consul in Stuttgart, quoting a German Professor close
to the embassy, Die Tat was “‘the most interesting, the most active, and the most
influential periodical in the fight against Versailles and Weimar, and it was at the
same time the organ which stood closest to the ideology of the National Socialist

Movement.””** Or, as Wirsing’s first American interrogators put it in a report

4 Giselher Wirsing, “Richtung Ost-Siidost: das Raumbild des neuen Deutschland,” Die Tat,
November issue 1930, 628-645, 630.

42 Giselher Wirsing, “Vorstoss Zollunion,” Die Tat, June issue 1931, 212-231, 221.
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from July, 1945: The Tat-Kreis propagated “a kind of nationalsocialism[sic]
before the Nazis came to power.”*

This proto-Nazi ideology was also central in Wirsing and his colleagues’
budding ideas about Europe. As illustrated above, Wirsing’s In-between Europe
concept argued in favor of a vague, post-liberal “new form of political, economic
and social life” in Europe, but that this “mutual reciprocity of the ‘National” and
the ‘Supranational’” was not possible until Europeans moved beyond
parliamentary democracy.*® In a similar vein, Wirsing frequently contrasted his
ideas for a new In-between Europe with the Pan-European movement led by
Richard von Coudenhove Kalergie, which Wirsing dismissed as a mere extension
of French or British “High Capitalism,” underpinned by the disingenuous
internationalism of the League of Nations. The Western Allies of the First World
War, Wirsing argued, masked their intentions to prey upon and subjugate the
agrarian regions Central, Eastern, and Southeastern Europe with the Pan-
European movement. Such, for example, were the true intentions behind French

Prime Minister Aristide Briand’s calls for Pan-European economic integration.

His In-between Europe, in contrast, sought to integrate their agricultural
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economies with industrial Germany in a mutually beneficial relationship (the
precise economic details of which Ferdinand Fried was asked to outline in his
articles suggesting the mutual dependence of Central, Eastern, and Southeastern
European resources).*” Wirsing repeatedly warned Germans of the Pan-European
enticements of the French and British. It would be “the great disappointment of
all Europeans,” Wirsing argued, should they fall victim to Western lies only to be
abandoned when market vicissitudes produced an immediate retreat by the
Westerners, leaving behind dysfunctional capitalist democracies in their wake.*
Wirsing’s first flirtations with the Schmitt-influenced idea of “continental space”
(Raum) originated in these arguments against Western Pan-Europeanism. Take,
for example, his discussion of Briand’s suggestions for a European custom’s
union:
The biggest difference [between the French and Germans] has to do with
continental spaces [Raume]. The French sphere of control [Machtbereich]
is obviously and manifestly distinct from the rest of Europe. Perhaps this
is a difference in the spiritual life of the respective peoples. In any case,
there is no reason to sentimentally mourn this process of separation. It is
simply one of the basic elements of fact in this natural division of Europe.
He continued: “There remains for the moment the sober fact of a self-
concentration and beginning isolation of Greater French continental space

[grossfranzdsische Raumeinheit], which is finding it increasingly difficult to

reconcile notions of a hegemonic rule over Europe.” In fact, Wirsing argued,
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Central, Eastern, and Southeastern Europeans need to begin forming a
“Revisionist block™ in order to speed up this process:
The idea of a regional integration of the constricted central European
states is now emerging. The [French] customs union was the first attack
[on that idea].... The people in Geneva [the League of Nations] have tried
to hide these facts and preserve the French front in Eastern Europe.
Nevertheless, there are three great blocks already emerging from this
development: Greater France, inner-Europe [Innereuropa], and Russia.*
From there, Wirsing proceeded to argue that the French proposal for a customs
union, taken alone, was “economically justified” and carried the germ for a truly
revolutionary economics which transcended nation-states. Unlike other radical
nationalists, Wirsing and Fried decried the idea of national autarchy as a response
to global capitalism. Autarchy, by which they meant enclosed and self-sufficient
economies structured to the benefit of national groups, was correct as a moral
principle but unfit to meet the demands of modern economies. Perhaps Fried’s
most significant argument in the Weimar Tat-Kreis was his attempt to square this
paradox by simply expanding the autarchic unit into larger continental spaces or
“economic blocks” as he called them. In other words, instead of enclosed
national economies Fried proposed enclosed continental economies so that the
German nation would have access to all necessary resources within continental

Europe while at the same time preserving its independence from the vagaries of

global capitalism.® Such arguments obviously insinuated German political

9 1bid.
%0 Ferdinand Fried, Das Ende des Kapitalismus (Jena: Eugen Diederichs Verlag, 1931).
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1930s Fried combined his ideas about continental autarchy with the emergent Grossraum-concept
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hegemony in Europe — after all, a continental autarchy would have to be
controlled and administered. Consequently, Wirsing complimented Fried’s
postulation of continental autarchy by attaching it to his In-between Europe
concept. Europe, he argued, must establish an economic union by implementing a
new concept of political federalism:
The impossibility to even slightly construct autarchic national economies
in either the old or even our contemporary borders forces us to abandon
nation-state silliness. It demands an entirely new way of thinking which
may contradict the forces of state-centralization. Every large-continental
[raumliche] federation of states will have to be modelled after a federally-
constructed Reich elastic enough to include Eastern Europe, and thereby
simultaneously resolve the minority-question there.>
In order to make such a federation a real possibility, Wirsing argued in a separate
article, Germans would need to recognize that foreign policy and domestic policy
were intertwined, that an internal “liquidation” of Weimar could not take place
without establishing a lasting “connection to the young forces in Europe” by
which he meant radical conservatives and fascists throughout the continent.>?

Wirsing and the Tat-Kreis, then, had already been working towards the

Grossraum-concept nearly a decade before Carl Schmitt initiated the conversation

and worked with Wirsing to propagate Grossraum economics as a Nazi propagandist. See
Ferdinand Fried, Wende der Weltwirtschaft: Von der Krise des Kapitalismus zu neuen
Wirtschaftsformen (Leipzig: Wilhelm Goldmann Verlag, 1939).
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in 1939, and these subtle justifications for German political dominance in Europe
were important pre-cursors to their eventual alignment with Nazi propaganda.

It is important to note that Wirsing was not only opposed to competing
Pan-European concepts of Europe. He also situated his In-between Europe in
contrast to what could have been a more natural ally: the interwar conservative
Catholic Occident movement (das Abendland). The problem with the Occident-
concept, he argued, was that it was committed to a restoration of a non-existent
past. Even more damning for Wirsing, however, was that the Occident movement
advocated closer relationships and integration with Catholic Western powers.
This, he argued, was just a call for “watered-down imperialism” (verhinderten
Imperialismus):

Without a doubt there is a not inconsiderable portion of the old forces in

Germany who advocate a foreign policy which can be categorized as

watered-down imperialism. This cuts across the various parties and

attaches itself to those groups which, either consciously or unconsciously,
feel spiritually connected to the Western victors. For all those groups, the

Occident is still a unifying cultural concept even after Versailles, and is

the desired blueprint for political concepts. ...we are dealing in no small

measure with more than Pan-European fantasies from ‘the left’, but rather
also from the old Right which has unexpectedly been taken over by the

Occident-path.>
Wirsing’s earliest Europeanism, then, was adversarial towards the Occident

movement, and as such is the first piece of evidence for this dissertation’s claim

that his postwar movement, despite tactical alliance with the postwar Christian

%3 Giselher Wirsing, “Die Grossmichte und Deutschland: der kimpfende Imperialismus,” Die
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Democratic Occident-advocates, was from the very beginning a different kind of
conservative supranationalism.

Key to what this dissertation calls “Europeanism” is an explicit
engagement with national identity. And here, too, Wirsing and the Tat-Kreis
began to cautiously experiment with revision. To be sure, most of the above
nascent Europeanism was geopolitical. But a close reading of Die Tat reveals that
the Tat-Kreis understood the revolutionary implications of the In-between Europe
paradigm for national identity. Ernst Wilhelm Eschmann, future co-editor with
Giselher Wirsing of Die Tat’s successor magazine Das XX Jahrhundert, was
tasked by Wirsing and Zehrer after 1930 to explore this topic. In one particularly
audacious article, titled “The Transformation of Nationalism,” Eschmann set out
to problematize how German conservatives approach nationalism. It is not quite
fair, he argued, to suggest that “one is either nationalist or not.” After all, a
careful reading of German history would suggest that there are many different
kinds of “national consciousness” and that this changes over time. Eschmann
pointed out, for example, that German national identity came much later (late
nineteenth century) than in other countries. But this need not be a cause for
insecurity, he argued. Indeed, while other national patriots before the late
nineteenth century were defining their nations, German patriots were defined by
their “character as a European people of the Reich” (europaisches Reichsvolk)
with a “supranational Reich-consciousness” (libernationales Reichsbewusstsein).
This allegedly meant that, in practice, contemporary Germans were uniquely

conditioned to be leaders in Europe because they were historically imbued with a
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“Reich-conditioned feeling of responsibility” (reichsméssiges
Verantwortungsgefihl) towards the other peoples in Europe. This “feeling of
responsibility,” unmatched by any other European Volk, supposedly molded with
the German nationalist movement of the late nineteenth century, thus making the
Germans into a special brand of nationalists prepared by history for reconciliation
with other European nationalists. Unlike the anti-nationalist Pan-European and
Social Democratic movements, Eschmann argued, German nationalism was both
“nationalist” and “supranational”:
Our historical development and that of other peoples in comparison shows
us that a nation can live and prosper in a supranational feeling of
responsibility or in a self-confident state of being which is undeterred by
the problems of nationalism. ... Regardless of whether an accelerated
overcoming of nationalism in favor of a new supranational feeling of
responsibility should be recommended or whether nationalism should
return to a static patriotism anchored perhaps even in class — either way:
nationalism has a not yet fully defined role in our destiny.>*
These convoluted ruminations, however eccentric, were nevertheless audacious in
their calling into question the national categories otherwise held sacred and
absolute in the politics of radical German nationalism. Under Wirsing’s
leadership, then, the Tat-Kreis was dabbling in Nazi Europeanism before the
Nazis even took over power in Germany. However, this came to an abrupt pause

in 1933.

Reconciliation with National Socialism
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After Hitler came to power in 1933, Die Tat fell victim to Nazification
(Gleichschaltung). The Nazis had good reason to settle scores with the Die Tat,
as it had been one of the largest obstacles in their quest to seize the complete
support of radical German nationalists. Within a few short months Zehrer was
forced to step down from his position as editor of the magazine, and Wirsing, at
the age of twenty-six, was made his replacement in September.>® During the next
six years Wirsing opportunistically reconciled with the Nazi regime, ended any
and all criticisms of the Nazi movement, and, in fact, energetically propagated the
Nazi revolution. For the first few months after Hitler’s rise to power, Die Tat
remained awkwardly silent vis-a-vis the new regime, but in April Wirsing
signaled a complete reversal of his hitherto tepid anti-anti-Nazism. The first
sentence of Wirsing’s April article read: “The national and social Revolution in
Germany is leading to a two-front war against the internationalism of class
struggle and the internationalism of capital.” “The theory of the Conservative
Revolution,” he continued, “is finding a foundation in a new reality [Nazi rule].
We in this magazine have always tried to make possible this new reality by
struggling against the remaining pieces of the old Right and the old Left.”
Wirsing also swiftly distanced himself from his previous supranational

sentiments: “Just like the notion of a Marxist World Revolution is mere talk with
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no foundation in reality, so too is there no such thing as a ‘Fascist
International’.”®® By the end of the year, Wirsing’s idiosyncratic commenter on
nationalism, Ernst Wilehlm Eschmann, had published a book about the Nazi
revolution called The Purpose of the Revolution, advertised in Die Tat as a work
which explored the “unity of state, Volk, and nation” — a far cry from his earlier
explorations of European identity.>” To be sure, the new magazine occasionally
attempted to re-engage with the idea of a new, federal formation in Europe, but
masked it with appeals to nationalism. Eschmann, for example, wrote about
Herder’s revolutionary Volk-concept and the rise of a new German nationalism
based in organic culture rather than Enlightenment “universalism.” But tucked
into the back of this article about romantic German nationalism was a section
entitled “The Principle of Federation,” in which he argued: “Just like the Volk
revolts against society [Gesellschaft], so too stands its supranational version, the
Reich, against the empire of civilization.” “The supranational significance of
National Socialism,” he explained, was to export the Reich concept outside of its
borders so as to provide Europe with a “New Order” capable of replacing the

universalism of the decadent, rootless nation-state system.>®
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Wirsing likewise flirted with a return to Europeanism a year later in an
article titled “Europe in Fever,” in which he argued that the Versailles system had
been broken by Hitler and a “Revolution of Europe’s center” was underway.>®
This revolution, Eschmann explained in the same issue, was turning all of Europe
fascist and opening the door to an unknown world beyond liberalism and
Marxism. But, careful to not step on the toes of German nationalists, Eschmann
finished with:

We would like to state very clearly that European peoples are

overthrowing their own respective decays; we are not speaking about

European personhood, which is an invention of the era after the Great

War. Europe lives inside of each of its peoples. There is no European

‘personhood’, which can be drawn out from these peoples.®°
In October, 1933 Wirsing defended the Nazi book burnings as a spiritual act
against illegitimate intellectualism.®* By the end of the year, Die Tat began
signaling an estrangement with Spengler, typifying his pessimism as the right-
wing equivalent of left-wing “dangerous intellectualism,* thus combining their
Spengler-revisionism with Nazi anti-intellectualism.®? Having established itself

as an echo-chamber running sophisticated flak for the Nazis, Die Tat proceeded to

define itself throughout the 1930s as an expert commentator on foreign affairs,
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which meant trumpeting each of Hitler’s aggressive foreign policy maneuvers as a
path-breaking success. Wirsing’s first postwar interrogator summed up best the
post-1933 influence of Wirsing and his Tat-Kreis: “[Wirsing] carries an
inordinately large share in laying the ideological foundations upon which the
conservative elements of Germany could submerge their dislike of the many
repugnant aspects of the Nazi regime.”®® Wirsing, explained another U.S.
interrogator, “persuaded the Conservative element [in Germany] to underwrite
Nazism, arguing that the more repugnant aspects were mere teething troubles of a
young revolutionary party.”®* In short, Wirsing became a key apologist for the
Nazi revolution by helping German conservatives overcome any remaining
trepidations.

Wirsing was rewarded for his new-found loyalty to National Socialism.
At the end of 1933 he was made chief editor of the Miinchner Neueste
Nachrichten (MNN), the forerunner to the postwar Siiddeutsche Zeitung and at the
time the largest paper in Southern Germany (it was read daily by Hitler).%

Wirsing kept this position through 1942, and used the position to broaden his
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public voice by frequently penning front-page articles himself, which he signed
“GW.”% Wirsing also brought with him Ferdinand Fried and Ernst Wilhelm
Eschmann to the paper as leading editorialists, where, as we will see, the reformed
Tat-Kreis returned to their Europe-concept in 1939.

In 1938, Wirsing made a fateful decision: he joined the SS and received
the rank of Hauptsturmfiihrer. American secret intelligence documents were
extremely consternated about the motivations and consequences of this decision,
and ultimately unable to decipher the mystery. Wirsing, of course, was highly
reticent about the issue throughout his postwar life, only ever arguing that it was
an opportunistic decision made in the hope of better positioning himself to change
the Nazi regime from within. According to one historian, his primary
responsibility with the SS-membership was to serve as an informant, and he was
supposedly cherished by the SS as a “willing, diligent, and extraordinary valuable
colleague.”®” As will be discussed in chapter six of this dissertation, the only
other documented task completed by Wirsing in his SS capacity was a series of

insubordinate intelligence reports written for the Reichssicherheitshauptamt

% Paul R. Sweet (American Consul General in Stuttgart) to the United States Department of
State, “Dr. Giselher Wirsing and Christ und Welt: A Profile,” November 23, 1965 United States
National Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the
Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

57 Mattias Weiss, “Journalisten: Worte als Taten,” in ed. Norbert Frei, Hitlers Eliten nach

1945 (Munich: Dtv Verlagsgesellschaft, 2003), 265.
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(RSHA) in the attempt to convince Himmler of the war’s futility and the
subsequent need to overthrow Hitler.

Otherwise, it can be credibly conjectured that his membership in the SS
was a means for advancing his career as an antisemite. In 1937 Wirsing went on
a long trip to Palestine and subsequently wrote one of the most read antisemitic
tracts in Nazi Germany during the late 1930s titled Englander, Juden, Araber in
Paléstina.%® Wirsing’s time in Palestine convinced him that Zionism was among
the most dangerous components in the Jewish conspiracy to dominate the world.
Perhaps in part due to his SS-membership, Wirsing was able to increase his
profile as an antisemitic thinker during the late 1930s and early 1940s, even
participating with Alfred Rosenberg in a three-day conference from March 26-28,
1941 to inaugurate the “Institute for the Research of the Jewish Question” (Institut
zur Erforschung der Judenfrage) in Frankfurt am Main.%°

Giselher Wirsing’s Early-war Europeanism, 1939-1943

At the outbreak of war in September, 1939, Wirsing was hired by the
Information Department of the Foreign Office in a part-time advisory capacity on
international affairs, which he would fulfill alongside his editorial position at the

MNN, moving back and forth between Berlin and Munich each week until he

8 Giselher Wirsing, Englander, Juden, Araber in Palastina (Jena: Eugen Diederichs Verlag,
1939).

89 Wirsing’s speech, titled “Die Judenfrage im Vorderen Orient,* was given on March 27,
1941 and presented his arguments about the danger of Zionism. For the conference program see

Leon Poliakov and Josef Wulf, Das Dritte Reich und seine Denker, 140-144.
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ceased working for the Foreign Office at the end of 1941.7° According to his
postwar interrogations by U.S. intelligence services, Wirsing’s contacts in the
Foreign Office stretched as far back as 1928; in fact, throughout the 1930s
Wirsing used his contacts in the Foreign Office to become “the first German
editor to organize air-mail deliveries of his paper to foreign countries; from 1935
onwards the MNN was distributed in Poland, Czechoslovakia, the Balkans, Italy,
France Switzerland, Spain, and Portugal before any other German paper, and had
a foreign circulation three times as high as that of the ‘Frankfurter Zeitung’, its
nearest competitor.” This influence abroad reinforced the desire of the Foreign
Office to secure a close relationship with Wirsing, who increasingly used his
standing in the Foreign Office to travel abroad and establish friendships with a

large number of German diplomats. Wirsing’s work for the Foreign Office

0 “Wirsing, Giselher, Prosa, Bericht tiber meine Beziehungen zu Dr. Adam von Trott zu
Solz,“ in “Briefwechsel Miller-Plantenberg, Clarita, Eugen Diederichs Verlag, 1969,
A:Diederichs/ Eugen Diederichs Verlag, Deutsches Literaturarchiv, Marbach, Germany. This can
also be corroborated by documents from the Politisches Archiv des Auswéartigen Amtes outlined in
a subsequent chapter of this dissertation. Wirsing was offered this position at a conference of
journalists organized by the Foreign Office. Other journalists turned down the offer, such as Ernst
Junger, but Wirsing was not the only journalist to accept the offer. Hans Georg von Studnitz,
future assistant to Paul Karl Schmidt in the Press Department of the Foreign Office, also accepted
the position. So, too, did Karl Megerle, the originator of Nazi Europeanism in the Foreign Office
who later became “Propaganda Commissioner” over the Foreign Office. See “Draft Reports from
MFIU No.3 (Third Army Interrogation Center),” July 30, 1945, United States National Archives
and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence

Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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revolved around “disseminat[ing] German propaganda in neutral countries.”
Additionally, Wirsing participated in various closed-room conferences organized
by Ribbentrop to coordinate foreign propaganda.” As will be discussed in a
separate chapter of this dissertation, the Foreign Office became one of the most
important centers of Nazi Europeanism, and it is important therefore to highlight
the connection between Wirsing and the Foreign Office. Unfortunately, Wirsing
left very few documentary tracks in the records of the Foreign Office, and it is
difficult to trace the precise flow of Europeanist ideas from Wirsing to the
Foreign Office, or vice-versa. One document, however, does reveal the
importance of this network and its intellectual interactions. In a memo to the head
of the Foreign Office Information Department in February, 1942, it was
announced that the Foreign Office had assisted the Eugen Diederichs publishing
house in publishing first Wirsing’s influential Europeanist book published during
the war: Der Masslose Kontinent. Furthermore, the department announced
intentions to circulate the book through their foreign propaganda channels “in

29 ¢

every possible way,” including “press directives and reviews,” “radio
commentary,” and “access to foreign publishing houses.” This memo illustrates

two important points: 1) although Wirsing claimed to have completely ceased

working for the Foreign Office at the end of 1941, it is clear that the relationship

1 United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, Appendix B, “The Information Section of the Auswartige Amt,” United States
National Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the

Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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continued in some capacity afterwards;’? 2) the Foreign Office not only knew of
his Europe ideas, but actively broadcasted them within their propaganda system.”®
Moreover, as will be discussed in more detail below, Wirsing continued to work
indirectly for the Foreign Office from 1943 to the end of the war in his capacity as
editor of Nazi Germany’s largest foreign-propaganda magazine, Signal, which
was co-published by the Foreign Office and the German Army. According to
Wirsing, at the end of 1940 he was offered by Ribbentrop a high-ranking position
in the Foreign Office: the head of the Information Department. But ostensibly
due to his distaste for the Foreign Office’s rivalry with Joseph Goebbels’s
Ministry of Propaganda, he declined.” During his time at the Foreign Office
from 1939-1941 Wirsing continued his work as editor and contributing editorialist
of both the MNN and the Die Tat. Beginning in 1939, Die Tat was renamed to
Das XX Jahrhundert (““The XX Century”) in order to suggest the ushering in of a

new era.” By the end of 1939 the XX Jahrhundert had become a leading

2 1bid.

3 “Generalkonsul Wuester,” to “Luther, Woermann, Schmidt, Ruehle” in the Information
Department of the Foreign Office, February 11, 1942, Politisches Archiv des Auswartigen Amtes
in Berlin, Germany, RZ 211/R105119.

74 United States Department of State, “Biographic Data Form — Wirsing, Giselher,”
November, 1951, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,
MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

S This was a deliberate play off of the British intellectual magazine “The Nineteenth
Century,” in which Wirsing was suggesting that his magazine was a superior modern update

compared to the outdated intellectualism of the British. The advertising slogan for the renamed
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periodical in Germany; in fact, the largest weekly in Nazi Germany, Das Reich,
felt threatened enough by XX Jahrhundert that it offered a position to Wirsing in
September, 1939 in an attempt to weaken the growing magazine.’® Already in
October, 1938, Wirsing began returning to the theme of Europe in his writings. In
an article celebrating Hitler’s maneuvers at the Munich Conference in September,
1938, Wirsing described the diplomatic victory as the triumph of “European
justice as represented by Germany.” The article, titled “The New Europe,”
declared that Hitler had secured peace but, more importantly, had shattered the
350-year old “classical balance of powers theory” of the British, which had
always been a mere excuse to intervene in European affairs. Although unwilling
to articulate what it meant, Wirsing proclaimed a new age of European politics
without British interference.”” Carl Schmitt’s Monroe-Doctrine speech in April,
1939 at the University of Kiel, however, appears to have truly spurred Wirsing

towards re-engaging with the Europe-concept. Shortly after the speech, Schmitt

XX Jahrhundert was “The Monthly For Our Times.” See “Eugen Diederichs Verlag, Dokumente,
Plakat zu der Zeitschrift ‘Das XX Jahrhundert*,” A:Diederichs/ Eugen Diederichs Verlag,
Deutsches Literaturarchiv, Marbach, Germany.

76 In a letter to Wirsing on September 8, 1939, the Eugen Diederichs Verlag pleaded with
Wirsing to decline the offer and not abandon their most profitable venture. It appears that Wirsing
was able to leverage the offer to obtain, as a condition for remaining, complete editorial
independence as chief editor. See Unnamed author at Eugen Diederichs publishing house to
Giselher Wirsing, September 8, 1939, A:Diederichs/ Eugen Diederichs Verlag, “Eugen Diederichs
Verlag an Wirsing, Giselher, 1939-1948,* Deutsches Literaturarchiv, Marbach, Germany.

7 Giselher Wirsing, “Das Neue Europa,* Die Tat, October issue 1938, 433-444
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sent a copy of the speech to Wirsing. In a response-letter to Schmitt on June 1,
1939, Wirsing thanked Schmitt for the copy, saying:
As you know, | have always considered your Monroe-studies from your
Konigsberg research to be a supreme work in foreign-policy literature. In
this most recent work of yours [the Kiel speech], the most important point
seems to me that we finally find a way to escape negative differentiation,
and instead find the strength to give our own theory of law in international
relations. ... All of my editorial work in the last few years has been
circling around this same problem.
Wirsing attached in his letter his most recent article in MNN, in which he
reviewed Schmitt’s Kiel speech to his readers, as well as an article from XX
Jahrhundert.”® Schmitt responded within a few weeks, expressed appreciation for
the articles, declared XX Jahrhundert to be “excellent,” and expressed that “as far
as | can remember, [I have] never had this level of happiness finding a necessary
accompaniment [to my research] as with your lectures about my essays.”
Apparently Wirsing had criticized Schmitt’s arguments about how Europe must
make greater use of the sea in order to expand its hemisphere. Schmitt
acknowledged this criticism, admitting he had “been too quick to emphasize” the
importance of the sea, and that he agreed with Wirsing that the central division in
international relation theories of the future would be between “universalism and

Grossraum.” He promised Wirsing that he would view Wirsing’s future

“lectures” in the MNN as a “continuing conversation.””® Thus, before the war had

78 Giselher Wirsing to Carl Schmitt, June 1, 1939, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-Westfalen,
Duisburg, Germany, RW 265/18376.
7 Carl Schmitt to Giselher Wirsing, June, 1939, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-Westfalen,

Duisburg, Germany, RW 265/13739.
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begun Wirsing had injected the Grossraum theory into his journalism at the MNN
and Das XX Jahrhundert.

This process was accelerated by German victory over France in the spring
of 1940. Wirsing subsequently filled pages of MNN with calls for a “New Order
of Europe.” Wirsing regularly published, for example, Reich Chief of Press Otto
Dietrich’s pronouncements and speeches about a New Order of Europe, often
even on the front-page.®’ He supplemented these with economic commentary on
the European Grossraum economy by Ferdinand Fried,®* as well theoretical
explorations of the Grossraum-concept by Ernst Wilhelm Eschmann.®? In

October, 1940, Wirsing published himself on the front-page in an article titled

8 See, for example, Otto Dietrich, “Die Europiische Revolution,* Miinchner Neueste
Nachrichten, October 28, 1940, 1. “Eingehende Ansprache Fiihrer-Duce, Appell Otto Dietrichs an
das geistige Europa; Uberwindung des entarteten Individualismus,* Minchner Neueste
Nachrichten, January 21, 1941, 1-2.

81 See, for example, Ferdinand Fried, “Grosswirtschaftsraum Europa wird gescmiedet: Seine
Kraftelinien streben zur Mitte/ Englands Sprengungsversuche vollig vermieden,” Miinchner
Neueste Nachrichten, October 20, 1940, 3.

82 See, for example, a front-page article from January, 1941 in which he begins to break down
the national idea by suggesting that Europe envelop the “autarky-concept® of nationalism: “One
can’t understand the Grossraum-concept until one recognizes it as the continuation of the Autarky-
concept. Autarky seeks the security and existence of a Volk in a limited space; the Grossraum-
concept expands this idea to the common pursuit of a shared special destiny of connected nations.
The Grossraum-concept therefore prioritizes unifying principles over dividing principles.” See
Ernst Willhelm Eschmann, “Neue Raume auf dem Erdball,” Miinchner Neueste Nachrichten,

January 12,1941, 1-2.
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“Foundations of the New Europe.” In this article Wirsing first published a series
of themes which would become standard mantra in his war-time Europeanism:
England committing “treason against Europe”; Europe becoming an “enclosed
and self-contained unit”; a “new European continent emerging via the voluntary
and in certain respects federal cooperation of the various constituents”; a “diverse
family of European peoples”; and a “revolutionary war in which the forces of the
future are fighting against the forces of the past.”8 After the invasion of the
USSR the dam broke entirely: “Today,” Wirsing explained on the front-page in
August, 1941, “we have a Europe-rallying cry, a European program, and the
beginning of a new European reality. This is the result of two victorious years of
war.” He continued:

[This war] is going much farther than our original goals, which were
limited in 1939 to the recognition of our own German right to living space
[Lebensraum]. At the time, the conditions did not seem ripe for a greater
European solution. What England wanted to hinder, the establishment of
a continental-European unit, has been accelerated forward by many years,
possibly even decades, because of this war and because of German
victories.

He continued:

After the outbreak of this war the criteria began to change. Responsibility
expanded. After both the Poland-campaign and France-campaign, the
Fuhrer proclaimed there was no necessity of continuing the war if the
opposing side would only agree to the limited German right to craft its
own living space without intervention. ... But meanwhile, via German
military victory, a new set of facts have been created in Europe: without it
being consciously intended, the responsibility for the entire continent was
forced into the hands of the Axis. The struggle for Germany expanded
into a struggle for the entire European continent, in which all people found
themselves working together to secure their right to existence if they were

8 Giselher Wirsing, “Fundamente des neuen Europas,* Miinchner Neueste Nachrichten,

October 27, 1940, 1-2.
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not to be destroyed. This is the German-led European Revolution against

the forces of the past, who intend to deny the entire continent its political

independence and economic freedom.

As has been shown, unlike many Nazi propagandists, Giselher Wirsing’s
turn to the Europe-concept was not caused by war on the Eastern Front with the
Soviet Union. In fact, if his intellectual thought was catalyzed by anxiety about a
great-power opponent, then it was not primarily the Soviet Union, but rather the
United States. Before the Second World War began, in a letter to Carl Schmitt,
Wirsing explained: “To summarize - in my view the most decisive factor [in
international relations] is the potentiality of American intervention. Everything
else that happens is just a function of that potentiality.”® In the spring and
summer of 1938 Wirsing travelled the United States for six months on a trip
financed by MNN, and based on which he wrote a sixteen-article series. Wirsing,
via his friendship with German ambassador to the United States, Hans-Heinrich
Diekhoff, was able to visit many high-ranking American personalities including
senators, members of the state department, and even Franklin D. Roosevelt.
According to postwar American intelligence reports, it was during this trip that

Wirsing became convinced of the supposed out-sized control of East Coast Jewry

over Roosevelt and the subsequent threat which the United States posed for

8 For his post-Operation Barbarossa writings see Giselher Wirsing, “Der Aufbruch Europas,*
Miinchner Neueste Nachrichten, June 29, 1941, 1-2. Giselher Wirsing, “Vom Sinn dieses
Krieges,” Minchner Neueste Nachrichten, August 31, 1941, 1.

8 Giselher Wirsing to Carl Schmitt, June 1, 1939, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-Westfalen,

Duisburg, Germany, RW 265/18376.
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Germany and Europe. At the various stops in his trip, Wirsing “expounded on the
beneficial and rational influence of Nazi Germany on Europe.” Ironically,
although back in Germany Wirsing was still suppressing his Europe-concept, it
appears that he allowed himself to expand upon them while in the United States.
For example, while in Chicago he was invited by Northwestern University to give
a lecture titled “Pan-European Federation,” after which he was ostensibly
criticized by the President of the university.8

Based on his experiences during this trip to the United States, Wirsing
wrote his most popular book published during the war, Der Masslose Kontinent
(“The Excessive Continent™), which was published at the end of 1941, sold over
140,000 copies, and was, according to postwar American intelligence services,
among the most influential anti-American tracts in war-time German literature.
His main argument in Der Masslose Kontinent, published at the height of the war
on the Eastern Front and right after the United States joined the conflict, was that
the United States was actually chiefly to blame for the current war.®” The United
States, he posited, had outpaced its British competitor in recent decades and
developed a new, Jewish-based, materialistic civilization: “Americanism.”
Unlike any other civilization, even Sovietism, Americanism threatened Europe

because it was the only “continent-transcending power” (liberkontinentale

8 “Draft Reports from MFIU No.3 (Third Army Interrogation Center),” July 30, 1945, United
States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of
the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

87 Giselher Wirsing, Der Masslose Kontinent (Jena: Eugen Diederichs Verlag, 1941).
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Macht), by which he meant a civilization expanding beyond its historically and
geographically assigned continental sphere. In fact, Wirsing put forward an
argument which he would return to in his later propaganda; namely, that the
Americans were fighting two wars: one explicit war against Europe and Japan-led
East Asia, and one implicit war, or “underground war,” against the British, whom
the Americans intended to consume.®® This new Americanism proudly
proclaimed a doctrine of universalism,” or “world-integration” based on its
liberal ideals, but this was nothing more than a new, more powerful version of
British imperialism: “Behind the vail of a resurgent ‘internationalism’ from the
Wilson-Era emerges a new world-conquering American imperialism. The attempt
to erect a gruesome monopoly of the world’s resources. This would lead to the
enslavement of more than half of mankind.”® The only way to resist the “dream
for world domination” at the core of Americanism, Wirsing argued, is for

Europeans to recognize the need to defend, “not only what is in our own country,

8 Giselher Wirsing, “Der unterirdische Krieg,” Signal, 1st February issue 1943, 2-3.

8 Giselher Wirsing, Der Masslose Kontinent, 347. The theme of “imperialism* is one
Wirsing returned to in his Europe-propaganda throughout the war in an attempt to harangue the
Western Allies as hypocrites. The Atlantic Charta, he often argued, was impossible to square with
the British Empire. In fact, the front-page lead-article in the 2" April issue of 1943 was a special
investigation into the history of India and Gandhi’s movement, which was presented as a
continental liberation from British rule not unlike Europe’s liberation movement against the
Western Allies and Soviets. Wirsing remained interested and supportive of anti-colonial liberation
movements in the postwar period, thus illustrating a unique bridge in his ideas to the postwar

period. See Giselher Wirsing, “Der Siegreiche Mahatma,” Signal, 2"@ April issue 1943.
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but rather everything that is precious and valuable in our entire continent.”®® In
his concluding chapter titled “Destiny’s War of Continents,” Wirsing elaborated
on what he meant. Europeans, he explained, must oppose the philosophy of
“universalism” and “world-integration” not with outdated models of “small space
[kleindumig] nationalism” but with a new world-ordering principle which he
called Volkergemeinschaften (“communities of peoples™). In doing so, he
introduced for the first time a theme he would advocate throughout his war-time
Europe-propaganda; namely, an identitarian transition from the
Volksgemeinschaft (“German national community”) to the Vélkergemeinschaft
(“European national community”). As Wirsing explained: “The goal, therefore, is
a Volkergemeinschaft on our continent, much like earlier the goal in the German
lands was a Volksgemeinschaft.”%

In early, 1942, having turned down Ribbentrop’s offer to lead the
Information Department of the Foreign Office, Wirsing also put down his work as
editor of MNN and joined the army as a war correspondent in a propaganda-
company on the Eastern Front.®? As will be discussed in a later chapter of this
dissertation, it was during this time on the Eastern Front that Wirsing wrote the

Foreign Office a long report criticizing German war-time politics towards Eastern

% Giselher Wirsing, Der Masslose Kontinent, 4.

% Ibid., 450.

92 United States Department of State, “Biographic Data Form — Wirsing, Giselher,”
November, 1951, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,

MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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European peoples. In December, 1942 he returned from the front and began his
most influential Nazi position: lead editorialist and later editor of the largest
foreign-language propaganda magazine in the Nazi propaganda regime called
Signal.®

Giselher Wirsing and Signal, 1943-1944

Signal was a periodical administered jointly by the foreign office and the
Wehrmacht. In an effort to reach millions of Germans and non-Germans
throughout Nazi-occupied Europe, they published this bi-weekly color magazine
in twenty-five languages, and very early in the war reached an enormous
circulation of 2.4 million (a figure which was maintained into the last year of the
war), thus making it the second-most published weekly or monthly periodical in

the entire Nazi propaganda apparatus.®* Perhaps because it functioned outside of

9 United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,
MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

% The Berliner Illustrierte Zeitung was the only periodical with a higher circulation. Joseph
Goebbels saw Signal as a threat to his ministry and initially tried to block its publication. But the
Wehrmacht and Foreign Office were able to resist Goebbels by negotiating a compromise in
which Signal would only be sold outside of Germany. Nevertheless, German was a highly-
published language due to German readership in the armed forces in occupied territories.
Furthermore, as will be discussed below, Wirsing also published his arguments separately to
domestic audiences. See Rainer Rutz, Signal: Eine Deutsche Auslandsillustrierte Als
Propagandainstrument Im Zweiten Weltkrieg, (Essen: Klartext, 2007), 19, 59. For Signal ’s

circulation numbers see Rutz, Signal, 10, 73, 95, 97.
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Goebbels’s Propaganda ministry, Signal unfortunately receives short shrift in the
literature despite being one of the largest Nazi propaganda projects in the Second
World War. The Press Department of the Foreign Office had principal control
over the political content in Signal.®> As we will see in a subsequent chapter of
this dissertation, the Foreign Office was another key institution in which, as early
as 1940, Europeanism came to organize Nazi propaganda narratives. It is difficult
to identify the extent to which Wirsing’s work in the Foreign Office between
1939 and 1942 informed the early development of Signal, because he did not
become explicitly involved in the periodical until 1943. Nevertheless, from
nearly the very beginning of the publication in early 1940, Signal was cognizant
of its role as a facilitator of Nazi ideas to both German and non-German
audiences. In fact, in February, 1940, as the Foreign Office was planning the
future periodical, the intended propaganda narrative was summarized in a Press
Department memo: “Politically, 'Signal”’ will pursue a general narrative organized
behind the term ‘For Europe’. This narrative should be recognizable in all forms
of material: pictures, articles, article-series, and also cartoons.” This narrative

was subsequently broken down into seven tentative components, among them: the

% According to a Press Department memo in the Foreign Office dated February 15, 1940, the
Foreign Office and the Oberkommando der Wehrmacht agreed that: “The foreign-propaganda
coordination and planning of the periodical, as well as the censoring of political content, will be
exercised by the Press Department of the Foreign Office; the coordination and censoring of
military content will be exercised by the Oberkommando der Wehrmacht.” Gunther Lohse (Press
Department), memo, February 15, 1940, Politisches Archiv des Auswartigen Amtes in Berlin,

Germany, RZ 701/R123717.
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“new economic unity of Europe”; “Grossraum Europe”’; and Europe presented as
a “utopia.”®® By the end of 1941 Signal had turned heads across the Atlantic with
its audacious Europe-messaging. According to the Foreign Office, the British
newspaper, The Daily Mail, complained on November 19", 1941:
Signal is very successful because it has color and pictures, and masks its
propaganda in good stories ... its articles are written such that it is
assumed that all European countries already accept and share their
proposition of Europe and are partners in the ‘New Order’. The European
continent is presented as a great economic unity. ‘Europe united’ is the
Leitmotif of this unique paper. Rarely is there any talk of German rule.%’
Indeed, Europe quickly became the concept around which the entire
publication revolved: war updates, cultural and entertainment articles, comics and
advertisements, and, most importantly, lead-articles in political and philosophical
commentary - everything was dressed with an overtly European messaging.
Unlike most Nazi propaganda, Signal’s targeted audience was never the German
Volksgemeinschaft; instead, the audience addressed throughout the periodical was
the europaische Vélkergemeinschaft (“European community of peoples™) or the
europdische Schicksalsgemeinschaft (“European community of destiny”). These
striking mutations of turn-of-the-century German nationalist terminology speak to

the unique ideological discourse which underpinned the publication. Signal came

to function as a theoretical space for articulating an explicit romantic pan-

% Unsigned and undated memo, based on surrounding documents most likely January or
otherwise early 1940, Politisches Archiv des Auswartigen Amtes in Berlin, Germany, RZ
701/R123717.

9 «“Auszung aus der ‘Daily Mail’,” November 19, 1941, Politisches Archiv des Auswirtigen

Amtes in Berlin, Germany, RZ 701/R123717.
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Europeanism which defined Europe as an organic, cultural-historical entity that
transcended race and, eventually, even national identity. Although initially shoe-
horning its European pseudo-egalitarianism into race categories by describing
European peoples as equal yet different biological entities, eventually, under
Wirsing’s later leadership, Signal abandoned the concept of race, instead defining
Europe through cultural inheritance and a shared past. In making this step,
Signal s Europeanism eventually propagated a European nation to compete with
German nationhood.

The first two years of Signal, before Wirsing took over the publication,
were a mixed bag — the publication, although outwardly European in its
intentions, struggled to find a coherent and consistent narrative. The first few
months consisted of various braggadocious proclamations of German military,
economic, and political superiority which overwhelmed an elusive appeal for a
“New Europe.” But by the autumn of 1941, the magazine had developed its
Raison d’Etre: namely, to facilitate a “new self-conscious Europe.”®® Hitler and
Mussolini were increasingly presented as original European ideologues, who
“with a rock-solid conviction of European reform” set out to end “European Civil
War” by leading Europe towards a “community of fate” under German
leadership.®® Other supranational themes which would later receive more
audacious articulation in Signal were irregularly introduced over the course of

1941, especially after the invasion of the Soviet Union. Examples include: the

% “BEuropas Verkehr ohne Grenzen,“ Signal, 2nd October issue 1941, 41-45.

% Max Clauss, “Europiische Entscheidung,“ Signal, 1st November issue 1940, 4-5.
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notion of a new “continental” age in the history of European civilization;!% the
idea that nationalism was a “narrow” particularism which would be overcome in
this new age of “European unity”’;*%! and the advocacy of a unified, autarchic
European “continental economy.”'%? Yet right alongside this initial
experimentation with Europeanism in the publication’s early years, Signhal writers
simultaneously reinforced Germany’s claim to imperial dominance. This was
accomplished through the euphemism of “German leadership” which was
symbolized as the “heart of Europe,” and discussed by the writers as the only state
therefore capable of protecting Europe militarily and coordinating Europe
economically with its “organizational strength.”'% To those fearful of German
exploitation, the only recompense offered was that Germany, due to its
geographical situation at the center of Europe, had interests “inherently tied to the
interests of all European states.” Germany, an intrinsically “continental” state

unlike England, was ostensibly unable to compromise the interests of other states

without compromising its own.*® This, they argued, was not unlike the great

100 F.W. von Oertzen, “Volkerbund? — Volkergemeinschaft! Was Genf unméglich war, und
was in Zukunft moglich sein wird,” Signal, 1st July issue 1941, 8-11.

101 «“Endlich Soll Europa Erstehen, Signal, 2nd June issue 1941, 16, 27.

102 “Byropas Verkehr Ohne Grenzen, “ Signal, 2nd October issue 1941, 41-45.

103 «“BEuropas Verkehr ohne Grenzen,*“ Signal, 2nd October issue 1941, 41-45.

104 Rudoph Fischer, “Wer kann Europa fiihren?* Signal, 1st June issue 1941, 22-27. , “Der
Frieden der nicht Leben Konnte: warum 1939 auf 1919 Folgen Musste,* Signal, 1st April issue

1941, 4-6, 8.
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Napoleon.?®® Germany was portrayed as geographically positioned and
historically destined to “lead” what they called “Mitteleuropa,” a term for
“Central Europe” which built upon justifications for German imperialism in
“Central Europe” and had circulated in conservative German thought since the
First World War.1%®

By mid-1942, Signal publishers began the process of replacing
disorganized references to German “leadership” in a New Order of Europe with a
much more far-reaching and theoretically thorough Europe-concept. This
coincided with Wirsing’s arrival to the magazine. In early 1943 Wirsing was
made main editorialist (Schriftleiter) of Signal, and this enabled him to direct the
ideological messaging and further increase print space for his own ideas. Wirsing
had each bi-weekly issue open with two main editorial columns (“The War as a
World Struggle” and “The New Worldview — the Future of Europe”), in which he
always penned the lead-articles, using them to situate the ongoing war into

European and world historical context, as well as expound upon the “new”

105 One interesting way Signal writers justified the need for “German leadership” was to make
frequent reference to Napoleon as the “precursor” of the New Order, who, unfortunately ahead of
his time, nevertheless correctly recognized the need for a “strong will” to enforce the “thrust
towards [European] integration.” See Max Clauss, “Europdische Entscheidung,” Signal, 1st
November issue 1940, 4-5. Rudoph Fischer, “Wer kann Europa fiihren?* Signal, 1st June issue
1941, 22-27. “Wohin Geht Europa?” Signal, 2nd June issue 1943, 23-26.

16 Fritz Fischer, Germany's Aims in the First World War (New York: W.W. Norton, 1967).
Jirgen Elvert, Mitteleuropal: Deutsche Pldne Zur Europdischen Neuordnung, 1918-1945

(Stuttgart: Steiner, 1999).
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European ideology of Nazi Germany. Between 1943-1945, Wirsing wrote at least
sixty-six articles in Signal, and this does not take into account his editorial
direction to articles penned by other authors. The ascension of Wirsing to main
editorialist, and by the end of the war chief editor over the entire magazine,
enabled a concerted effort to codify the hitherto uncoordinated Europe-concept of
Signal and more audaciously distance the magazine from many orthodox National
Socialist principles.

One of the first Nazi ideas to come under revision in Wirsing’s Signal was
German supremacy. Signal’s initial bewildering method for accomplishing this
was to deny that various central Nazi concepts had anything to do with
supremacism. For example, in an article from late 1943 entitled “Herrenvolk”
Wirsing attempted to roll-back the central doctrine of the “master race.” In an
astonishing projection of National Socialism upon England, Wirsing argued that
in reality the British were the actual Herrenvolk. In their pretentious, exploitative
posture towards Europe, it was the British, not the Germans, who had failed to
understand that “a New Order is only possible if it is not founded upon the rule of
a Herrenvolk, but instead upon free partnership between free nations.” He
implored the Europeans to not be deceived by British attempts to slander German
intentions by twisting the German doctrine of Herrenvolk from its original
meaning (which was left undiscussed). The Herrenvolk doctrine, he dismissively
explained, was not the “important point” when it comes to the European New
Order. Rather, “[w]hen Germany professes its belief in the idea of a greater

Europe, in the long run this can never happen upon any foundation other than the
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voluntary cooperation of all European peoples. There is no other foundation that
would be sustainable.””*%

Another example of Signal ’s revisionism is the way Lebensraum (“living
space”) was reformulated in a mid-1942 article. “The concept of Lebensraum is
too often misconstrued,” an unnamed author explained; in fact, Germany’s
enemies falsely claim that “the German-coined concept of ‘Lebensraum’ implies
imperialistic tendencies.” Instead, the author insisted that the term Lebensraum
did not mean expansionism, and nor did it have anything to do with the unilateral
strivings of any single Volk; instead, it was actually an inherently supranational
concept:

First of all, it must be established that it [Lebensraum] does not mean the

space needed by a people to survive, space which therefore must be

conquered and controlled. To the contrary, it refers to a circle of

relationships, consequences, and reciprocal impacts between nations....
Lebensraum, the author continued, was never more than the pursuit of collective
European autonomy and creating new historical entities, for which the author used
Wirsing’s term “communities of peoples” (VOlkergemeinschaften). Lebensraum,
the author argued, simply referred to the space “inhabited by nations with the
same needs, by nations that are dependent of one another, and determined to give
their social and economic life a steadiness and security based on organizational

similarity.””108

07 See Giselher Wirsing, “Herrenvolk,” Signal, 2nd October issue 1943, 2-8.
108 From an article entitled “Lebensraum — Buzzword and Reality.” See “Lebensraum —

Schlagwort und Wirklichkeit,” Signal, 2nd May issue 1942, 2.
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Arguably the most important revelation in Signal concerns what it did not
contain: Rassenkunde (“racial doctrine”). Indeed, from the very beginning of the
publication, the core Nazi concept of race was comparatively absent from the
periodicals. That said, race was sporadically present via vague terminology such
as “blood,” imprecise deployment of racial synonyms such as race/nation, and, of
course, dichotomies which opposed “barbaric” Asia against “civilized” Europe.
Yet even when race was present (mostly in Signal ’s early years of publication) it
was explained through absurdly revisionist categories such as, for example, a
“European race.” One article from early 1942, for example, advocated for the
historical consciousness and solidarity of a “European race” or “Occidental race”
(used interchangeably). This race was simply defined as “white” in opposition to
“blacks” and “Asians.” As such, the article rebuked English practices of hiring
black soldiers in the First World War, and thereby betraying the “solidarity of the
European race.” Germany, in contrast, was supposedly unifying the European
race in the current war.1%°

Early editions of Signal often skirted the issue of race by handling the
various Axis nations in separate articles. But by the time Wirsing was in charge
Signal stressed the commonality of Europe’s nations as much as, if not more than,
their differences, often employing a unique term which expressed European
togetherness: Européische Voélkerfamilie (“European family of peoples”).
Curiously, such messaging openly incorporated Eastern European nations

otherwise understood in orthodox National Socialism as “sub-humans,” and this

109 A E. Johann, “Solidaritit,” Signal, 1st February issue 1942, 8.
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took place in Signal articles even in 1941 at the height of German euphoria on the
Eastern Front. In November, 1941, well before future worsened war prospects
would have necessitated it, Signal ran an article praising various Eastern
European ethnicities and deploring the way Bolshevism had withheld from them
the spiritually humanizing power of European civilization. Now, it was argued,
they could look to their European captors for re-humanization.*'® The idea of re-
humanization was a peculiar maneuver, because it enabled Wirsing to circumvent
the doctrine of Eastern “sub-humans” by suggesting that Eastern Europeans had
been temporarily made sub-human by an artificial communist regime. Take, for
example, Wirsing’s front-page lead-article from the last issue in 1943 titled “Dead
and Living.” In this article Wirsing contrasted for his readers the materialistic and
heartless practice of Bolshevist military burials with the beautiful practice by
which Russian soldiers allied to Germany bury their dead. How is it, Wirsing
asks, that the two practices, performed by people from the same country, are so
different? The answer, he suggests, is that the Bolshevists are not actually
Russians; rather, they have numbed and suppressed the “unchangeable substance”
of Russians:

It is thus clear that the Soviet burial methods correspond neither to the

Russian tradition nor to the Russian character; rather, that we are dealing

with a lamination of the Russian [character] ... which now needs to be
awakened in order to break through powerfully to its original form.

110 Willy Beer, “So Sieht der Sowjetsoldat Die Welt: ‘Signal‘ besucht ein Gefangenlager fiir
Sowjetsoldaten,* Signal, 2nd November issue 1941, 8, 16. “Nach 2 Jahren Sowjetherrschaft
wieder der erste Gottesdienst,” Signal, December Heft 1941, 16. “Fiir die Rechte ihrer Volker,

Signal, December issue 1943, 12-13.
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He continued: “Not until these recent years of war in the Eastern territories have
the German soldiers been able to understand that the unchangeable substance [of
Eastern peoples] has preserved itself much more intact that we could have
known.” “It is a matter of survival for Europe,” he asserted, that the Eastern
peoples are assisted in the quest to re-find this “unchangeable substance.”*!?

By the end of the war, Eastern Europeans were portrayed as equal, even
exemplary, members of European civilization. Take, for example, an article by
Wirsing titled “We, the Europeans” which was purportedly written based on his
experiences in the propaganda company on the Eastern Front. In this article
Wirsing narrated an inspirational story about a young man named Vladimir, a
Russian student turned soldier, who at the beginning of the war decided to defect
from his Red Army unit and travel many miles to the German lines. It was a long,
arduous journey, Wirsing explained, and only one thought kept him going: “[t]his
way leads me to Europe.” In this way, Vladimir was like many other Eastern
Europeans: “he expressed precisely what tens of thousands, indeed hundreds of
thousands, of Ukrainians, Russians, and Byelorussians hazily felt.” Wirsing did
not censor his admiration for Vladimir: “Only rarely have | so vividly felt that
special thing that defines Europe as | felt in conversation with this lanky, pale,
lively young Russian, who possessed deep in his heart such a firm image of what
it is that makes Europe.” For Wirsing, the experience with this young Russian
was evidence that Europe could not be defined geographically, but rather

spiritually:

111 See Giselher Wirsing, “Tote und Lebende,* Signal, 2" December issue 1943, 2.
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For all the geographers of the entire world Europe will never be definable.
It is more than a continent, Europe is a spiritual concept. Who a European
is - who belongs in our unigue and peculiar cultural community - can only
be identified by whether or not he professes himself to her, whether or not
he exists for her, whether or not he has planted his roots in her [in ihr
seine Wurzeln geschlagen hat].
The last sentence in that quotation is essential. Here, Wirsing took head-on an
established Nazi metaphor (racial roots) and rewrote it to counter its original
meaning. One’s roots were not inherited; instead, they were consciously
“planted” by the individual according to their free agency. Even for Russians,
Wirsing explained, Europe was a choice: “Vladimir was a European. He wanted
to think and feel as we do. He wanted to profess himself to us. Naturally, he did
not want to become a German; rather, he wanted to remain that what he is by
blood. But he wanted to do that as a European.!!? The above articles were not
exceptions to the rule. Indeed, Signal periodicals were strewn with a constant flow
of articles praising the various Eastern nations of Europe for their participation as
Europeans in the war against Bolshevism. In fact, the last magazine for the year
of 1943 was a special edition devoted entirely to praising the Eastern European
contribution to the war effort and intended to bolster Waffen-SS and Wehrmacht
recruitment drives throughout Europe.*3
There was, however, one ethnic group for whom Europe could not be a

choice: the Jews. Despite Nazi Europeanists’ persistent revisionism, the one Nazi

concept which they never rejected was the Jewish conspiracy. Indeed, Jews were

112 Giselher Wirsing, “Wir, Die Europder,” Signal, 2nd March issue 1943, 11, 23, 38.
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never incorporated into the European “family” by Signal. Furthermore, Signal s
peculiar form of cultural racism actually serviced a unique representation of Jews
in Signal: namely, the Jews as the primordial enemy of a unified Europe. Itisin
this vein that Giselher Wirsing, who had already made a name for himself as an
antisemitic writer in the 1930s, refashioned the Jews into the “elite troops of the
Anti-Europeans.” Rather than the historical enemy of the German race, the
pernicious Jews were expanded by Wirsing into an adversary of both “nations and
continents,” a devious enemy which had impeded Europe’s self-fulfillment at all
the important historical crossroads which otherwise could have led to European
unity .

Wirsing brought with him to Signal the concept at the core of his
Europeanism, the Grossraum-concept; in fact, while at Signal he even expanded
it. In particular, he added the notion of historical inevitability. The Grossraum

became more than a geographic space uniquely suited for economic and political

114 Giselher Wirsing, “Im Geheimen Einverstindnis: die Kerntruppe der Anti-Européer,*
Signal, 1st July issue 1943, 2. The antisemitism in Wirsing’s Europe-propaganda was
disproportionately aimed at the United States. He even used the front-page lead-article of the 2"
June issue in 1943 to elaborate on the conspiracy of a “nourishment crisis,” by which he meant an
intentional Jewish-organized starvation of the American public via a black market beat corporation
called “Meatleggers.” See Giselher Wirsing, “Meatleggers reservieren zwei Hammel fiir Madam
Smith,” Signal, 2" June issue 1943, 2. Another article suggested that American commentator
Walter Lippman was a Jewish agent organizing an alleged American shadow war, or
“underground war,” against the British. See Giselher Wirsing, “Hammer oder Amboss sein,”

Signal, 1% April issue 1943, 8, 11.
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cooperation; rather, the Grossraum became a cultural community endowed with a
collective past and therefore future as well. Just as if the Grossraum had replaced
class in Marxism, history became a struggle of Grossraum([s]. Under Wirsing’s
leadership, Signal integrated the Nazi slogan of a “New European Order” into
historical narratives which presented the Second World War as the culmination of
a world historical development: namely, the integration of nations and states into
Grossraum[s]. The New Order of Europe was interpreted as the birth of the
European Grossraum. A Grossraum, then, was an updated version of the racial
community in orthodox National Socialism, a revolutionary political, economic,
and cultural collective historically armed with the capacity to defend themselves
from inorganic, foreign influence. For Signal’s writers, history had, in a reverse
Spenglerian sense, reached a wonderful new civilizational epoch which
“calculated politically and economically with Grossraum[s] ” and would leave
behind the era of the nation-state.!*> As Wirsing explained in a mid-1943 article:
“The unfolding of our century reveals that the most important phenomenon of our
age is the development of great continental units which have displaced all other
problems that have consisted between individual peoples and states.”!8
Consequently the Second World War was never presented as a conflict of nations

or races; rather, Signal declared, “the struggle of continents has begun.”**’

15 F W. von Oertzen, “Vlkerbund? — Volkergemeinschaft! Was Genf unmdglich war, und
was in Zukunft méglich sein wird,” Signal, 1st July issue 1941, 8-11.
16«Was ist Europa wirklich?* Signal, 1st June issue 1943, 35-37.

117 This line was likely drawn from Wirsing’s book Der Masslose Kontinent.
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Similarly, the National Socialist revolution was sometimes reformulated as a
Raumrevolution (“continental revolution™).'!8

Signal writers were so committed to this new spatial paradigm that they
discussed it not only as a European phenomenon, but as the “natural” telos for all
continents across the globe. In this way, they could imbue their message with an
ethos of global inevitability. One method Signal employed in this respect was to
repeatedly map the Tripartite pact with Japan onto this continental outlook: “The
three powers do not view it their responsibility to replace the English imperial
system with a new one of similar form, but rather to organize spheres of influence
which are determined geographically, politically, and economically according to
nature.”*'® A common refrain, surely taken from Foreign Office propaganda, was
“Leave Europe to the Europeans” and “Leave Asia to the Asians.” As one article
explained: “We are fighting together with Japan so that every continent of the
earth can determine its path according to his own will: the European according to
his, the East-Asian according to his, also the American, the Indian and that of the
Middle-East.”*?°

Economically, the Grossraum doctrine was situated into the interwar

debates as the perfect compromise between international free-trade and national

118 |bid. Giselher Wirsing, “Dai Toa Kyoeiken: 500 Millionen unter Japans Fiihrung,* Signal,
2nd June issue 1943, 18, 23.

119 «“Von Genf Nach Berlin: Wie der Pakt zwischen Deutschland, Italien und Japan entstand,*
Signal, 2nd April issue 1942, 8.

120 A E. Johann, “Solidaritit,” Signal, 1st February issue 1942, 8.
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autarky. Grossraumwirtschaft, or “Grossraum economics,” as they called it,
taught that all Grossraum[s] were geographically capable of providing for
themselves and therefore did not require dependence on the inconsistency of
international free trade where a “crisis in some corner of the world” could cause
chaos at home.'?* At the same time, they were large enough to overcome the
short-sighted isolationism of national autarchy. Thus, national protectionism in
the form of tariffs or otherwise was equally a threat to European living standards
and therefore heavily criticized.*?> The actual proposed policies presented in
conjunction with this Grossraum-economics ultimately represented a wide-
ranging list of demands for economic integration, including: de-regulation of
interstate transportation within Europe; de-regulation of the interstate passport
entity thereby creating a “constant traveling populace across our continent”;
“...determining, via accepted trade contracts, the specific quantity of goods while
guaranteeing pre-determined established prices”; and “an economically united, no

longer divided by tariffs, independent market...”*?* This economic package was

121 “Bisher-Heute-Morgen: Drei Kapitel Uber aktuelle Wirtschaftsfragen des Kontinents,*
Signal, December issue 1942, 61-65.

122 «Soederstroem kauft eine Uhr,* Signal, 1st July issue 1943, 23.
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presented as a genuinely socialist project. To be sure, the National Socialists had
always presented the Nazi Party as the genuinely socialist party, but Signal
writers felt that with Grossraumwirtschaft they had discovered the anticipated
solution to the social crisis of the early twentieth century: “Between Bolshevism
and Capitalism stands Europe, which sees in socialism the necessary care of the
state for the welfare of its people.”*?* Under Wirsing’s leadership, Signal
associated this future European socialism with various historical predecessor
movements with which the Nazis never would have associated: for example the
Social Democrats of Bismarck’s era as well as the turn-of-the-century
Kathedersozialisten.!?® “A laborer,” one article explained, “cannot consider
himself honored until he has obtained guaranteed employment, security for his
retirement, assistance for sickness, unemployment and maternity, and assurance
that wife and child will be taken care of in the case of death.”*?® Grossraum
economics, then, replaced the salvific national community of Nazi propaganda
with a new redeemer from liberal capitalism: the self-sustaining, integrated
European Grossraum economy.

Perhaps Signal 's most blatant revision of National Socialism was its
alteration of Social Darwinism. Take, for example, and article written by an
author named Hans Bacehr, which attempted to fuse the European “continental

ideology” with social Darwinism, but in doing so he turned Social Darwinism on

124 “Ein Program fiir Europa, Signal, 13th issue 1944, 38.
125 Walther Kiaulehn, “Das Bist Du, Europa,“ Signal, 13th issue 1944, 23-26, 30, 34.
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its head. Essentially replacing race with European culture, Baehr argued that the
earth’s Darwinian struggle for existence was a cultural phenomenon, even
describing Europe as an organic Kulturgemeinschaft (“community of culture™)
which was inevitably transformed over time into a Lebenskampfgemeinschaft in
order to survive extinction (Lebenskampfgemeinschaft translates roughly to
“community struggling for existence”). History was therefore not presented as a
struggle of competing races, but of competing cultural communities. In spite of
the frequent occurrence of conflict between European nations in past and present -
in reality, Baehr argued, European nations were actually unconsciously “unified
in essence.” “[OJur peoples,” Baehr explained, were part of a “united historical
process and, in spite of their differences, all cooperative stones in the European
match.” Thus, in total contradiction to Nazi ideology, the European races were
subliminally “cooperative” and “united” in a historical metanarrative of European
cultural struggle against the East and West. According to Baehr, it was not the
racial Volksgemeinschaft but the European Lebenskampfgemeinschaft that would
organically evolve towards “her rights and responsibilities.” The ultimate victory
of this new community could not be stopped. It was, he explained, “nature’s
natural selection.”?’

It would be a mistake to conclude that this continental concept was a

repudiation of National Socialism. The calculus in Signal was to replace the Volk

with the continental community (“the European Volkergemeinschaft”), a new and

127 Hans Baehr, “Europa als Lebenskampfgemeinschaft,“ Signal, 1st August issue 1942, 12,
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more inclusive foundational myth from which to derive all political theory. This
was an attempt to make National Socialism accessible, palatable, and more
modern by mutating key characters and concepts. Signal writers, like Nazi
ideologues, consistently portrayed the Second World War as Europe’s continental
struggle against the inorganic Weltanschauungen (“world ideologies™) of the
Eastern Bolshevism and the Western liberalism. Against the mechanistic
collectivism of the former, and against the spiritually defunct individualism of the
latter, Signal writers promoted a discussion of nature’s “laws,” Europe’s
“naturally-derived organic origins,” and the idea of cultural-historical
“organisms.”?8 Such rhetoric appears to mirror the neo-Herderian ideas of
National Socialism, but the absurdity of such a vélkisch ideology in Signal, of
course, was that Europe was not by any stretch a Volk. Hence, nature’s laws
could not be formulated as racial; they were, instead, rather awkwardly and
vaguely reformulated as cultural. This incongruity was exposed, for example, in
an article by Wirsing from early 1944. In it, Wirsing denounced both Western
liberalism and Eastern Bolshevism because neither ideology was “volkisch.” The
solution he went on to advocate, though, was not the German Volk; instead, “[t]he
European solution must be the solution,” he explained, “the middle between both
extremes.”?° In this way, Wirsing subtly disassociated the concept of volkisch

from the concept of race and attached it to the concept of culture.
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Signal at the End of the War

By 1944, Signal writers were consistently arguing that the European
continental epoch was the inevitable culmination of history. On a theoretical
plane this is comparable to Nazi historicism, which placed the Nazis at the end of
a historical struggle of races. However, unlike the Nazis, the historical actor (the
organic community driving European historical development) was not the
German Volk; instead, it was the European continent and its civilizational spirit
(for which the term “Europdertum” was used). Signal frequently published
articles on European history, beginning usually with Greco-Roman classical
antiquity. Tracing the path of Europe rather than nations, the articles explored
Europe’s dialectical rise to the present, a time when political and economic
unification had finally become ripe and necessary.® In complete contrast to Nazi
historicism, Signal often bemoaned the age of nationalism and the rise of nation-
states, describing such historical processes as unfortunate steps backward in the
evolution of European unity. Too often, Signal argued, Europeans blindly
followed “the archaic nationalism of yesterday” (altiberkommener
Nationalismus) into disastrous “European Civil Wars.” Unlike Nazi reverence for
the emergence of exclusive nations in Early Modern European history, Signal
mourned these new nationalisms for the way in which they fostered “false

strivings for power, a culture of ‘elect peoples’, geopolitical aggression, and wars

130 «“yohin Geht Europa? Signal, 2nd June issue 1943, 23-26.
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of robbery.”*3! Wirsing and his writers frequently drew upon a long-term
perspective of European history, in which the Greeks overcame their inter-state
European civil wars by defeating the Persians and in doing so created a “unifying
community of culture” based on a “unified European consciousness” that was
passed down to the Europe of the Middle Ages. Unfortunately, however, this
metaphysical cultural unity was destroyed from within during the Early Modern
era which inaugurated a period of European Civil Wars. This kept Europeans
from acknowledging their intrinsic unity and blinded them to the incursions of
“foreign continents” such as, eventually, the United States under Woodrow
Wilson. In this way, Wirsing conceptualized the Second World War as the long-
awaited, restorative “war of European unification” against the incursions and
remaining influence of “non-European powers.”*32 The war then, despite all of its
horrors, contained a dramatic silver lining - it was, as Wirsing explained,

“birthing the self-consciousness of the European continent.”!33

B8l“Eyropiische Kirchturmspolitik,* Signal, 17th issue 1944, 10-13. Walther Kiaulehn, “Das
Bist Du, Europa, Signal, 13th issue 1944, 23-26, 30, 34. To be sure, many early war articles on
European history attempted to have it both ways, arguing that nationalism, although unfortunate
for European unity, was a necessary stepping stone in Europe’s historical path: “The idea of
[European] unity had to give way to the narrowest of interests. It may well be that this detour was
necessary.” See “Endlich Soll Europa Erstehen,” Signal, 2nd June issue 1941, 16, 27. By the end
of the war, under Wirsing, Signal rarely made such concessions to nationalism.
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In the final years of the war Signal responded to impending Nazi defeat
with an increasingly radical Europeanism, culminating ultimately in a
reevaluation of German national identity. Indeed, Wirsing and his writers became
increasingly obsessed with the notion of “identity” (for which they used the
German term Bewusstsein), arguing that the European revolution necessarily
altered identity. In short, the seriousness with which Signal writers handled their
new European Weltanschauung eventually necessitated the creation of a new
European identity. For if Europe was truly the essential paradigm for viewing the
world, past and future, then Europeans would therefore need to think and feel
European. Anything short of this would delegitimize the integrity of their
elaborate European conceptualization. Signal, in its earliest periodicals, made
little or no attempt to develop a supranational European identity. Instead, the
various nationalisms of the continent (including German nationalism) were
praised with sympathetic articles. However, as the European ideology was
increasingly cemented into the narrative, the inconsistency between nationalism
and Europeanism became too pressing. Signal’s response was to position
nationalism and Europeanism in a kind of symbiotic relationship, purporting that
the two were mutually reinforcing. Originally, this European identity was
presented as a compliment to national identity. As one article explained, “[t]he
German spirit has never refused to assimilate the realization of other European

spirits; indeed, from the depths of the Hellenistic spirit, he [the German spirit]
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views himself European.”*3* By 1943 Signal had coined the term for this
European identity: Europaische Idee (“European idea“) or Europa-Gedanke (“the
Europe-concept”). In the first stages of this identity discussion, Signal writers
routinely stressed the compatibility of this Europe-concept with national identity
even when the logic was completely nonsensical.

In 1944 a new tone established itself. By this point, the “German
leadership” narrative had long since given way to a burgeoning discussion of
transnational equality and the sovereignty of European member states in a
politically integrated “continental unit” (kontinentale Einheit). In late 1943
Signal was running an article series titled “Europe on the Way Towards a New
Weltanschauung” — a not too subtle reformulation of yet another Nazi concept,
Weltanschauung, or “world ideology.” By 1944 the war was consistently
portrayed as the necessarily violent endpoint of a historical teleology towards
“European unification,” a process which would replace the nation-state
provincialism of old.3 Wirsing frequently described the future Europe in terms
of a “federation of all peoples on the continent” (Bund aller Volker des
Kontinents). Europe, he explained, would be a

federation that grants every people, large and small, the same right to

existence and the same potential for development. A federation that is
founded upon the recognition, which we Europeans have made, that this
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war is not about a mere coalition-war, such as earlier alliances, but rather
the recognition that we are a family.®

As a consequence of these developments, nationalism was increasingly
diluted and a common European national identity was proposed. The most
unashamed advocacy of a new European identity eventually came in articles
penned in the very last months of the war. At this late date there was no longer
any need for Europeanism — the war was clearly lost and the Reich no longer
extended over any non-German territories. Indeed, the last editions of Signal
subtly hint that Wirsing and his writers were losing hope in the war. In fact, as
will be discussed in chapter six of this dissertation, American CIA records reveal
that in late 1944 and early 1945 Wirsing worked on a covert project to author a
series of defeatist SS-reports in an ultimately failed attempt to convince Himmler
to oust Hitler in a coup and approach the Western Allies with diplomatic
reconciliation. Yet, as late as April, 1945, Wirsing was still opining on behalf of
Nazi propaganda in Signal and energetically espousing a fanatical European
resistance. One article, after describing nationalism as “excessive” and
“chauvinist,” proceeded to argue that a new-age European identity necessitated a
disavowal of nationalism. It is worth quoting at length:

[European nations] will not be justified degenerating into the mistake of a

stubborn and archaic Chauvinism. From this point of view, today’s

national hero will be tomorrow’s European traitor. It will therefore be
necessary to design all educative programs of the European states upon the
foundation of a new collective identity [Gemeinschaftsgefiihl]. The

accustomed historical consciousness of many nations will therefore have
to be displaced. The youth of tomorrow should consider itself, above all

136 Giselher Wirsing, “Die Geburtstunde des Europiischen Soldatens,* Signal, 2nd June issue

1943, 8-13.

124



else, a European youth. Everything that is undertaken towards this goal

should be placed in the service of this new consciousness, including

school, literature, music, travel, radio, and film. Tomorrow’s Europeans
must consider themselves Europeans when visiting other continents unless
they want to be ridiculed, and eventually subjugated, by other
conscientiously unified continents as a result of their being Swiss,

Germans or Frenchmen. 3’

Few quotations could better reveal Signal ’s internal paradox. A propaganda
periodical in the service of the Nazi regime had come to repudiate, by name,
German national identity.

Signal challenges the frequent claim the Nazi Europeanism was merely
opportunistic and/or mostly limited to eccentric academics. First, circulation
numbers illustrate that millions of readers were exposed to this periodical, and the
fact that Signal was a commaodity (sold for consumption on the private market
rather than enforced as propaganda training) further reinforces its claim to
influence. Second, the length to which these authors went to codify their
Europeanism with historical teleology and map this revisionist vision onto Nazi
ideas suggests that they took their Europeanism seriously. Unlike some
disingenuous Nazi propaganda elsewhere, the idea of Europe in Signal was not
merely an empty and sporadic supplement; rather, Wirsing made his Europe-
concept the central theme around which the entire publication revolved. To be
sure, the increasingly desperate situation on the Eastern Front certainly provided

an impetus for a more focused and fanatic anti-Bolshevism, and the circulation of

Signal reached its zenith after Stalingrad. However, as we have seen, Wirsing’s

187 “Was wird aus der Jugend? “ Signal, 5th issue 1945, 4. “Was sind deine Aufgaben nach

dem Kriege?“ Signal, 5th issue 1945, 26-30.
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network was trafficking in Europe-propaganda well before the Nazi invasion of
the Soviet Union in 1941 as well as before the war irreversibly turned against the
Nazis in 1943. Furthermore, Signal continued its Europe-propaganda until the
very end of the war, even when Germany no longer occupied non-German
countries. Signal was never merely a response to Germany’s evolving war
prospects; rather, the evidence suggests that Signal was a real attempt to come to
terms with the globally expanding scope of the conflict and, importantly, the
genocidal nature of totalitarian conflict. Signal writers never acknowledged the
mass murders taking place in Nazi-occupied Europe. But by situating the Second
World War at the end of an inevitable “continental” narrative of Europe’s
historical journey, the unprecedented crimes and violence of National Socialism
could be rationalized as the mere historical collateral damage in Europe’s
inevitable and salvific birth into a new, modern era. A passage by Wirsing from
late 1944 illustrates this point:
In the last few years of this war Signal has unceasingly championed the
thesis that this war ... 1s nothing more and nothing less than the
preparation for a genuine unification of the European nations, a unification
which alone can guarantee the survival of Europe as a meaningful world
factor. That such a process could only take place with the greatest of
difficulties, blood, and tears is something we never denied. But we have
said that these sacrifices are small in proportion to the destiny into which

the continent is progressing.13®

Conclusion: Das Zeitalter des Ikaros

After the war, American intelligence services were surprisingly unaware

of, or at least uninterested in, Wirsing’s role in one of Nazi Germany’s most

138 Giselher Wirsing, “Am Abgrund des Hasses,” Signal, 19th issue 1944, 10-11.
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influential propaganda organs.**® Much of this had to do with a prioritized focus
on Wirsing’s insubordinate SS-reports prepared secretly in the RSHA in the last
months of the war. But another reason is that they failed to take his Europeanism
seriously, dismissing his Europe-propaganda as “deceptive verbiage.”*4’ Despite
uncovering a good deal of evidence vis-a-vis Wirsing’s complicity in National
Socialism, American intelligence services initially believed a story Wirsing
himself was fond of telling: namely, that looking beyond his prewar and early war
association with Nazi politics, Wirsing ultimately came to oppose the Nazi regime
and attempted to revise it from the inside. “Wirsing,” one of his original
interrogators argued, “is undoubtedly a courageous man if compared to the
common run of Germany’s scribes.”**! A subsequent interrogator took at face

value Wirsing’s claim “to have disapproved of the Nazi concept of a ‘New Order’

139 Most interrogations, collected reports, and prepared biographies either omitted his work at
Signal or merely glossed over it. A few documents noted his work for Signal in passing but failed
to understand the significance of either his role or the periodical as such. This was because
Wirsing, for good reason, was less than forthcoming about his work for Signal, which continued to
the very end of the war and compromised his self-presentation as a kind of quasi-resistance
operative.

140 United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,
MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

141 “Draft Reports from MFIU No.3 (Third Army Interrogation Center),” July 30, 1945,
United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263,

Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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in Europe.” As a result of Wirsing’s successful obfuscations with initial
interrogators, he was seen as a potential ally in postwar reconstruction, evaded
postwar justice measures (denazification) with a mere “fellow-traveler” status and
small fine, and was even briefly employed by American intelligence services as a
research assistant. The contradictory path of Wirsing as an ardent propagandist
yet covert defeatist with a record of oddly revisionist ideas and even opposition to
Nazi race policies resulted in a truly amorphous subject for American intelligence
operatives. His earliest interrogators, then, were misled into a false representation
of his war-time behaviors. But the Americans kept an on-going record and
investigation into Wirsing for decades after the war. Already by the end of 1946,
one American intelligence operative was beginning to re-assess and criticize the
earlier leniency towards him:

Prisoner’s role and importance in Nazi Germany are hard to assess. There
IS no convenient category into which he falls easily: his SS rank was of no
significance, and even during his most influential period he was a mere Lt.
in the German Army. Yet Prisoner’s political influence has been of
significance.... Prisoner’s claim that he was not a Nazi is not well
founded. He was not, it is true, a believer in the Nordic blood myth. He
can point to his frequent clashes with the Propaganda ministry, with
Bormann, Dietrich, Goebbels, and Ribbentrop, to his cautious public and
private criticism during the final stages of the Third Reich (“The war is
lost — let us save Germany”), and finally to his timid intrigues to have the,
so he believed, more malleable Himmler replace Hitler. But in 1940,
when German domination over Europe was almost complete, Prisoner
could still talk of moral value, reasoning post factum as he had done
before, that external force was an unimportant trapping of a transitional
stage which would weld Europe into the political and cultural unity of a
pan-German Commonwealth, thus proving once more to the intellectual
and doubting minority that Nazi methods were historically inevitable and,
therefore, excusable and in the long run unimportant. The record of the
Nazi regime is a grim historical fact, for which Prisoner must accept some
responsibility. His share in the war guilt was that he shored up a vicious
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and cowardly dictatorship by giving it moral values and a historical
perspective which he knew to be false.!4

This agent’s ill-fated attempt to hold Wirsing accountable displayed an admittedly
shallow understanding of Wirsing’s Europeanism, but he very correctly identified
Wirsing’s complicity justifying and supporting the Nazi empire. What he and all
other interrogators missed, however, was the fact that Wirsing energetically
continued to propagate his Nazi Europe-concept until the end of the war despite
his simultaneous defeatism.

Indeed, although Wirsing told American interrogators that he recognized
the war’s futility in August, 1944 and consequently began his insubordinate SS-
reports, in reality his passionate calls for supporting the Nazi war effort continued
until the very end of the war, and not just in Signal.**® In addition to his work for
Signal, Wirsing continued throughout the entire war to publish his Europeanism
to explicitly German audiences as well. His pre-war intellectual magazine, Das
XX Jahrhundert, continued to be published during the war, and he used it as a
platform for exposing Germans to his arguments in Signal. In the early 1940s

Wirsing hired his former Tat-Kreis colleague, Ernst Wilhelm Eschmann, to co-

142 United States Counter Intelligence Center, Interrogation Section, “Final Report on Stubaf,”
October 25, 1946, United States National Archives and Records Administration at College Park,
MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57, folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”

143 For Wirsing’s August, 1944 claim, see “Draft Reports from MFIU No.3 (Third Army
Interrogation Center),” July 30, 1945, United States National Archives and Records
Administration at College Park, MD, RG 263, Records of the Central Intelligence Agency, box 57,

folder “Wirsing, Giselher.”
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edit the periodical and incorporate his audacious calls for a revision of German
nationalism.** The periodical frequently published other former members of the
Tat-Kreis, Waffen-SS propagandists, and Foreign Office propagandists,
including: Ferdinand Fried, Wolfgang Hopker, and Karl Heinz Pfeffer,
Additionally, Wirsing published his final war-time book in 1944 titled Das
Zeitalter des lkaros: Von Gesetz und Grenzen unseres Jahrhunderts (The Age of
Ikaros: A Study of the Laws and Limits of our Century). 4

The purpose in Ikaros was to doctrinally codify his “European idea” into a
political philosophy on par with Marxism and liberalism and thereby justify
uncompromising commitment to the beleaguered Nazi regime. Wirsing explained
in a correspondence to Carl Schmitt while writing the book that he hoped to
anchor the European idea as a “spiritual concept as opposed to its geopolitical or
otherwise vague myths.”**® Wirsing began his book arguing that the world was

experiencing a “crisis of cultures” in which modern technology, politics, and

144 1n March, 1943, Das XX Jahrhundert began publishing only once every two months.
According to his correspondences with Carl Schmitt, Wirsing likely had Schmitt publish in Das
XX Jahrhundert (with pseudonym) and the magazine was apparently sold in large quantities to the
German military. Wirsing mentions, for example, that the German navy received 10,000 copies
per issue. See Giselher Wirsing to Carl Schmitt, October 26, 1943, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-
Westfalen, Duisburg, Germany, RW 265/18327.

145 Giselher Wirsing, Das Zeitalter des Ikaros: Von Gesetz und Grenzen unseres Jahrhunderts
(Jena: Eugen Diederichs Verlag, 1944).

146 Giselher Wirsing to Carl Schmitt, October 26, 1943, Landesarchiv Nordrhein-Westfalen,

Duisburg, Germany, RW 265/18327.
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economics were breaking down centuries of religious and social association; in
short, the traditional way of life was “collapsing,” and this had been foreseen by
various anti-modern philosophers. The world, as evidenced by the current war,
was reaching the critical stage of this “collapse.” But those, such as Spengler, who
correctly diagnosed European decline failed to escape their “fearful” predilections
for “Occidental cultural pessimism.”**’ Their mistake, and that of other “pathetic”
reactionary conservatives, was a failure to realize that the proper prescription was
a partial re-birth rather than an unrealistic roll-back of history. As such, the laws
of nature would find a new, modern expression.**® Specifically, this new
expression was the Grossraum, and it was finally bursting onto the scene of world
history as a consequence of the current war.**° Wirsing parceled the world into
four emerging Grossraum(s]: “the European, East Asian, Soviet, and Anglo-
American.” The rest of the world, he argued, was either not yet transitioning into
a Grossraum or their fate (such as China and India) was undecided between
various Grossraum|s].

The notion that the current war was about “nationalism,” Wirsing argued,

was merely a “shadow” or “superficial appearance” left over from the early stages

147 See Wirsing, Zeitalter des lkaros, 69-70.

148 |bid., chapter 1.

149 Wirsing took his readers through a history lesson of Europe in order to illustrate that the
past can be read into the current European “attempt at unification.” There had been three previous
“attempts at unification” in the nineteenth century, all of which failed for their insufficient
commitment to overcoming the French Revolution: Napoleon, the Holy Alliance between Russia,

Austria, and Prussia, and the Pan-European movement. Ibid., 57-61.
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of the conflict.™®® Quite similarly to Karl Marx, Wirsing argued that nationalism
and liberalism were a specific stage of history inaugurated by the French
Revolution. They were not necessarily bad; in fact, economically speaking “[t]he
idea of our age,” he argued, “could not emerge until man had become Lord of his
own creations, the machines.” But the ideal of equality ultimately enslaved
human beings to capitalism, while the ideals of nationalism and popular
sovereignty degenerated into chauvinism and European Civil Wars. The
“Grossraum era,” however, would reclaim the valuable aspects of both liberal
capitalism and nationalism. As for liberal capitalism, the economically stable
Grossraum-units would preserve local “natural hierarchies” and institutions while
also facilitating modern levels of economic production. Second, unlike
democracies which fail to see that politics is based on the Schmittian friend-
enemy distinction, Grossraum[s] would be politically organized such that
“natural” forms of European governance would be allowed to emerge, in other
words: dictatorship. As such, Grossraum[s] offer the last line of defense against
the twin universalistic imperialisms of the United States and the Soviet Union,
both of which desire to export unnatural, “foreign” forms of governance to
Europe. As for retaining the valuable aspects of nationalism, he explained:
Nationalism is receiving a new purpose. As a Volkergemeinschaft
[community of peoples], it is definitively moving beyond chauvinism and
the pent-up prejudices of our ‘traditional enmities’. Nationalism is losing
its exclusive character, which through the increasingly small size of

Europe had become an unbearable anachronism. However, it is retaining
its original capacity to integrate historically developed groups of people.

150 1bid., 26-27.

132



Nationalism, then, was transforming into a something larger, the
Volkergemeinschaft, which, he explained, was a “higher unit that transcends the
national unit, and which is historically pre-determined as we see in Europe and
East Asia, and needs only to be completed.”*>! But, he warned, Europeans should
take heed: Europe, although an organic “higher unit,” would lose yet another
chance to complete its historically destined unification if Europeans did not have
the strength and courage to fight back against the “universalistic civilizations” of
“Americanism” and “Sovietism” in the present war. In other words, the age of the
Grossraum could only redeem Europe alongside some form of Nazi victory in the
Second World War.

Michael Geyer has argued that the fanatical resistance of the German
population in the late stages of the Second World War were undergirded by a
concept he calls Endkampf, or “final struggle.” In contrast to Nazi propaganda
promising a miraculous Endsieg, or “final victory,” many Germans, he argued,
were actually not delusional about the war’s prospects. However, because they
perceived the First World War to have been a national surrender, German
nationalists, he argues, came to believe that some kind of final victory could still
be achieved in defeat. By zealously devoting themselves to the struggle, even in

the thrall of defeat, they believed they could plant the seeds for a rebirth of the

151 1bid., 29.

133



national revolution after the war.*®> Nazi Europeanists such as Wirsing developed
a discourse of Endkampf for their Europe-concept. Although increasingly
disillusioned with Nazi leadership and resigned to the hopelessness of the war,
they maintained a fervent belief in the postwar viability of the Europe-concept.
Yet, despite eventually detaching the Europe-concept from Nazi ideology, Nazi-
Europeanists such as Wirsing continued to place their talents in the service of the
war-effort until the very end. Wirsing’s late-war Europe-propaganda in Signal
and other publications such as Ikaros suggest that his disillusionment with
National Socialism and his insubordinate SS-reports were not, as U.S. intelligence
officers believed, born of a genuine change of heart and an opposition to the Nazi
regime. To the contrary, Wirsing propagated Nazi Europe-propaganda until the
conclusion of the war and only chose to oppose the regime because he believed
that its current leadership was failing his European revolution. Wirsing’s
disillusionment with National Socialism at the end of the war, then, had more to
do with the priority he placed on his Europe-concept. Wirsing was no anti-Nazi,
but his prioritization of the Europe-concept over National Socialism would prove
to be an important foundation for his postwar migration away from political
radicalism. As his encounter with U.S. intelligence agents after the war
illustrates, Wirsing was uniquely positioned to distance himself from National

Socialism in the postwar period. This is a pattern displayed in the lives and work

152 Michael Geyer, “Endkampf 1918 and 1945: German Nationalism, Annihilation, and Self-
Destruction in ed.s Alf Liidtke and Bernd Weisbrod, No Man’s Land of Violence: Extreme

Wars in the 20" Century (Géttingen: Wallstein Verlag, 2006), 35-68.
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of other Nazi Europeanists as well, such as, for example, Europe-propagandists in

the Foreign Office — the subject of the next two chapters.
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Chapter 3: “Europe to the Europeans!” — Nazi Europeanism
in the Foreign Office

Introduction

Despite their revisionist and increasingly unorthodox European ideology,
Giselher Wirsing and his writers were able to avoid censure in large part because
Signal operated in a nebulous realm couched between the Wehrmacht and the
Foreign Office which was outside of Reich Propaganda Minster Goebbels’s
authority. Signal, a joint venture between the Foreign Office and the Wehrmacht,
was initially edited and censored by the Foreign Office. But as the war
progressed the Foreign Office was gradually pushed out of its role directing the
largest propaganda organ outside of the Reich, the responsibilities for which the
Wehrmacht subsequently delegated to Wirsing’s editorial direction.! However,
the Foreign Office oversaw a plethora of propaganda projects of its own. In the
late 1930s and at the beginning of the Second World War, Joachim von
Ribbentrop, the Foreign Minister, successfully amalgamated under his command
the chief authority for propaganda outside of the Reich’s borders. Consequently,
the Foreign Office became one of the most important networks for secondary-
level propaganda and subsequently for conservative advocates of the Europe-
concept, many of whom used their propaganda positions in the Foreign Office to
expand the reach of their Europeanism. After the war, many of these figures -

including Paul Karl Schmidt (head of the Foreign Office Press Department) and

! Rainer Rutz, Signal: Eine Deutsche Auslandsillustrierte als Propagandainstrument im

Zweiten Weltkrieg, (Essen: Klartext, 2007).
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his assistant Hans-Georg von Studnitz, Axel Seeberg (coordinator of the Foreign
Office’s Berlin-based academic think-tank), and Klaus Mehnert (director of
Foreign Office propaganda in the Far East) - took their ideas about Europe with
them the into their new journalistic callings in postwar West Germany.

The most important academic research project into the propaganda of the
Foreign Office was completed by Peter Longerich, whose primary argument is
that the Foreign Office successfully exploited the limits of Joseph Goebbels’s
Propaganda Ministry and established itself as the largest propaganda apparatus
independent of Goebbels.? He argues that the “polycratic” web of competing
Nazi bureaucracies with undefined lines of authority allowed Ribbentrop and his
subordinate Foreign Office administrators to establish themselves as the highest
authority over Nazi propaganda in occupied territories outside of the borders of
the Reich.® They even made inroads into Goebbels’s sphere of domestic
propaganda by printing their propagandists in local papers, publishing a foreign
policy monthly in Germany called Berlin-Rom-Tokio, and placing many
institutions of academia in Berlin under their authority. Naturally, this produced a
fierce competition and animosity with Goebbels’s Propaganda Ministry, and
Longerich’s book is a political history of the power struggle between these

bureaucracies. As such, Longerich devotes very limited attention to propaganda

2 Peter Longerich, Propagandisten im Krieg. Die Presseabteilung des Auswartigen Amtes
unter Ribbentrop (Munich: Oldenbourg, 1987).
3 Longerich envisioned his argument as a contribution to the “functionalist” model for

understanding the administration of the Third Reich.
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content, suggesting that there was little difference between the propaganda
content of the Foreign Office and Goebbels’s Propaganda Ministry.* To be sure,
Longerich acknowledges that Foreign Office propaganda revolved around the
term “Europe,” but his methodological decision to focus on political rivalry at the
expense of propaganda material led him to the conclude, like so much of the
literature on Nazi Europe-propaganda, that it was largely an empty falsehood
because its practitioners were unwilling or unable to concretely formulate a
postwar political entity.®

The following two chapters, based primarily on a collection of documents
from the Politisches Archiv des Auswartigen Amtes in Berlin as well as
documents from the Bundesarchiv in Berlin-Lichterfelde, will review Nazi
Europeanism in the Foreign Office and illustrate that the Foreign Office was one
of the institutions in the Third Reich where Nazi-Europeanists found space to
articulate their wide-ranging re-conceptualization of National Socialism and
broadcast it to millions of Germans and non-Germans alike. This chapter
specifically will examine how the Europe-concept was developed, organized, and
disseminated in the higher levels of the Foreign Office, and how it became the
center of Foreign Office propaganda narratives under the leadership of Karl
Megerle, the propaganda commissioner of the Foreign Office and close assistant
of Ribbentrop, as well as Paul Karl Schmidt, the director of the Press Department.

A subsequent chapter will introduce a few smaller and lesser known appendages

4 Longerich, Propagandisten im Krieg, 106-108.

® 1bid., 89, 105.
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of the propaganda apparatus of the Foreign Office and examine them as case-
studies for the dissemination of Nazi Europeanism. Importantly, both chapters
deal with Foreign Office Europe-propagandists who will re-appear in part 11 of
this dissertation in their roles as high-ranking journalists in West Germany. As
such, these two chapters build upon the recent historical research into continuities
between the Foreign Office and the political culture of West Germany.® This
chapter will begin by first examining how Nazi Europeanism came to find a home
in the Foreign Office and then outlining the unique shape and form that it took.

Karl Megerle and the Origins of Nazi Europeanism in the Foreign Office

The Foreign Office propaganda apparatus was a collection of various
departments, the most important of which were: the Press Department, the
Information Department, the Radio Department, and the Cultural-Politics
Department. These departments’ primarily responsibilities and accompanying
figures pertinent to this chapter are outlined in Appendix A below. These
departments directed the various propaganda projects undertaken by the Foreign
Office outside Reich borders. However, the substance of their propaganda was
not arbitrarily determined by each respective department; instead, propaganda in
the Foreign Office was organized and disseminated primarily by two individuals
who, at different times during the war, obtained the title of Beauftragter fir

Propaganda (“Propaganda Commissioner”), an office in close proximity to

6 See, most notably, Eckart Conze, Norbert Frei, Peter Hayes, and Moshe Zimmermann, Das
Amt und die Vergangenheit: Deutsche Diplomaten im Dritten Reich und in der Bundesrepublik

(Munich: Karl Blessing Verlag, 2010).
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Ribbentrop and, in fact, administered within his “Main Office” (Ministerbiro).
The Propaganda Commissioner worked closely with Ribbentrop and was tasked
with organizing propaganda narratives which were subsequently distributed to the
various departments for the purpose of simultaneous and unified propaganda
messaging. The first Propaganda Commissioner was Martin Luther, the former
diplomat to the United Kingdom, who was appointed after the Nazi victories in
the summer, 1940, and who used the position to both expand the scope of Foreign
Office propaganda as well as complete what Longerich calls the “Nazification of
the Foreign Office” by increasing the share of Nazi party members in key
propaganda positions and cementing the Foreign Office’s role in the Holocaust.’
A key step in the centralization of propaganda narratives in the Foreign Office
came with the invasion of the Soviet Union in the summer, 1941 when Ribbentrop
authorized under Luther’s leadership the creation of a “Propaganda Committee”
(Propagandaausschuss) designed to “intensify foreign propaganda” and subject it
to “constant monitoring and examination.”® The Propaganda Committee
proceeded to remake the propaganda narrative of the Foreign Office in light of the
European crusade against Bolshevism. The key figure in this transition was Karl
Megerle, a propagandist appointed to serve as one of Luther’s chairs in the
Propaganda Committee, who later replaced Luther and secured the title of

“Propaganda Commissioner” for himself.

" Longerich, Propagandisten im Krieg, 58.

8 1bid.
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Karl Megerle, born 1894 in Southwest Germany, was a high school
teacher (Volksschullehrer) at the outbreak of the First World War but volunteered
for enlistment at the beginning of the war, was heavily wounded, and received the
Iron Cross, second class. Like many conservative nationalists he completed
university training (in German History and Philosophy at the University of
Tibingen) in the early 1920s and ultimately received his Ph.D. In the mid-1920s
he worked briefly as a teacher, but according to a Foreign Office biographical
sketch he departed because of “differences with the socialist and democratic
teachers and administration.” Instead, he pursued a career in conservative
journalism, starting at the Miinchen Augsburger Abendzeitung and later the
Hamburger Nachrichten. While it is not clear whether or not Megerle joined the
Nazi Party during these years, by 1931 he had begun working for various papers
known as fronts for the party: the Berliner Bérsenzeitung, the Volkischer
Beobachter, the Westfalische Landeszeitung, and the NSZ-Rheinfront. In 1934 he
was hired as an aid in Goebbels’s Propaganda Ministry working on propaganda
concerning Austria. Rewarded for his service, in 1938 he was given the
ceremonial position of a representative in the Reichstag.® At the beginning of
1939 Megerle began doing some scholarly work for the “German Institute for
Foreign Policy Research” (Deutsches Institut fir Aussenpolitische Forschung), a
subsidiary academic organization of the Cultural-Politics Department of the

Foreign Office formerly of the Berlin University and under the direction of

¥ “Lebenslauf — Dr. Karl Megerle,” October 19, 1938, Politisches Archiv des Auswirtigen

Amtes in Berlin, Germany, RZ 236/R 27667.
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Friedrich Berber, which coordinated academic research on questions supplied by
the Foreign Office.X® In August, 1939 Megerle began working directly for the
Foreign Office when he was invited to the same journalist conference to which
Giselher Wirsing was invited, and which was discussed in the previous chapter of
this dissertation. There, both he and Wirsing accepted the invitation to work for
the Information Department as researchers and advisers on international affairs.!
Together with Wirsing and a few other journalists, Megerle worked for over a
year in this advisory capacity to the Information Department of the Foreign
Office. Itis difficult to ascertain the whether or not this is where Megerle was
first acquainted with Nazi Europeanism. But the close proximity and cooperative
work with Wirsing strongly suggest that this was the case.

Charting the emergence of Nazi Europeanism in the Foreign Office is a
challenging task, because the incomplete records of the Foreign Office during the
Second World War do not contain a separate folder for the Propaganda
Commissioner or for the Propaganda Committee. However, they do contain a
separate folder for Megerle’s personal collection, which, albeit scattered and

incomplete, contain hundreds of articles and writings by Megerle. Additionally,

10 Megerle to Aschmann, January 18, 1939, Politisches Archiv des Auswartigen Amtes in
Berlin, Germany, RZ 236/R 27676. Megerle to Kleinlein, May 5, 1939, Politisches Archiv des
Auswaértigen Amtes in Berlin, Germany, RZ 236/R 27676.

11 “Lebenslauf — Dr. Karl Megerle,” October 19, 1938, Politisches Archiv des Auswirtigen
Amtes in Berlin, Germany, RZ 236/R 27667. Longerich, Propagandisten im Krieg, 51. See

additionally, chapter two of this dissertation.
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the folders for the various propaganda departments within the Foreign Office
include amongst their collected memaos the various orders from the Propaganda
Commissioner and the Propaganda Committee. When pieced together these
sources illustrate that Megerle was the inspiration and impetus for Nazi
Europeanism in the Foreign Office, having advocated as a journalist for the
Information Department in favor of the Europe-concept as early as June, 1940
under a slogan which he later made a center-piece of Foreign Office propaganda:
“Leave Europe to the Europeans!”

Megerle’s Adoption of Nazi Europeanism, 1940

Before the Nazis came to power in the early 1930s Megerle had begun
working as a foreign policy editorialist in the Berliner Borsenzeitung (BBZ), a
paper with a circulation at one point as high as 40,000 under the editorial
direction of Walter Funk, future Minister of Economics in the Third Reich.
Megerle continued to write regularly in the BBZ even after beginning
employment at the Foreign Office.*® In early 1940 the brunt of his argumentation
was that the British Empire was deceiving Europeans and Americans into
servicing British imperial interests. Germany, Japan, and Italy, however,

represented a “Community of Destiny” (Schicksalgemeinschaft) opposing British

12 peter de Mendelssohn, Zeitungsstadt Berlin: Menschen und Méachte in der Geschichte der
deutschen Presse (Frankfurt a.M.: Ullstein, 1982), 457-458.
13 The records of the Foreign Office in Berlin suggest that he wrote regularly for the BBZ

through at least 1942,
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domination of Europe and imperialism as such.** Megerle’s willingness to bend
the ideological rules of National Socialism was already evident in February, 1940
when he wrote an article defending and softening the doctrine of Lebensraum as
“a planned economy within a closed territory composed of several states. The
economy of these states would have to be constructed in such a way that these
states complement one another.” His article attracted significant and even
sympathetic foreign attention, especially in the Swedish press: “In this way his
[Lebensraum] program proves to be a significant upgrade on the originally
National Socialist idea of an exclusively German program of self-sufficiency.”
Already in this article from early 1940 Megerle was criticizing nationalism,
which, when excessive, he described as a “unique barrier in the realization of the
entire idea [of Lebensraum].”*®

In the summer of 1940 Megerle began to develop ideas about a future
Europe in the BBZ. On June 16™, 1940 he developed for the first time what
would become a central propaganda slogan in Foreign Office Europe-propaganda:

“Leave Europe to the Europeans!” Displaying what would become a key pattern

in Foreign Office propaganda, Megerle pursued his ea