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INTRODUCTION

A fundamental problem in writing about Germans or Germany 

during the period 1933-45 is chronological. We are close to the 
period concerned; many of the actors, at least the secondary ones, 
are still living and part of the drama is still being played as 

evinced by the present-day division of Germany, the continuing 
West German interest in prosecutions of figures of that era, the 
recent Eichmann trial in Israel, and the fact that Germany is on 
the agenda of any conferential relationships between the two parts 

of our split world. And, most difficult of all, the overall period 
has already been judged in countless books, in the Nuremberg trials, 
and in the activities of the postwar Germans themselves.

What is there left to write about? Che might say that a 
book such as Shirer's"'' sixteen hundred page catalog has told every
thing that needs to be known about the period. According to a 
cover of one edition, reviewers and at least one scholar have 
praised it as "superb history" and a "definitive work". Yet

1William L. Shirer, ^ e  Rise and Fall ^f the Third Reich 
(New Yorks Simon and Schuster, I960).

2Frederic L. Schuman, of Williams College, who is quoted as 
saying that it is "The definitive work on Nazi Germany." See back 
cover of Crest reprint (Greenwich, Conn.: Fawcett Publications, 
Inc., 1962). For an adverse report, see Klaus Epstein, "Shirer's 
History of Nazi Germany", Jhe Review of Politics. XXHI, No. 2 
(April, 1961) pp. 230-245.
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standing back and looking at all of the carefully documented pages

in a more reflective mood, one is tempted to ask, MIs it?" Shirer

started with a predetermined point of view; his pre-war experiences

in Germany were well covered by his dispatches and a work treating
3of his day-to-day experiences.-' One knew very well what he thought. 

But to amass facts and accept them uncritically in order to support 

a predetermination is not producing "superb history" and may be 
missing much that is valuable in its great effort to determine that 

the National Socialist regime in Germany was evil and was run by 
evil men. On this point, no further proof should be needed. But 
after several years of accepting this point of view one is troubled 

by the question, ,rWhat did they do in their spare time?" Did the 

leaders of National Socialist Germany spend every waking hour in 

devising fiendish means of exterminating other peoples? After all, 

Napoleon did not use all of his time in overrunning Europe; he 

spent some hours in Paris in organizing and administering his state.
If.Even an old soldier like Marbot had to recognize the necessity for 

commonplace activity in between the interminable campaigns. There 
must be some positive elements in the creation and administration

^William L. Shirer, Berlin Diary (New York: Alfred A.
Knopf, 19*4-1).

General Baron de Marbot, Memoires (Paris: Iábrairie 
Plon, 1891). 3 Vols. Marbot, according to his own account
accompanied Napoleon in all his major campaigns, including at 
least two trips through Russian Poland and Byelorussia.
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of a modem state from which we can draw some lesson other than the 
purely negative one that "this was not the way to go about it."

Part of this reaction, on the part of the writer, is a 

normal human dislike of having prejudices ready-made and packaged. 

Most of the works on National Socialist Germany betray the con

tent by the title or sub-title. This was to be expected during 
the pre-war and war years when ’’Caesars in Goose Step”, "Men of 
Chaos", and "The Voice of Destruction" were eye-catching, descrip

tive, and prophetic. But now, twenty years after the demise of 

Hitler, one would expect a more dignified treatment of the sub
ject than, for example, "Heydrich— Hitler’s Most Evil Henchman",*’ 

a book which contains much useful information and hitherto little- 
known photographs but loses much in effectiveness because it has 

the appearance of a propaganda pamphlet. Of much more appeal is 

Laqueur’s "Russia and Germany"^ which loses not one whit of read

ability by a scrupulous maintenance of standard and dignity.
In most cases the prominent figures of the Third Reich make 

poor subjects for biography. Hitler’s most recent biographer in
•7English is Bullock who has produced a reasonably good standard 

work. The other German figures, ever since the thirties, have

'’Charles Wighton, Heydrich (Philadelphia and New York : 
Chilton Co., 1962).

^Walter Laqueur, Russia and Germany (Boston: Little, Brown 
and Co., 1965).

^Alan Bullock, Hitler (New York: Harper and Bro., 1953).
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been treated in varying degrees of rumor, myth, and innuendo. All 

of these men would be extremely difficult to describe in a sympa
thetic manner— their careers and activities were such as to. place 

them in the category of "unpersons” after their demise; the German 
biographies produced in the heyday of National Socialism are little 

more than propaganda pamphlets which remind one of Bertram Wolfe’s 
description of Stalin's rewriting of his own background— "a man

Qwho has succeeded in inventing himself.”
o

One exception is a recent biography of Goering. The 
author, an Irish churchman and former diplomat, apparently knew the 
Goering family well and takes issue with the popular character

izations of the Reichsmarshal, especially as given by Shirer in his 
The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich. The book is well-written and 

dispassionate in tone and presents an entirely different picture of 
Goering from the one to which we have become accustomed. If the 

author leaves much unsaid about his subject, at least he is ac

quainting us with facts of which we were unaware nor were inclined 

to forget— Goering's superb World War I record, his exemplary 
family life, and his spirited defense at Nuremberg. A lawyer by 

training, the author defends the Reichsmarshal as his client and 

admits very little which would be damaging to his case. But if 
he performed no other service, he causes the student to look at

g
Bertram D. Wolfe, Three Who Made a Revolution (Boston: 

Beacon Press, 19*+8), p. 426.
9Charles Bewley, Hermann Goering and the Third Reich 

(Toronto: The Devin-Adair Co., 1962).
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"histories" of the National Socialist era with a much more critical 

eye than before.

From this broad discussion, one might think that the writer 

was contemplating a history of the National Socialist movement in 
Germany. Such is not the case; resources, time, and ability will 

not permit it. But any consideration of German World War H  oc
cupation policy in the East must inevitably consider the phenomenon 
of National Socialism insofar as the student is able. As such it 

will refer back at least to 1933 and, in some cases, to the formation 
of the National Socialist Party in 1919. In its inevitable con
sideration of a political movement, it will in large part be pre

occupied with a state of mind— the state of mind of the policy 

makers and of the leaders who conceived and gave the orders. If 

this seems an illogical method of treatment, it can be said truth

fully that human actions, especially relating to war, occupation, 
and the subjection of enemy peoples are no less illogical.

A thorough study of German World War II occupation policy 
in the East has been made by Dallin.1^ It is unlikely that any 
further major work of this type will appear for some time. A 

separately published bibliography'*'1 includes everything which had 
been discovered on the subject up to 1957« The author is scrupu

1 )̂Alexander Dallin, German Rule in Russia. 194-1-1945 (London: 
Macmillan and Company, 195lY*

^Alexander Dallin, comp., The German Occupation of the USSR 
in World War II: A Bibliography (Washington: Department of State 
External Research Staff, 1955)*
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lously accurate, reserved in his judgment, and temperate in his 

language. But every little facet of the problem which Dallin 
covers so thoroughly raises unanswered questions. In a monumental 

work of this type, one cannot expect the author to give complete 
biographies of the principal figures; yet often the policy maker*s 

“state of mind“ is brought about by the sum of his own background 

and character. The extensive quotations which Dallin necessarily 
employs to illustrate his points make the whole book difficult to 

assimilate. Upon repeated reading, one is bothered by the problem 
of how many of the documents were of an official nature. This 
question was supposedly settled by the Nuremberg trials; all docu

ments which were used were determined by competent examiners to be 

authentic. Without challenging the legal authorities at Nuremberg 
or Dallin, is it not possible that in the mass of material col

lected at the demise of National Socialist Germany many half-com

pleted and never-implemented projects were included? In that they 

bore the stamp and authority of the persons in power, these pro
jects were official, but what weight did they have in actuality?

Some, like Rosenberg*s “Reich Church” project, may have been dropped
almost at the beginning. How trustworthy were the judgments in

12Goebbels• diaries? In fairness to Dallin, he considers this aspect 
carefully and thoroughly, but in view of the mass of material with

12Joseph Goebbels, The Goebbels Diaries (New York: Doubleday 
and Co., 19^8). The appraisal of Rosenberg as an impractical bung
ler is expressed frequently by the author.
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which he was working, it would be almost a superhuman task to pass 
reasoned judgment on all of it.

Some further investigation concerning the minds and moti
vations of the principal National Socialist leaders remains to be 

done. For this reason the writer has dwelt, perhaps more than was 

necessary, on the background of Alfred Rosenberg. He can be dis

missed, as he usually is, as an utterly muddled man, a confused and
13shallow philosopher, as a weakling who "greedily, childishly. . .

1h,stretched out his hands for power. . .". However, the fact re
mains that for more than twenty years he remained in the upper 
Hitlerian hierarchy. Whether or not this was only due to the 

"contemptuous loyalty"^ which Hitler supposedly bore toward him 
will probably never be known just as one cannot say positively that 

he was only a simpleton who actually believed in the new 

Weltanschauung while his colleagues cynically regarded it as only 

a means to preserve power. Regardless of his sincerity,^ it is

13
14

15 
16-,

Shirer, £he Rise and Fall $£ the Third Raich, pp. 142 and 209. 
Dallin, ojj. cit.. p. 26.

Bullock, 22.. cit.. p. 54 n.
Ibid. Bullock believes that Rosenberg was the most sincere 

of the National Socialist leaders. Goebbels in particular seems to 
have regarded ideas as weapons and not as something to be believed in. 
Hitler's analysis of propaganda is well-known. At times he was able 
to regard himself with detachment and repeat the German phrase, "Weisst 
du nicht, mein Sohn, mit wie wenig Verstand die Welt regiert wird?
(Do you not know? my son. with how little understanding the world is 
governed?) a saying attributed to Swedish King Gustav Adolphus' Prime 
Minister, Axel Qxenstiema. See Adolph Hitler, Mein Kampf (New York: 
Houghton Mifflin Co., 1939) p. 270.



xiii

doubtful that he ever will be a subject for popular biography; his 
books and pamphlets will remain dust-covered and unread, a curious 

monument to uncritical erudition.
The best single primary source for a study of German policy 

in World War II is the collection of documents assembled for the 

Nuremberg War Crimes Trials. These exist in various editions, the 

most complete of which is the "Blue Series", a ^2-volume compila
tion entitled Trial of the Major War Criminals (Nuremberg: Inter

national Military Tribunal, 19^7-49). More manageable and accessible 
is the smaller "Red Series" entitled Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression 

(Washington: US Government Printing Office, 19^6-47) in eight 

volumes with supplements. The books are not indexed and the com
mentaries are biased; the authenticity and the translations of the 

documents, however, are generally accepted.

Memoirs of the principal figures are interesting and serve

to remind the student of the diversity in human characteristic;

Franz von Papen, Memoirs (London: Andrew Deutsch, 1952) gives an

impression of old-school dignity in the midst of National Socialist

upstarts. Critics of the Nuremberg trials such as Bewley and 
17Wormser help to keep one in perspective and furnish a nagging 

reminder that all that has been written is not necessarily true.



PART I

THE SETTING

This paper is concerned with one aspect of German policy 
toward the temporarily occupied territories in the East during 
World War II— the antecedents and the organization of the German 

civil ministry charged with the administration of occupied areas 
within the Soviet Union. Officially, the agency was known as 

the Reichsministerium fuer die besetzten Ostgebiete or Reich 
Ministry for the Occupied Eastern Territories; it is most fre

quently referred to as the Ostministerium and will be so designated 

herein. Throughout its existence it was headed by Alfred Rosen

berg. The bulk of former Poland and that part of the Soviet 

Union allotted to Rumania (Transnistria) were excluded from its 

jurisdiction; therefore we shall be dealing entirely with Soviet, 
if not exclusively Russian, territory. The paper is not concerned 

with military government, except in the transitionary phase im
mediately after conquest or under threat of reconquest, where it 

is possible to give some continuity to the account of what hap
pened. At the same time, it does not treat in any detail of the 

other agencies involved with wartime responsibilities in the East 

such as Goering's economic offices, Heinrich Himmler's SS, the
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Labor Front, the Propaganda Ministry, von Ribbentrop’s Foreign Of

fice, or Martin Bormann*s National Socialist Party agencies. Where 

these organizations enter into the account, it is assumed that their 
functions are generally understood and that their activities will 

be shown only when they encroach upon the responsibilities of the 
Ostirdnisterium.

in the case of Germany*s venture into the East, it is neces
sary to make a sharp distinction between military government, that 

is, the government administered by the uniformed (and usually com
bat) troops on the spot and "civil" or "later occupation" govern
ment. The first was usually guided by a policy of expediency, 

despite the careful staff planning which may have taken place be
forehand; it had no further goals than to maintain stability, 
enlist such support as was desired from the civil population, and 

ensure, insofar as possible, that its areas were sufficiently 

pacified so that the troops were free to concentrate on their 

missions. It was simple and straightforward. The military men 

responsible were not usually theorists; they tended to look upon 

their stay as temporary and their areas only as a base for further 
operations. Civil government, which was introduced after the area 

had undergone a sufficient degree of pacification, may have been 
administered, in some cases, by uniformed personnel and hence 
tended to blur the lines between military and civil; it was usually 

at this stage that the theorists of the occupying power had the
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opportunity of putting their ideas into practice. It was more or 

less benevolent than the strictly military variety, depending upon 

the persons in charge; it was probably less efficient, and was 

bound to be controversial.

There were many power groupings in National Socialist Ger
many and, at one time or another in the course of the war, all of 

them expressed some interest in the administration of the East.
For our purposes, four of these groupings are considered as being 

most involved in the occupation of Soviet territory:

a. The Ostministerium of Rosenberg.
b. The Armed Forces.

c. The SS of Heinrich Himmler.

d. The Foreign Ministry of Ribbentrop.^
The conflicts and disputes among these four agencies con

tinued throughout the period of the war. Whenever affairs reached 

an impasse because of disagreement, the matter was usually settled 

by a Hitlerian decision; often this fiat represented a solution for 

the moment but indicated little consistency of policy.

How could such inconsistency of policy come about in a 
totalitarian state? Che of the supposed advantages of a dictator
ship is that it can minimize or suppress all disagreement and can 

present a united front in the face of crisis, in war, or just in

^Alexander Dallin, German Rule in Russia 19^1-19^-5 (London: 
Macmillan and Co., Ltd., 1957) p. 20, lists eight major foci of 
power, including Hitler himself, Bormann, Goering, and Goebbels.



getting ahead of its neighbors. It answers neither to public opin

ion nor to the next election; it can pursue whatever course the will 
of its leaders determine is necessary. Why then should there be 

any question of "conflict" and "dispute" and why should there be 
any difficulty in the resolution of the differences of its sub
ordinates ?

In the case of National Socialist Germany, probably the best 
answer to this question was given by the British historian, Trevor- 

Roper, in the results of his investigation into the death of 
Hitler:

"We must recognize that Hitler was not a pawn; that the 
Nazi state was not (in any significant use of the word) 
totalitarian, and its leading politicians were not a gov
ernment but a court— a court as negligible in its power of 
ruling, as incalculable in its power for intrigue, as any 
oriental sultanate.

". . .only policy, not administration, was effectively 
controlled at the center. . . .  In Nazi Germany neither war 
production, nor man-power, nor administration, nor intel
ligence, was rationally centralized.

"The structure of German politics and administration, in
stead of being *pyramided* as the Nazis claimed, and 
‘monolithic* was in fact a confusion of private empires, 
private armies, and private intelligence services."2

In his analysis of the reasons for this seeming paradox, 
Professor Trevor-Roper points out that "irresponsible absolutism

2H. R. Trevor-Roper, £he Last Days gf Hitler (New York: 
Macmillan and Co., 19^7), Introduction, p. ii. Trevor-Roper, as 
a representative of British Intelligence, was commissioned to 
investigate the demise of Hitler and his staff. His findings have 
not been disproved and his analysis of the power structure of 
National Socialist Germany in its last days remains as the most- 
quoted authority on the subject.
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is incompatible with totalitarian administration." Politics is 
an uncertain beast at best and men whose positions are vulnerable 

because of the power which they wield must protect themselves 

against surprise. The private empires and private armies con
tinue to grow and the "politics becomes the politics of feudal 

kanarchy."
One major element of power in this consideration cannot 

be ignored— the power of Adolf Hitler himself. The history of 
National Socialist Germany would show that, despite plots and 
counter-plots, bomb blasts and desertions, the Fuehrer and his 
immediate staff maintained the substance of final authority until 

the bitter end; policy and the "last word" were totalitarian. 
Administration in a specific area may at times have degenerated 
into confusion but when Hitler turned his mind toward a partic

ular field, he was usually able to impose his will. Nor was his 

assumption of authority over any one activity a mere formality 

or propaganda gesture. When, in December, 19^1» Array Commander-in-

Chief von Brauchitsch resigned and Hitler assumed his post, the
<£8S9&nd*rf y£ t ict-- Corps befc- '$

3

Ibid.. p. 1. 
i+Ibid., p. 2•

3
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army leaders in the field soon learned who was boss./ In the ad
ministration of the occupation in the East, the Fuehrer’s personal 
interest assured that he would not only set policy but would inter

fere in the administration to an extent that he would on occasions 

assume the post of Ostminister himself. Just as Franklin D. 

Roosevelt became his own Secretary of State, Hitler at times became 
his own Foreign Minister, Security Chief, Economic Czar, and Minis
ter for the East, in addition to maintaining his position as Cora- 

mander-in-Chief. One of the more fascinating aspects of his tenure 

of office is a comparison of the general consistency of his own 
views with the confusion and vacillation of his subordinates; it is 

not strange that he is called one of history’s "terrible simpli
fiers". He himself believed that one of his great gifts was that 
of being able to reduce the most complex problems to their simplest

■7proportions. When he succeeded, he approached genius; when he

See Alan Clark, Barbarossa: The Russian-German Conflict 
(New York: William Morrow and Co., 1965) p. 182. Most of the top 
commanders before Moscow were relieved in December, 19^1-January,
19^2; one, Colonel-General Hoepner, a Panzereruppe leader, was pub
licly cashiered. For a somewhat later example, General von Wieter- 
sheim. Commander of the 1̂ 4-th Panzer Corps before Stalingrad, was 
dismissed in August, 19^2, sent back to Germany, and ended his military 
career as a Private in the Volkssturm in Pomerania in 19^5. See Clark, p. 233«

H. R. Trevor-Roper, introductory essay on "The Mind of 
Adolf Hitler", in Hitler’s Secret Conversations (New York: Farrar, 
Strauss and Young, 1953)* P* xxx. See also Friedrich Meinecke, The 
a§32S£n. Catastrophe (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 
1950) p. 1. Meinecke quotes a prediction of Jakob Burckhardt in the 
nineteenth century that terribles simolificateurs would come to rule.

7Trevor-Roper, "The Mind of Adolf Hitler", p. xxiii, quoting 
Hermann Rauschning in an interview with Hitler in the early 1930's.
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failed, he exposed all of his own frightening inadequacies. In his 

conception of the great land to the East he had in substance no more 

profound knowledge than a Munich taxi driver; he was able to express 

and repeat ad nauseum every banal saying about Russia which had ever 
entered the mind of a German. He could employ experts whose competence 

was beyond question and at the same time completely ignore their ad

vice with a wave at the map and a declaration that "no schweinhund
8 swill ever evict me from there."

An amusing exercise of the thirties and earlier wartime years 
was in pointing out the ludicrous inconsistencies of National Social
ist racist theories. Thus there was the joke that the true Nordic 

or ideal Aryan was "as blond as Hitler, as tall as Goebbels, as
gslender as Goering, and as virile as Roehm." Again, when General 

(later Field Marshal) Erhard Milch was shown to have had at least one 

Jewish parent, Goering is said to have stated in effect, "I decide 

who is an Aiyan" and Milch continued as Inspector-General of the 
German Air Forces throughout the war. Hitler*s and Rosenberg’s 

implications that Jesus Christ was an Aryan were probably based on 

the writings of Houston Stewart Chamberlain;^ the outburst that 

ftClark, cit.. p. 76.
9Albert R. Chandler, Rosenberg’s Nazi Mvth (Ithaca, N. Y.: 

Cornell University Press, 19^5), p. 70.

^Houston Stewart Chamberlain, The Foundations of the Nineteenth 
Century. (London: John Lane the Bodley Head, 1911), 2 Vols.
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Wilhelm II was of "Jewish ancestry""'"'*' appears to have been Hitler’s 

thought in a moment of pique.

The National Socialist type of racism can be fully dis

credited and will still crop up in thought, statement, or political 

activity, and will probably be lurking somewhere in the mind of man 

as long as people inhabit the earth. As a pillar of the Hitler- 

Rosenberg policy and as a fundamental part of Rosenberg's expressed 

beliefs, anti-Semitism must be examined with relation to the Soviet 

Union. From the time of the October Revolution in Russia, the belief 

has been held in many quarters that Bolshevism is somehow a "Jewish 

plot", international in scope, by which the Jew, in addition to his

normal trade of usury has now assumed the somewhat paradoxical
12character of a revolutionary. His ultimate goal is world domi

nation. This belief, like many components of our mythology, has 

some relationship to, if not basis in, fact; otherwise it would have 

long since collapsed of its own weight. Many of the early Bolshevik 

leaders, such as Trotsky-(Bronstein), Zinoviev (Radomyslski),
13Kamenev (Rosenfeld), and Adolf Joffe were undeniably of Jewish origin.

Adolf Hitler, Hitler's Secret Conversations (New York: Far
rar, Straus and Young, 1953) (No. 294) 20 August 1942, p. 526.

^Walter Laqueur, Russia and Germany (Boston: Little, Brown 
and Co., 1965) traces this belief to Rosenberg's promotion of "The 
Protocols of the Elders of Zion".

^Quitted is Karl Marx himself, who was of Jewish parentage, 
primarily because he died long before the Bolshevik-Menshevik split 
occurred aid before there was any such thing as a Communist leader
ship in Russia. Paradoxically enough, Marx appears to have been 
anti-Semitic in some of his own writings. See M. M. Bober, Karl 
Marx's Internretation of History (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 
1948), p. 69.
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The fact that these leaders had international aspirations for the 

Communist movement is reflected in the name of their theme song 

and the organization through which they attemptedto maintain dis

cipline among their members in other countries. This much of the 

story is true; there were several Jewish Bolshevik leaders and 

Communism was an international movement. But when we consider 

that the rival Social Revolutionaries and Mensheviks also had 

Jewish leadership and that these leaders were eliminated to a man 

by exile, imprisonment, or death, the case becomes somewhat more 

cloudy. In 1917* immediately after the October Revolution, the 
Bolshevik leadership was unable to produce anyone in authority 

with sufficient knowledge of the language of Soviet Jews in order 

to start a newspaper. It is apparent that none of the top early 

Bolshevik leadership were Jewish in culture or religion. Trotsky 

himself was the son of David Bronstein, a Jewish colonist-farmer 

who had taken up the offer of Alexander II to settle steppe lands 

north of Kherson in the 1870*s. Practically illiterate, he pro

bably would have had difficulty in expressing any cultural or
1̂4-religious philosophy whatsoever. If such an argument were pre

sented to Hitler or Rosenberg, however, they probably would have

Bertram D. Wolfe, Three Who Made a Revolution (Boston: 
Beacon Press, 19^8), pp. 183 ff•

1^
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responded with the German couplet, not unknown in West Germany today:
Was er glaubt ist einerlei,
Die Rasse ist der Schweinerei.
It’s not the faith that they embrace,
The swinishness is in the race.

As a final thought on this matter, if we were to accept the 

existence of a Jewish-Bolshevik-international leadership in the early 

Soviet Union, we would be forced to admit that all of its important 

representatives with the exception of Lazar Kaganovich were disposed 

of even before World War II.^ When this was pointed out to Rosen

berg in 1937» as the great purges were getting under way, he re

sponded in effect that it was just a case of "one bunch of Jews kil
ling another."^

Be all this as it may, the fact remains that the specter of 
the "Slav-Tartar body (ydth aj| Jewish head"^ epitomized the Hitler-

Modified to fit English without real sacrifice in accuracy; 
quoted in Chandler, on. cit., p. 100. Another version is given in 
Milton Mayer, They Thought They Were Free (Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 1955) P« 119• Still another version is given in 
Christopher Hollis, "The Mystery of Jewish Survival", Studies: An 
Irish Quarterly Review. XXX (June-December, 19^1), p. 217.

^See Abdurakhman Avtorkhanov, Tekhnologiva Vlasti (The Tech
nology of Power) (Munich: TSOPE, 1959) p. 69, for a working-level 
discussion ca. 1930 of the "derussification" of the Communist Party 
Central Committee, first in favor of Jews (Trotsky, Zinoviev,
Kamenev) then in favor of Caucasians (Stalin, Mikoyan, Ordzhonikidze).

17Alfred Rosenberg, "L*U.R.S.S. Eniuivhe". an essay in Y. M. 
Sicard, L* Avenir de l'Allemagne (Paris: Fernand Sorlot, 1936), 
pp. 157-161.

18Letter Hitler to Otto Strasser, May 21, 1930, as quoted in 
Dallin, 2E* cit.. p. 9.
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Rosenberg policy toward the East; it was easy to understand and 

coincided with German domestic policy. Hitler, as we have stated, 

was the master of the gross and popular simplification. His 

language was that of a tabloid journalist or pamphleteer and his 

prejudices were those of the common man. When he returned from the 

front in 1916, and saw in the rear areas that "almost every clerk 

[was] a Jew and every Jew a c l e r k h e  was expressing something 

that a former front-line soldier could understand. When he brought 

Rosenberg into his fold, he had a man whose erudition and intel

lectual capabilities were far superior to his own, who had first

hand knowledge of the potential enemy in the East, having been 

born in Reval and having attended school in Moscow. Rosenberg 

could carry out stifficient research to prove Hitler*s theories and 

could furnish a faith for National Socialism in its formative 

stages, in its drive for power, and finally in its great gamble in 

the East. As we shall see, Hitler eventually repudiated Rosenberg 

but this was due to military pressures and a gradual disillusion

ment with everything that did not promise speedy military victory; 

all of Hitler*s immediate subordinates with the exception of 

Goebbels, Admiral Doenitz, and Martin Bormann were repudiated before 

the end.

^Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 
1939) p. 251.
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20It could be argued that Hitler's often-quoted statements to 

the effect that German expansion could only be at the expense of 

Russia are basically true. Germany, a continental power relatively 

small in area, has had little opportunity for expansion in other 

directions, such as through international commerce, overseas colo

nies, fisheries, tourism, or other devices by which less-favored 

nations have been able to some extent to overcome their own limi

tations. In the case of Germany, expansion must be by land and 

probably must be eastward. Leaving aside the moral aspects of 

seizing one's neighbor's land, the beliefs cf Hitler himself usually 

reflected his self-styled genius for simplification. In the complex 

realm of agricultural appraisal, it could be stated categorically 

that Hitler was no farmer. He confused physical expanse with pro
ductivity and would have been a true follower of the nineteenth- 

century American who believed that ’’every man loves land.? This 

is not necessarily an exclusively Hitlerian or German characteristic. 

Europeans, in looking at the United States, often see only the sheer 

expanse of land as it would appear on the map; location, produc

tivity, accessibility, or climate are secondary in their consider

ations or are not considered at all. The only thought in their minds 

is that there is an enormous expanse of land in this country and it 

is not exploited properly in their view because of our own sloth,

Ibid.. Chapter XIV.20
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ignorance, or sloppinass. Thus Hitler's appraisal of the Russian 

expanses should not be looked upon as a particular example of 

National Socialist perversity. Rather his statements on the sub

ject, as on so many other subjects, provide the quintessence of the 

popular approach:
"It is inconceivable that a higher people should pain

fully exist on a soil too narrow for it, whilst enormous 
masses, which contribute nothing to civilization, occupy 
infinite tracts of a soil that is one of the richest in the 
world; we painfully wrest a few metres from the sea, we 
torment ourselves cultivating marshes and in the Ukraine 
an inexhaustibly fertile soil, with a thickness, in places, 
of ten feet of humus, lies waiting for us."2l

Where the records of Hitler's informal discussions with his 

subordinates have been preserved, they show his statements on many 

subjects delivered with profound assurance. In the field of agri

culture, land use, or husbandry, these statements were probably 

not taken seriously by his subordinates, but they in turn did not 

feel free to question anything he had said. At times Hitler de

scended into charlatanism, reminding one of the pseudo-science of 
the side-show:

"We owe the present fertility of our soil to the deforest
ation of Italy. If it weren't for that, the warm winds of 
the South would not reach as far as here. Two thousand years 
ago Italy was still wooded, and one can imagine how our un
tilled countries must have looked. "22

"We shall therefore let the marshlands continue to ex
ist, not only because they will be useful to us as fields 
of maneuvers, but also in order to respect the local

Hitler, Secret Conversations (No. 23) 23 September 19^1,

pO
Ibid.. (No. 61) 2 November 19^1, p. 91«

21
p. 32



climatological conditions, and to prevent the desert 
from gradually encroaching on the fertile regions. The 
marshes play the role of a sponge. Without them, it 
might happen that a whole crop was wiped out by a wave 
of heat. "23

When he encountered any disagreement with his cherished 
views, he was blunt as always in his disapproval:

"I have just read in the Hoheitstraeger the assertion 
that the soil of the Ukraine is no more fertile than that 
of Germany. All I can say is that the article must have 
been written by someone who knows nothing of agriculture.
If the same amount of endeavour were exerted here in the 
Ukraine as is exerted by the farmer in upper Bavaria, 
the rich black soil of the former would offer a far 
greater yield. The office theorists are invariably men 
who have had no practical success in life."24

Hitler was not modest in his expectations of what superior 
German agricultural techniques could do:

"If we increase agricultural production in the Ukraine 
by only 50 percent, we provide bread for twenty-five to 
thirty million more people. To increase the production 
of the Ukraine by 50 percent is a trifle. . . . The same 
point of view is equally applicable to the Baltic coun
tries and White Russia, which also have a surplus 
production."25

This ambitious program may have borne some semblance of 

reality in the case of the Ukraine although Hitler was indicating 

that the Russians were incapable of farming the land on which they 
had lived for centuries. His inclusion of White Russia (Byelorussia) 

as an area of “surplus production" would indicate that he was not

^ Ibid.. (No. 28) 28 September 19^1» p. 39.
Oji
Ibid.. (No. 310) 3 September 19^2, p. 557. 

^ Ibid.. (No. 68) 12 November 19^1, p. 105.
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concerned with statistical fact or actuality. Byelorussia, the 

home of the famous Pripet Marshes, has been the scene of large- 

scale military operations in recurrent wars over the years. What 

little natural bounty the land has possessed has been periodically 

devastated in the movement back and forth of large armies, the ac

tual military operations conducted there, and the switches in 

sovereignty to which it has been subjected. If any country could 

qualify for the title of “buffer state” this would be it. Indeed, 

it was precisely because it was one of the poorest parts of the 

Tsarist Empire that it was reserved largely for Jewish settlement, 

continuing the policy originally instituted by the Polish King 

Casimir the Great in the fourteenth century.^ Descriptions by 26 27

26See Robert Maxwell (Ed.) Information USSR (New York: Mac
millan and Co., 1962), p. 669. (This is in large part a trans
lation of Vol. 50 of the Great Soviet Encyclopedia.) Arable land 
in Byelorussia is estimated as 2?.5 percent of the total area.
•’Grain production plays a great role, but Byelorussia does not 
satisfy her own needs for food grain, and brings it in from other 
districts of the country.”

Rosenberg was well-aware of what awaited the Germans in 
Byelorussia:

‘•White Russia comprises a part of the USSR which is very 
backward culturally as well as economically. At the same 
time it contains the second largest Jewish community in the 
USSR, with towns which are completely Jewish such as Bialystok, 
Minsk, Polodzk(sic), Vitebsk, and others. . .” See Document 
1017-PS, Office of the United States Chief of Counsel for 
the Prosecution of Axis Criminality. Nazi Conspiracy and 
Aggression (Washington: US Government Printing Office, 19*4-6- 
k?T B Vols., Vol. Ill, p. 676. (Abbreviated hereafter as NCA.)

27See W. F. Reddaway, J. H. Penson and others, The Cambridge 
History fif Poland (Cambridge: At the University Press, 1950) p. 159; 
also 0. Balecki. History of Poland (New York: Roy Publishers, 19^3) 
p. 58 and pp. 296-297»
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28 29military travelers and essayists'1' would not recommend it for 

cultural travel, profit, or permanent settlement, unless one were 

concerned with potatoes for vodka or reeds from the marshes.

The tableau which Hitler conjured up with his new posses
sions was one of a transplanted Germany to the East:

"The German colonists ought to live on handsome, spa
cious farms; the German services will be lodged in marvel
lous buildings, the governors in palaces. Beneath the 
shelter of the administrative services, we shall gradually 
organize all that is indispensable to the maintenance of 
a certain standard of living. Around the city to a depth 
of thirty or forty kilometers, we shall have a belt of 
handsome villages connected by the best roads. What ex
ists beyond that will be another world in which we mean 
to let the Russians live as they like."30

Just as one cannot ignore Hitler, it is impossible to dis
regard the ebb and flow of the military campaigns. It should be 

remembered, however, that the government policy tinder discussion 
is a civil activity; it is possible to limit the consideration of 

military events to those happenings which had a direct bearing on 

the German occupation. A Cursory glance at the history of the war, 
and certainly Hitler*s own view, would probably bring forth the
dictum that German shortcomings in the field of civil administra-

ot tfc» oriaeipal tl-- .;*><>• _ntion were due entirely to defeat at the front. It is true that

28General Baron de Marbot, Mémoires, 3 Vols. (Paris : 
Librairie Plon, 1891), I, 330.

29Arthur H. Ryan, "The Church and the Jews", Studies : An 
Irish Quarterly Review; XXX (July-December 1941) pp. 544-545.

30Hitler, Secret Conversations (No. 1?) 8-9 and 9-10 August 
1941; p. 20.
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with the progressive deterioration of the German military position, 
the Rosenbergean octopus shrank to nothing and Ostnolitik died with 
a wail. The headquarters in Berlin was finally bombed out of ex- 

istence, its archives scattered or burned, its ever-flowing di
rectives and memoranda ignored in favor of more urgent considerations. 

Minister Rosenberg himself, who had been known as Hitler's mentor, 

a longtime spokesman for the Party, the philosopher of National
Socialism, maintained his title and staff to the end. However,

32after November, 19^3♦ the last time he saw Hitler, he seems to 
have spent his days in ineffectual intrigues to try to regain his 
position until his departure for Flensburg, where he was arrested 

in May, 19^5«
But like the "stab in the back" theory of post-World War I, 

however, the belief that German failure in administration in the 

East was entirely due to military reverses is difficult to sub

stantiate except in the emotions. German successes in civil direc
tion in the East were questionable even when their armies were 

winning; we have only to trace the thread of complaint through the
q tm iM l u * r m0X4^ V8, ». -..o ; ** «• it yyj -, \

diaries and reports of the principal German figures in order to con
firm this.^

Some attention must be given to the German Officer Corps in

^Dallin, ££. cit.. p. 637.
^2Ibid.. p. 5$+, n. 2.
33Goebbels, Haider, Ulrich von Hassell, to name only a few; 

they will be cited where appropriate.
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World War II. It was concerned infrequently with civil administra

tion and its presence was usually limited in civilly administered

areas to the Army Commandant (Wehrmachtsbefehlshaber) in each Reich 
3/4.

Commissariat. This individual, equivalent in rank to a division 

commander, gained or lost authority in the responsibility for 

pacification of his area according to the military situation, the 
location of the front lines, and the activities of the SS. The 
direct voice of the Army was thus small in the civil government, 

but the general prevading influence of the military, which is al- 
ways present in wartime, was self-evident; uniforms were worn, 
paramilitary organizations sprouted, military discipline was em

ployed in non-military activities, and the regular officer was 
looked upon as a sort of model.

The concept of an honest, upright, stem, and disciplined 
German Officer Corps, with some justice, has persisted throughout 

the years. The aberration of National Socialism, the power of

3h
Document IO56-PS, NCA, III, 70?• Rosenberg's preparatory 

directives foresaw a problem of subordination in the field and 
emphasized that "considerable value is to be laid upon a friction
less collaboration". "The military agencies are neither superior 
nor subordinate to the agencies of the civilian administration."

Dallin, op. cit•, p. 23 n., points out that German use of 
the terms "Commissariat" and "Commissars" for major subdivisions 
and executives which were to liberate the Russian people from "Red 
Commissars" was inappropriate, to say the least. The terms appears 
to have been used in other German-occupied areas in the early part 
of the war. See Document 1019-PS, NCA. Ill, 68^. "The name 
Commissar-General is already in use, e.g., as the subordinate of 
the Reich Commissar in Holland."
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Hitlerism, and the growth of non-Amy military organizations put 
the "gentleman-officer” into eclipse; moreover, the testimony of 
representatives such as Field Marshal Keitel and Colonel-General 

Jodi at Nuremberg tarnished its image. Some explanation for this 
change may be found in what Hitler and National Socialism did to 
the German Officer Corps. In the words of one observer, under 
Hitler:

. .the traditionalism of the gentleman-officer of 
the first World War— whether the symbolic Junkers or the 
Kaiserlich und Koeniglich Habsburg officer— had yielded 
to the exterminators of the SD, the monocle and riding 
stick to the gas van s."35

How could this have happened in the relatively short peri
od between wars? Simple chronology would tell us that the junior 

officers of the first world war would be the senior officers of the 
second; had they changed in character in a twenty-year period? In 

probing for the causes of this seeming transformation, a competent 

student-5 of the German scene explains it in this manner. The Ger
man Officer Corps, forced to live with the realities of politics, 

accepted the fact that Hitler came to power legally in 1933. The 

leaders of the Reichswehr assumed that they were justified in viewing 
the new movement as a factor making for national renovation and

35told., p. 673. SD refers to Sicherheitsdienst. a general 
term for the Security Service of Heinrich Himmler.

36Carl Demeter, The German Officer Corps in Society and State 
1650-19^5. Translated from the German by Angus Malcolm (New Yoric 
and Washington: Frederick A. Praeger, 1965) German edition (Frank
furt am Main: Bernard und Graefe Verlag fuer Wehrwesen, 1962). 
Ehglish edition has an Introduction by Michael Howard.
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that they could bring their moral influence to bear in order to 
change the character of National Socialism. Just as Franz von 

Papen assumed that Germany could profit by Hitler*s energy and will 

power and that he, von Papen, could make a statesman out of a poli- 
tician, so the classic German officer believed that his own moral 

ascendancy would prevail. The Army accepted the oath to Hitler*s 

person in August, 193^» as a mere nominal transferral of loyalty.'*® 
The practical results, of course, were that the Officer Corps did 

not change Hitler, but rather that Hitler transformed the character 
of the Officer Corps. First, with the object of rapidly quintup

ling the size of the Army, the annual intake of cadets was increased 

from 120-180 to 2 ,000, former regular and reserve officers (some of 
whom had probably belonged to paramilitary organizations in the 
interim period) were brought in, and, in 1938, about 1,600 former 
Austrian officers were integrated into the German Army. 39 With the 
switch in loyalties and the inclusion of extraneous elements, a 

new "servility" was apparent, a servility which was something quite

different from military obedience to higher authority. According 
¿4-0to one observer, it was the typical sycophantic attitude of "low-

37Franz von Papen, Memoirs. translated by Brian Connell 
(London: Andre Deutseh, 1952), p. 261.

QQ
Demeter, o£. cit., p. 206.

39Ibid.. p. 58.

General von Senger, as quoted in Demeter, p. 58.40
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class jacks in office, the very opposite of what we would normally 

regard as the mentality and behavior of gentlemen.”

How far the National Socialist ideology permeated the Of

ficer Corps is open to question; a directive of the Supreme Army 

Command of 28 March 1944 indicates that, like the political com

missars of Red Army fame, National Socialism was to have its 
representatives in the Army. The Directive provided for "National 

Socialist Leadership Officers” at least down to regimental level 

and, although the directive warned against confusing his functions 
with those of a political commissar, his job was to "bring into

being a close-knit, indissoluble National Socialist fighting 
hiunit. . .”

Responsibilities for atrocities in the rear areas were 

fixed at Nuremberg, not necessarily to the satisfaction of jurists 
and, in most cases, the claim was made that the Wehrmacht and the 

regular officer did not participate in such offenses. This claim 

did not always stand up to examination but in justice to the German 
ideal:

"• . .the Wehrmacht itself was a mushroom growth over 
which_the older officers had very little control; while the 
paramilitary formations which spawned around it belied 
Hitler’s promise that the Wehrmacht should be the sole 
Waffentraeger (arms bearer) of the Third Reich. . .”̂ 2 41 42

41Demeter, on. çit., Appendix 34, pp. 365-367.
42Demeter, op. cit.« Introduction by Michael Howard, p. xiv. 

Also see John W. Wheeler-Bennett, The Nemesis of Power (New York: 
St. Martins Press, Inc., 1954), p. 289 ff.
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The paramilitary formations which "spawned" so prolifically 
were in the domain of Heinrich Himmler, whose SS grew from its origi
nal concept of an elite guard to a sprawling force which swallowed 
a sizeable portion of the armed might of Germany. According to one 

account, by the end of the war the Waffen SS (combat SS) alone 

totalled 40 divisions with 594,000 men and during the course of 
hostilities, over a million men had passed through its ranks. J 

From an original ideal of using only the "tall, fair-haired Aryans

of pure Nordic blood", it eventually embraced most dissimilar rep-
LlLiresentatives from all of the German-occupied countries of Europe.

Its use in anti-partisan activity and general pacification of the 
rear areas caused some conflict between SS and Ostministerium 

goals. To Himmler's men fell the task of carrying out the murderous 

racial decrees among the subjugated, of terrorizing wavering ele

ments among the German people and of detecting and combating any 

internal threat to the Nazi state. J At its greatest extent, 

Himmler's organization included, in addition to the Waffen SS and

43Jacques Delarue, The Gestapo. Translated from the French 
by Mervyn Savill (New York: Dell Books, 1965), p. 231.

44Ibid. See also Alfred Vagts, Hitler's Second Army (Washing
ton: The Infantry Journal, 1943) for a country-by-country de
scription of these units. The role of ex-Soviet personnel in 
recruitment is scarcely mentioned (pp. 14 ff.) perhaps because it 
was not known at the time the book was written, but more probably 
out of deference to our Soviet ally.

^^William L. Shirer, The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich 
(New York: Simon and Schuster, I960) pp. 376-377.
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the original Schutzstaffel« the Gestapo, the ordinary police, and 

the RSHA (Reichssicherhauptsamt) or Main Office of State Security,^ 
a power complex which eventually enabled its director to become, 

next to Hitler himself, the most authoritative man in Germany. By 
the time this had occurred, however, the Qstwlnisterium had ceased 

to have any practical effectiveness and Rosenberg was addressed as 

the "Minister of the no longer Occupied Eastern Territories."^7

Before the invasion of the Soviet Union, Hitler had granted 
the Reichsfuehrer-SS wide powers in carrying out his task of liqui
dating racially and politically undesirable elements sure to be 

present in "the final encounter of two opposite political systems. 
Himmler was not one to take his responsibilities lightly; as soon 

as the invasion began, he was dispatching large numbers of officials 
into the occupied areas in addition to setting into motion the 

special action teams (einsatzgruppen) whose function it was to 
exterminate all racial and ideological enemies.

Xt can be readily seen that this course of action would run 
head-on into the military as well as into the Rosenberg Ministry.
Not only was Himmler directed to work "independently and on his own 

responsibility"; occupied areas of the East were to be sealed off

24.6Delarue, o&. cit., pp. 397 ff.
^7Dallin, p. 639 n.
LiQDoc. 447-PS, NCA, III, 410.
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while he went to work and "not even the highest personalities of 

the Government and Party" were to be permitted to look.^9

The directives establishing Himmler* s important presence 
in the Eastern territories did not go unchallenged by the Army.

The old line officers regarded these decrees as a usurpation of 
primary military functions; at the same time they had come to look 

upon the SS as a group of thugs without tradition or background, 

whose activities would only lead to further assumption of author
ity by their chief.

The activities of the German Foreign Office in the adminis
tration of the East were largely ineffectual despite the efforts 
of its chief, Joachim von Ribbentrop. Its role is worthy of dis

cussion, however, because it typifies the peculiar position of a 
diplomatic agency in time of war. Diplomats are concerned with 

foreign relations and political questions; hence it would seem 

mandatory that they have an important if not preeminent place in 

the occupation of foreign territory, at least after the territory 
has been pacified. As Ribbentrop wrote petulantly:

"The territory to be occupied by German troops will on 
many sides border on foreign states, whose interests will 
thereby be most strongly affected. . . .  The Foreign Of
fice cannot acquiesce in the absence on the spot of repre
sentatives schooled in matters of foreign policy and versed 
in local conditions."51

q.o
^Shirer, o&. cit.. pp. 1090-1091.

5°See Demeter, pp. 58 ff.
^Letter Ribbentrop to Lammers, an official of the 

Qstministerium, June 13, 19^1» as quoted in Dallin, p. ÎÈI.

**■ * *,
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In practicality the diplomat on the spot usually takes a 
back seat when military operations are in progress. Such a career 

as that of Robert Murphy, the "diplomat among warriors" is a rela

tive rarity and only possible under certain military conditions.

The historic friction of the diplomat and the soldier has been 
evident in our own recent experience when the Johnson administration 

placed a high-ranking general as an ambassador in a war-torn 
country and retained a professional diplomat for accomplishment of 

the practical work.
Hitler is said to have looked upon the Foreign Office as

52a group of "antediluvian homburgs" and "calcefied fools".
Ribbentrop had performed his most useful function in negotiating 
the 1939 pact with the USSR. Where his chief had once referred to 

him as the "new Bismarck" he wasnow relegated to his routine 
functions. For most of the war he had to be content with pro

testing the encroachment upon what he considered to be his prerog

atives. He occasionally reappeared on the scene when he sensed an 

opportunity to reassert his authority as, for example, when German

efforts to recruit Soviet units brought about the possibility of
53Foreign Office recognition or liaison with emigre governments.

If we were to examine the policies of the three most im

portant participants in the Eastern occupation— the Ostministerium.

-^Dallin, ££. cit., pp. 16-17, p. ^0.

53Dallin, ibid.. p. 651.
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the Armed Forces, and the SS, as well as the interferences of Hitler—  

we would then see the conflicting, contradictory, and overlapping 
courses which were taken. Ch the surface, policies ascended in 

degrees of barbarity from Rosenberg to Field Marshal Keitel to 

Himmler; in actuality none of these three men were motivated by 
humane considerations. Rosenberg's Ministry, staffed by men who 

were themselves Eastern in background, understood the importance of 
political warfare and of offering the overrun civilian population 
something more than a bullet or a noose. At the same time, its 

members realized that the enormous numbers of Soviet prisoners cap

tured in the early stages of the war presented the making of a 

useful tool, one which could be utilized in a positive manner, pro

vided the prisoners could be kept alive.^ The Army, preoccupied 

with strictly military operations, was in favor of anything which 
would win the war. Thus the front line officers circumvented and 

disregarded directives forbidding the creation of auxiliary units 

from prisoners of war when their own manpower requirements became 

stringent. The SS, insofar as we can determine, conducted its 

operations with good German thoroughness, particularly in pursuing 
the racial policies of Hitler. It is generally agreed that the * 55

Rosenberg protested the treatment of Russian prisoners of 
war in a famous letter to Field Marshal Keitel on February 28, 19^2. Document 081-PS, |[£A, HI, 126.

5^

55See George Fischer, Soviet Opposition to Stalin (Cambridge, 
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1952), p. ^5 ff.
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exterminations carried out by Himmler’s subordinates both in the 

field and in the death camps represented a degree of organized 
barbarity seldom equalled in history. The commission of these 
crimes has been documented, the perpetrators in most cases have been 

punished, and we do not have space or time to consider them here. 

There is reason to believe that the mass murders in the East were 
looked upon impersonally by many Germans simply as a means of 

depopulation of territory in order to make it available for settle
ment, much as the nineteenth-century American was likely to

56consider ridding the Western territories of Indians.
It has been a common belief in the West for many years that 

the first German invaders in 19^1 were met with open arms by the 
Russian people and that it was only when harsh policies were 56

56For example, consider the speed and alacrity with which 
German families moved into vacated Jewish and Polish properties in 
1939-^0. See Black Book of Poland (Polish Information Service,
19*+2).

In 1965 the moral leadership of America has been questioned 
in Europe and elsewhere, notably by the French, and a comparison 
drawn between German World War II extermination policies and nine
teenth-century "depopulation" activities of the Americans. While 
at first glance it would seem that no comparison could be drawn 
in that the numbers of persons exterminated were in no wise com
parable, it is certain that the westward push of the American settler 
and the consequent decimation of the Indians had a deep effect on 
contemporary Europeans. Alexis de Tocqueville, De la Démocratie 
en Amdriaue-(Brussels: Louis Hauman, 1835) 2 Vols., consigns a large 
part of one volume (Vol. 2, pp. 301-^91) to what he calls the "pre
sent state and future" of the three races (White, Negro, and Indian 
in America) and recites in great detail a history of brutality and 
broken treaties on the part of the Americans toward the Indian.
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introduced by the SS and German civilian elements that the populace
57turned against its conquerors. This belief is open to question 

on several counts. First, the Army, while not as ruthless in ex

termination as the SS, certainly did not plan to offer the inhab

itants of conquered territories a benevolent occupation; secondly, 
the areas which the Germans initially overran were, in actuality, 
recent occupation territories of the Soviets— Westem Byelorussia, 

which had been a part of Poland before 1939» Galicia, which had 

historically been Austrian and had also been Polish in the inter
war period, and the Baltic States, which had enjoyed independent 

x governments in the 1918-39 period. There are many indications that 
when the invaders entered Great Russian territory both military 

resistance stiffened and the exuberance of the population notice
ably lessened.^ 57 58

57This attitude is expressed well by Heinrich von Einsiedel, 
I Joined the Russians (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1953)» 
p. 219.

"It was the Nazi district commissars, the SS extermination 
commandos, and Rosenberg's and Ribbentrop's greed for annexation 
which drove the Russian people into Stalin's arms."

See also General Heinz Guderian, Panzer Leader (New York: 
Bantam Books, 1952) for a further general discussion of this ap
proach. This is apparently the English-language version of Erin- 
nerungen eines Soldaten.(Heidelberg: Vorwinckel, 1951). See also 
the extremely perceptive fictionalized account of Theodor Plevier, 
Moscow (New York: Doubleday and Co., Inc., 1953)» especially 
pp. 7*4- ff.

58Dallin, op. cit.. pp. 6^-65, has conducted some investigation 
into this question with the assistance of the Russian Research 
Center at Harvard University. His conclusion is that in areas 
which had experienced an entire generation of Soviet rule "the bulk 
of inhabitants showed distinctly less enthusiasm for the Germans 
than had their neighbours in the newly acquired Western areas."
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When one speaks of German policy in the East, what the 

Germans themselves call Ostpolitik. as it existed on the eve of the 
invasion, the term can only be used in a very loose manner. In its 

precise sense, there was no such thing. ELements of at least three 
different policies were operative at various times at the beginning 

and, as the war went on, combinations and recombinations were in

troduced. In some cases, these were reflections of conflicts among 

the champions of each trend; at other times, the military situation 
made one or the other elements impossible of fulfillment. Through

out the war Ostpolitik was the subject of innumerable memoranda, 
probably millions of words, and frequent switching of objectives.

Reduced to their barest essentials, these policies might be 
outlined as follows:

1. Extermination of the indigenous population, elimi
nation of all Soviet sovereignty in the area, and colonization of 

the land seized with Germans or other acceptable Nordic types.

This was the approach generally favored by Hitler, frankly expressed 

by him on several occasions,59 and frequently put into practice.

-̂ar the simplest solution at the beginning, it required only 
military victory, a strong stomach in administration, and an effec
tive agency to carry it out, such as the SS of Heinrich Himmler.

1x1 Planning and preparation for such a policy, no huge staff of ex-

59See Hermann Rauschning, The Voice of Destruction (New York: 
G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 19^0), p. 137.
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perts would be required; the military commanders and economic of

ficials with their own problems would welcome release from thinking 
about troublesome nonsense such as differences in nationality, 

political affairs within the country occupied, and the sheer burden 

of taking care of an alien population. Squeamishness on the part 

of military authorities would be forestalled by giving the job to 
the SS, a non-Army organization under military discipline.

2. An appeal to the entire Soviet population to join in 
the crusade against Bolshevism, to overthrow and destroy the Soviet 

regime, and to permit the establishment of a non-Communist Russian 

national state which could speak as a sovereign country and as a 

member of the family of nations. This approach was favored by old- 
school diplomats and by those who believed seriously that Germany 

had a colonizing mission in the East and that this policy would 
enlist the support of many thousands of emigres.

3. Annexation of the Baltic States, parts of Byelorussia,

and the Western Ukraine; establishment of buffer states from non-
Great Russian nationalities, leaving a rump Russia in complete

subservience to Germany. This was by far the most complicated

policy and may be said to have been a continuation of the original

formula which Rosenberg had been developing for a long time between 
6othe wars. This policy, partly because of its complexity, partly 60

60See Part II, Note ¿J-9
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because of the vacillating character of Rosenberg himself, and 

finally because of the changing military and political situation, 

did not show a consistent pattern through the years. Originally, 
long before the war, Rosenberg seems to have hoped for an expanded 

Germanic Union which would have included the Scandinavian coun
tries, the Baltic States, the German and Flemish-speaking portions 
of Switzerland and Belgium respectively, Austria, Bohemia, Croatia, 

and Galicia. In deciding which were suitable buffer states, he 
frequently changed his mind, influenced by his own racial doctrines 

or by expedience in the changing situation.
The Army, as was stated above, was interested in any policy 

which would win the war. In classic military tradition, it did not 
consider itself as a policy-maker but only as an instrument to 

carry out the will of the State. Thus it did not accept or reject 
any of the policies put forth but rather selected those elements 

which happened to fit the military situation.



PART II

THE MINISTER

Tallin, or Reval, as it was known to nineteenth—century 
Germans, is a charming old city in Esthonia where a solidity of 

Gothic architecture and a general air of respectability form a 
pleasant contrast with the lands further east. A part of the 

Tsarist Empire from the time of Peter the Great, the little Baltic 
state was probably one of those "borderlands" which Lenin had in 

x "‘ind wh®n he said that on the periphery of Tsardom "the develop
ment of capitalism and the general level of culture is not infre

quently higher than in the center of the Great Russian State."1

In the words of an 1888 Baedeker the "choice part" (Kern) of Reval
2was German; its monuments, churches, and public buildings were

West European in style. The Esthonians, the "elite of the Baltic
3peoples paid nominal deference to their Great Russian overlords

XAs paraphrased in Wolfe, oja. cit., p. 589.

2K* Baedeker, Russland (Leipzig: Verlag von Karl Baedeker,1888), pp. 79-8O.
3
Hitler, Secret Conversations. (No. *0 11-12 July 19*1-1, p. 7. 

Hitler*s revulsion toward the Latvians probably dated from Lenin’s 
use of Lettish guards at the breakup of the Russian Constituent 
Assembly in January, 1918; Hitler also believed that Stalin used 
Lettish security troops for executions. Also see Document 1029-PS, 
NCA, I, 821, for Rosenberg's directive "An Instruction for a Reich 
Commissar in the Baltic Countries and White Russia".

32.
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and to their Germanic upper classes. In this area the German’s 
popular concept of his own superiority as a colonizer and leader in 
the East could be demonstrated to the most skeptical;^ Hitler was 
only expressing the profound conviction of the "man in the street" 
when he wrote:

"Inferior nations with German organizers and lords as 
leaders have more than once expanded into powerful State 
structures, and endured as long as the racial nucleus of 
the constructive State race maintained itself. For centu
ries Russia drew nourishment from the Germanic nucleus of 
its superior strata of leaders."6

Whether the quality of German leadership in Russia itself 
was as outstanding as Hitler states could be debated. It is true,

however, that the pages of Russian history are studded with Germanic 
names— Count Nesselrode, who began as Alexander I’s Foreign Minister

and served for nearly half a century thereafter; Barons Korff, Stein,
’ $ ilO’fc X* is : v *
and Benningsen, and in the last days of Tsarism, Stuermer and 
Meyendorff, and, of course, General Rennenkampf.

Here we encounter one of those paradoxes of the old Tsarist 
Ekpire. It is inconceivable to us in the United States to have a

These popularly styled "Baltic Barons" in Reval were not 
necessarily German; some may have been of Danish or Swedish origin. 
See Baedeker, <233. cit.. pp. 80-81.

^With the very limited degree of autonomy permitted the 
Esthonian Soviet Socialist Republic, Tallin has retained much of 
its Western appearance and, in 1961-63, was one of the more pleasant 
cities in the Soviet Union, at least in the eyes of foreigners.
The Esthonian’s tenacious refusal to Russify himself was the subject 
of some concern to the Soviet authorities in 1962.

Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf, p. 951»



group of people in our midst, speaking in a foreign tongue, with a 
foreign culture, and at the same time enjoying a higher standard of 
living than the rest of us and indulging themselves in the luxury 
of looking down on us. Yet inherently this is what the Tsars had 

with the Baltic peoples, the Finns, and, to a certain extent, with 
all ethnic Germans in Russia. That this should be frankly recog

nized by Great Russians, Lenin among them,'* is apparent from the 
autonomy granted to Finland in her hundred-plus year inclusion in

Q

the Tsarist Empire.

In Reval in 1893 was born Alfred Rosenberg, the son of a 
German father and an Esthonian mother. The exact status of his 

father is difficult to determine; whether he was a shoemaker,9 a 
merchant,10 the director of a German firm,11 or a "handworker"12 
is not known; it is only apparent that the elder Rosenberg bore a

7See Note 1, above.
0
Finland, for example, was permitted to have its own mone

tary system, legal code, and general internal administration during 
much of the nineteenth century. Baedeker, pp. 200-201, remarks on 
this as a curiosity and calls the country a self-contained 
Grossfuerstenthum (Grand Duchy).

9Shirer, 2he £ise and Fall of the Third Reich, p. 78; also 
Dallin, cit.. p. 2k.

10William D. Bayles, Caesars i& Goose Step (New York and 
London: Harper and Brothers Publishers, 19^0), p. 202.

11 Oswald Dutch, Hitler's Twelve Apostles (New York: Robert M. 
McBride and Company, 19^0), p. 82.

12Stephen H. Roberts, The House that Hitler Built (New York: 
Harper and Brothers, 1938), p. kQ.
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13German name and was probably a descendant of the German traders
who had been in the Baltic States for centuries. Rosenberg was

notoriously secretive about his life before 1919, because of the

many uses to which his political enemies were wont to put his uni- 
1^que background. It appears certain, however, that he was reared 

in a German home with an attachment to German language and tradi
tions and, at the same time, that he was thoroughly steeped in 
Russian culture and customs. In another environment he would have 

made an ideal grenzgaenger. a border crosser, known as a German to 
the Russians and as a Russian to the Germans. He is generally 
designated as a "Balt" or a ’’Baltic German*', terms which appear to 

be satisfactory to both Russian and German insofar as they recognise 
the name and traditions of the early Germanic traders, ecclesi

astics, and soldiers who came to the Baltic from the twelfth century 

onward and, at the same time, imply that over the centuries generous 

admixtures of Slavic, Lithuanian, and Esthonian elements have taken 
place as a result of intermarriage.^

A sensitive and studious young man, as Rosenberg undoubtedly

■''̂ Walter Laqueur, Russia and Germany (Boston: Little, Brown 
and Co., 1965) p. 68, probably gives the best description of the 
background of Rosenberg as ”of a lower middle-class family of un
certain racial provenance. . . .  According to a communication in 
Rosenberg's personal file (No. 1259) in the Berlin Document Centre, 
one of his grandfathers (Martin Ros) was of Lettish origin, his 
grandmother, née Sire hailed from France, and there were also rumours 
of Jewish and even Mongolian antecedents."

1ÜLSee below (Note 26).
15Bayles, o£. cit.. p. 202.
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was, would find himself torn between two cultures when raised in 

such an environment. It has been said that "Tolstoi and Musorgskii 
vied with Bismarck and the sagas of German antiquity"^ as high 

points in young Rosenberg's education* At the same time, "he never 
had the experience of living among a foreign people with a sincere 

desire to learn from them and to gain a sympathetic insight into 
their way of life. Foreign peoples were to him Russian offi
cials, Esthonian peasantry, and the Jews, all in various degrees 
inferior to himself* Torn between Rome and Byzantium, or between 
Rome and Lutheranism, he rejected Christianity and looked to the 
German nation and to his philosophies of Blut und Ehra and HLut 

und Erde as the sources of a new faith and authority* An avid 

reader, at the age of fifteen, he appears to have devoured the two-

volume work of Houston Stewart Chamberlain's The Foundations of
18tlje Niflgtgefltfo Century* a work which by its peculiar combination 

of a pseudo-scientific terminology, a wide-ranging version of 

history, and a distillation of all popular racist thinking of the 

time, was enjoying a large reading public in Germany* Chamberlain's 
historical researches as a basis for his anti-Semitism and his * 17 18

^Dallin, ££• cit*. p, 2k.
17'Chandler, ££. cit*. p. 5*
18See Bibliography. The impressive title of this work no doubt 

influenced Rosenberg in entitling his own work, "The Ifyth of the 
Twentieth Century". Such efforts often attain the status of books 
that everyone talks about but few read. In such cases, the spectac
ular title is a necessity* See below p*97 for Hitler's appraisal 
of Rosenberg's book.
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glorification of the "Teutonic Race" appealed to Rosenberg as the 
basis for the formation of a new European society; the young Balt 
saw himself as personifying all those desirable qualities extolled 

by Chamberlain.
19After attending the Oberrealschule in Reval, the young 

man appears to have directed his interests toward architecture 
and painting, interests which would explain his later affinity for 
another laborer in these fields, Adolf Hitler. His political inter
ests were confined to lecturing The Rubonia Student Corps, a German 
undergraduate organization, on Indian philosophy, dangers of race
mixing, rejection of Christianity, anti-Semitism, and other elements 
which later made up his belief in "Blood and Honor". As a university 
student and a Balt, he was able to avoid military service in the 
Tsar’s armies.2^

Rosenberg was always vague about his exact whereabouts 

during World War I; it appears that he began studying on the uni

versity level in Riga and sometime after the outbreak of war moved 
to Moscow, either because his school had moved or because he wanted 
the prestige of a Moscow University degree. When the February 
Revolution in Russia broke out, according to one account, Rosenberg 

was preparing for his diploma "a design, fittingly enough, of an 
up-to-date crematorium with Romanesque vaults. • Sometime 19 20 21

19̂Apparently a German-language pre-University school.
Dutch, ££. oit.. p. 82.

20Ibid.
21Laqueur, o£. citc, p. 69.
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in 1917» he received his diploma in architecture and during part of
the next year, he taught high school classes in Reval, Riga, or

22both* Daring part of 1918, he may have been in Paris} if so, the
23purpose of his trip was never disclosed. According to his own

account, he wished to volunteer with the German Army then occupying

the Baltic under General Count Ruediger von der Goltz but was turned
2kdown as a Russian citizen in occupied territory. In November,

1918, he received a permit to travel to Germany and sometime in 
early January, 1919* he arrived in Munich.* 2^

In later years, as noted above, his political enemies were 
to make much of his activities during 1914-1918 and his silence on 

this period probably contributed to the many conflicting stories 

about him. His dubious background may partially explain the violence 

with which he threw himself into the anti-Bolshevik crusade of 

Hitler; he felt an urgent necessity for proving himself to be dedi
cated, sincere, and effective. At the same time, he must have felt 

a deep sense of personal inadequacy because of his lack of any kind

22Dutch, ££. cit.. p. 82.
2^See below (Note 26).
2^
Alfred Rosenberg, Memoirs of Alfred Rosenberg, with commen

taries by Serge Lang and Ernst von Schenck, translated from the 
German by Eric Posselt (Chicago: Ziff-Davis Publishing Co., 1949), 
p. 24. Goltz occupied the Baltic until directed to withdraw by the 
Allied Supreme Council in Paris in June, 1919» at which time he 
declared his army to be "White Russian". See Encyclopedia Britan- 
nica under Goltz.

25Laqueur, cit.. p. 69
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of participation in World War I or, for that matter, the Russian 
Revolution. Even in 19k6, when awaiting execution at Nuremberg and 

writing his memoirs in his prison cell, he avoided the subject of 

his earlier life:
"If I attempted to give here a description (of the Rus

sian Revolution), I*d run the risk of including knowledge 
which I acquired only much later. • ."26

Rosenberg, Memoirs. p. 20. An attempt on the part of the 
writer to untangle the pre-1919 life and activities of Rosenberg 
would be presumptuous indeed, inasmuch as ten years or more of com
petent German investigation did not yield a satisfactory account, 
or at least one which is known today. Chancellor Bruening is said 
to have declared once in the Reichstag in 1932 that "as late as 
1918 Rosenberg was a patriotic Russian"(See Bayles, p. 203) and that 
Rosenberg "had not yet discovered which was his real Fatherland when 
I was fighting in the war to the last breath" (See Laqueur, p. 335* 
Note 37)» Goering in 1925 attempted to find out what Rosenberg had 
been doing in Paris in 1918 since the circumstances appeared to 
indicate that he had been an agent of the newly-erected Soviet 
Government (See Dutch, p. 8k; Bayles, p. 203).

After the German withdrawal from the Baltic in 1919, the 
registers of the Rubonia Student Corps were brought to Germany. 
Extracts from these registers were said to have disclosed that 
Rosenberg had close relationships with non-Aryans at the time of 
his residence in Reval and that he and other members of the student 
corps had joined in local (Russian) victory celebrations. (Dutch, 
p. 83).

Certain it is that Hitler knew the background of his sub
ordinate ; the investigative machinery of his secret police would 
have worked overtime to furnish him with an accurate account of 
everything Rosenberg had ever done. As an extremely astute politi
cian, however, Hitler was capable of keeping a secret, especially 
where disclosure of a "Soviet past" of Rosenberg would have been 
politically embarrassing in his anti-Bolshevik crusade.

Prominent figures are always subject to blackmail; all 
European police have had adequate experience in compiling personnel 
dossiers covering even the most trifling occurrences in the lives 
of public servants. It is maintained that the German security agen
cies of the twenties studied the techniques of the Soviet NKVD and 
learned much therefrom. If so, we can believe that they perfected 
the art of blackmail. See Charles Wighton, Hevdrich (Philadelphia 
and New York: Chilton Co., 1962), pp. 12k ff., for a fascinating 
account of the uses of personnel dossiers on important personages, 
including Hitler himself.
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Here in 1919 Munich the young man, not yet 26, dandified 
and perfumed, joined the motley group gathering about Adolf Hitler. 
Qie can imagine at this date how ill at ease he must have been in 

the presence of these men, many of whom had four years of combat 

behind them and whose talk must have drifted frequently to wartime 
experiences. But Rosenberg's facile pen and pretensions to schol

arship, and the fact that he had just arrived from Russia and could 
speak with authority on "Jewish Bolshevism" impressed Hitler. As 
a pamphleteer, journalist, and speech writer, the Baltic refugee 
seems to have exactly what the young movement needed and he soon 

became the chief ideologist and propagandist for Nabional Socialism. 
IH.S treatment of issues was wide-ranging and superficial; just as 

in Hitler's Mein Kampf one may search in vain for a reasoned argu

ment, in Rosenberg's works of this period we find little discussion 

of political theory or even ideology. Rosenberg had two main themes—  

anti-Semitism and anti-Communism; his scholarly efforts were limited 
to combing the libraries for suitable quotations to bolster his 
views.

The formative period of National Socialism has been studied 27 28

27Bayles, ££. £Ü.. » PP» 26-27, apparently based on a descrip
tion by Dietrich Eekart, who was the first editor of the Voelkischer 
Ifeplpaçfctqy, the National Socialist Party organ. Rosenberg succeeded 
Eekart as Chief Editor upon the latter's death in 1923.

28According to one account, between 1919 and 1923, Rosenberg 
published seven books besides a stream of articles and pamphlets.
A list is given in Laqueur, ££. cit.. p. 335, Note 55.
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in detail by both Germans and non-Germans, usually from the point 

of view that the activities of the Third Reich were the manifes

tations of an exclusively German phenomenon* The leaders were 

German, the whole affair occurred in Germany, therefore it was 

either "an expression of momentary madness or a reflection of an 

indelible national quality."2^ Little attention has been paid to 
the extent of foreign borrowings^0 or to the fact that individual 29 30

29William J, Bossenbrook, The German Mind (Detroit: Wayne 
State University Press, 1961) p, 1j Professor Bossenbrook gives 
these as the simplest explanations for National Socialism of the 
German and non-German, respectively. He does not subscribe to 
either belief himself.

30The borrowings of Rosenberg from Houston Stewart Chamberlain, 
the English-born author of ̂ F o ^ d a t i p n s  <£ the Nineteenth Century, 
nave been noted above (Note 18) and are generally acknowledged in any 
study of German racist doctrine. Carried back a step farther, it 
can be shown that Chamberlain, in turn, borrowed much of what he 
wrote about from the French Count Gobineau, one-time diplomat, whose 
two-volume £ssai sur l’Inegalite des Races achieved some popularity 
in Germany. Jacques Barzun in his Race: A Study in Superstition 
(New York: Harper and Row, .1965) states flatly that "France has pro
duced some of the most powerful myths and personalities in the 
field— Montesquieu, Gobineau, Thierry, Renan, and Taine, to mention 
only the geniuses; without these there would have been no Hitler as 
we know him, and a very different Third Reich." Chamberlain quotes 
several anti-Semitic writings of Voltaire, usually in correspondence, 
but occasionally in published works, and uses the utterances of a 
well-known representative of the "Age of Reason" to buttress his 
arguments. One gets the impression, however, that Voltaire’s writings 
on this subject are personal and not the result of detached schol
arship. See Houston Stewart Chamberlain.The Foundations of the Nine- 
iSSQiii Century (London: John Lane the Bodley Head, 1911), 2 Vols., 
Vol. 1, pp. 346 ff.

One other influence on Rosenberg, not necessarily foreign, 
which is occasionally mentioned is that of Paul de la Garde (1827- 
1891), an anti-Semitic professor at Goettingen, who advocated east
ward expansion for Germany and recommended shipping the Jews to 
Madagascar. (See Chandler, ££. cit., p. 5 .) Years later, in 1940, 
after the fall of France, National Socialist circles turned to the 
"Madagascar Plan" but it never got past the discussion stage. (See 
Wighton, pp. 212 ff.)
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elements of a broad political program may come from many different 

sources. Rosenberg*s influence on two parts of the National Social

ist program which remained with it as long as it existed— anti- 
Semitism and anti-Communism— has never been denied. He has been

called one of the men Primarily guilty of intoxicating millions of 
Germans with a poisonous brew of dangerous ideas. . . "3^ and, of 

course, he was one of those executed at Nuremberg for crimes against 
humanity. He was a member of the "Hitler gang", he was a German, 

that was sufficient. But looking at him from the point of view of

forty years later, he was not really a German. We have mentioned
32his uncertain national background, his schooling in Tsarist Rus

sia, and the fact that he may very well have been Soviet in sympa

thy at one time. When his political awakening came in 1918-1919* 

he brought the fury of the apostate to Munich.

The tremendous upheaval of the Russian Revolution brought
many emigres of all political hues to Germany; the defeat of the 31 32

31Rosenberg, Memoirs. 
Schenck, p. vi.

Foreword by Serge Lang and Ernst von

32See above (Note 13). Some foreigners during the thirties 
considered him a Russian. Bayles, pp. 206-208 said he had a "Slavic 
mind" in a "Germanic body", a "Slavic superiority" and a "typical 
Russian contempt" for the underman. Shirer dismissed him as a Balt, 
"extremely incoherent" and difficult to understand because of accent. 
Shirer, Berlin Diary, p. Zk (Etatry for November 15» 193*0• Hitler 
remarked once that "Germans who have lived for a long time in Rus
sia can never again be Germans" and that Rosenberg was anti-Russian 
"only because they would not allow him to be a Russian". Rauschning, 
3 M  Voice of Destruction, p. 132.



White Armies brought more* In the milieu of a country already suf
fering the effects of war and revolution» these new emigres sharp

ened their political axes» established their newspapers, and held 

their meetings. Rosenberg was an avid reader of the Russian emigre 
press; as a Balt and a former resident of Moscow, he followed the 

twists of emigre politics with fascination* He had already become 

a firm anti-Semite before he left Reval;^ the importation of anti- 
Semitism by ex-White Aray officers brought further inspiration.^

At first he appears to have accepted their version of the Revolution 
whole-heartedly; it was the work of foreigners, particularly the 

representatives of "International Jewry". But as Rosenberg's 

racial doctrines began to develop further, however, and he began to 
include Russians in the category of "sub-humans", he necessarily 

drifted away from Great Russian emigre circles. He continued to 

employ their propaganda but his close associations turned toward 

Ukrainians and other minority nationalities,^ an influence which

33Laqueur, ££. cit.. p. 71, quotes from an unpublished Rosen
berg essay of July, 1918, entitled "The Jew" which contained the 
author's basic ideas concerning "Judeo-Bolshevism".

3^S®® Ludovie-H. Grondijs, £a Gqerye en Russia et en Sjberie 
(Paris: Editions Bossard, 1922), pp. 52^-525 for Admiral Kolchak's 
denunciations of Jews and Jewish "politics" whieh he claimed were 
supporting the American forces in Siberia. Although Mr. Grondijs 
does not subscribe to the "conspiracy of International Jewry" theory 
of the Russian Revolution, he does indicate that White A m y  com
manders may very well have believed it (pp. 28^-285). See also 
Laqueur, p. 89, for references to anti-Semitic proclamations in 
both Denikin's and Kolchak's armies.

Laqueur, gR. cit.. p. 77.35
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remained with him many years later when he was to insist on attempt
ing to untangle the complex nationalities problem in the Soviet Union.

Mach of Rosenberg*s activity after the formation of the
National Socialist Party and the unsuccessful putsch of 1923, is

irrelevant to our discussion. While Hitler was in prison in 1924-,

Rosenberg was the nominal head of the Party but he did not use this

time to strengthen his position. Instead he gradually withdrew

from public life, ostensibly to work on his The Mrth of the Twen- 
36tieth Century. The gradual decline of his influence might be 

likened to the thought that a revolution devours its makers. While 

Germany was going through a revolution, the superficial pamphleteer, 
the •’muddle-headed philosopher" performed very valuable services 

during the formative stages of the Party. Once victory was in sight, 
however, Hitler*s need (after he had disposed of his enemies) was 

for practical administration, for which Rosenberg was not adept.

In 1930, Rosenberg was elected to the Reichstag. As a 
prominent party member he gained a place on the Foreign Affairs 

Committee and because of his background, his colleagues came to look 

upon him as a Russian expert• In addition to editing the Party news

paper, the Voelkischer Beobachter. he assumed the editorship of the 

National Socialist monthly Monatshofte in April, 1931. 36 37 Hanfstaengl, 
perhaps with the benefit of hindsight, has described the Rosenberg

36I&d., P* 78.
37Frederic L. Schuman, The Nazi Dictatorship (New York:

Alfred A. Knopf, 1935). p. 62.
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of the twenties as M. . ,a sallow untidy fellow, who looked half- 

Jewish in an unpleasant sort of way. With his new position and 

the prestige of his published book, The Myth of the Twentieth Cen
tury. he apparently underwent a change of appearance. A contem

porary observer remarked on his youthful mien:

"No other member of the supreme Nazi council seems any
where as young as Rosenberg. Goering looks like a veteran 
police sergeant, with a passion for uniforms; Goebbels is 
a copy-writer, grizzled with years of service trader the 
100-watt bulbs of a newspaper sanctum. But Rosenberg ap
pears to be a mature graduate student and— barring his 
worst moments— talks like one."39

3h the new government of 1933» Rosenberg had his eye on the
40Foreign Ministry. His well-known blunder in London eliminated

j ;  i ' £ a L ' *  i lk  S i  r- ' f  i  t-rv~  r - j O  i  4him from consideration, however. He could not be the Foreign 
Minister; therefore, Hitler created a Foreign Ministry for him.

With a true totalitarian party flair for setting up quasi-official 
parallel organizations outside the government, Hitler made Rosen-

38Ernst Hanfstaengl, Unheard Witness (New York: J. B. Lip- 
pincott Co., 1957)» p. 33» The Munich-born and Harvard-educated 
Hanfstaengl was one of Hitler's early supporters. Having fled 
Germany prior to the outbreak of war, he worked as a consultant to 
President Roosevelt during the period 19^2-44.

•^George N. Shuster, Lika a Mighty Army (New York: D. 
Appleton-Century Co., 1935)» P* 19.

40According to the often-repeated story, Rosenberg, on a 
trip to London in May, 1933» placed a wreath with swastika at the 
foot of the Cenotaph, the British War Memorial, whereupon a British 
World War I veteran removed the swastika and threw the wreath into 
the Thames. Although the veteran was haled into court and fined, 
British public opinion manifested itself hostile to Rosenberg and 
he left Ehgland in a sour mood. See Chandler, ££. eit.. p. 119.
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berg the Director of the Foreign Policy Office (Aussenoolitisches 

Amt— usually abbreviated as APA) of the National Socialist Party; 
among its vague and ill-defined duties, this office welcomed impor

tant foreign visitors in an attempt to give them a favorable view 
41of the regime. Given the character and interests of its chief, 

it is certain that plans for the. East were one of the prime topics 
of discussion within its walls. As head of the Eastern Section of 

the APA, Rosenberg installed Dr. Georg Leibbrandt, an old associate, 

an ethnic German born in Odessa, and a post-Russian Revolution refu
gee. Leibbrandt, whose specialty was the status of German colonists
in Russia, had studied in Paris and even in the United States as a

42recipient of a Rockefeller grant. Ever since his arrival in

^Shirer, Berlin Diary (entry for November 15* 1934), p. 24, 
said that Rosenberg held Blerabends for the foreign diplomats and 
correspondents monthly. "He had (US) Ambassador Dodd at his table 
of honour tonight. . ."

^2Dallin, 2j>. elt., pp. 86-88. Laqueur, 2j>. cit., p. 192, has 
a very low opinion of Leibbrandt *s abilities and says that "his 
writings were replete with elementary errors; he was clearly ill- 
equipped for the task. • .which demanded at least a basic knowledge 
of Communism and Russian history." The writer has not been able to
Sain access to any of Leibbrandt's original writings to confirm or eny this in his own mind. The error given as an example of Leib- 
brandt'S incompetence (the date of Marx's birth) may have been a 
typographical error.

Certain it is that the mere possession or use of an academic 
title and an impressive list of schools attended does not automati
cally prove the worth of the holder. Both Goebbels and Rosenberg 
carried the titles of Doktor and the writer knows from his own experi
ence that in many European cities academic titles are worn like neck
ties; it does seem in this case, however, that Laqueur's appraisal 
may have been hasty. As a side thought, Laqueur himself is not free 
from error; he refers to Leibbrandt as "Georg" in most places, but 
as "Gottlieb" on p. 347 (Note 33)* he designates Ludendorff as 
"Field Marshal" (pp. 52, 361), when Ludendorff actually was only 
offered the Field Marshal's baton in 1935 by Hitler (See Demeter,
2E> cit.. p. 147), makes frequent errors in transliterating Russian 
words into Latin characters (y for g, pp. 356, 365), errs in French 
spelling (Maconnique for Maconnioue. p. 91). No one is perfect.



Munich, Rosenberg had maintained contact with emigres; besides Balts 
and ethnic Germans, he continued to work with members of Soviet
minority nationalities* Great Russians, as we have said, he fre-

43quently alienated by his racist doctrines*
The famine of 1932-33 in the Soviet Onion could not go un

noticed in Germany. Rosenberg's press carried sensational stories 
and photographs of the results of Stalin's collectivisation drive 

in order to show the German people exactly what they had been saved

from by Hitler* Funds were even collected in Germany for Soviet
44famine relief until Stalin's government rejected such help. In 

the autumn of 1933* a Russian Nazi movement was started with a weekly 
periodical Russlands Erwachent its influence was problematical and 
it probably joined the company of innumerable emigre publications 

which flourished during the thirties*
A visitor to Rosenberg during this period described him as 

"in his way, a versatile man, full of ideas and very well read— the 

typical amateur of every field, and yet with an undeniable flair 
for ideas that sound new," His position as editor of the Voelkischer 
Beobachter which had now become the government organ with the legal

ization of Hitler, made him in a sense the spokesman for the new

43''Laqueur, <2E* cit*. p. 77»
44Schuman, gB* cit*. p. 355»
45"Tbid. Laqueur, jeE* d t * . p. 110, indicates that one of the 

founders of the movement, Shabelsky-Bozk, received a monthly salary 
from Rosenberg's APA*

4?.



government. He had moved into new offices and was "surrounded by 

indescribable disorder." Helpless and entirely at sea when dis
cussing business matters, he "became in his way attractive" when 

the conversation was turned toward general ideas.

It was during the period 1933-39* that foreign observers 
watched the German scene with the greatest interest; their jour

nalists were indulging in speculation* their political philosophers 
were searching the backgrounds of the National Socialist leaders 

for possible clues to their future actions and their diplomats were 

probably keeping the communications channels well-clogged. In 
many cases, no great scholarship was put to work on the problem; 

just as today the newspaper correspondent observing the Soviet scene 
may construct a complete hypothesis on the physical positions of 

the Soviet leaders on the Red Square mausoleum on Hay Day, so in 

the thirties many quick and superficial judgments were made. Hitler's 

Mein Kampf had told it all, but it was not translated ' and anno
tated in its entirety until 1939; Rosenberg's work was never trans

lated. The spate of popular books usually pointed out the incon

sistencies in National Socialist theory, ridiculed the personalities 

of the movement and dismissed their announced objectives as too 

fantastic to be believed. Looking back now, with the advantage of

46Hermann Rauschning, Men of Chaos (New Yorki G. P. Putnams 
Sons, 1940), p. 190.

4?An abridged version appeared in 1933» See Hitler, Mein 
Kamof. Introduction, p. ii.
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thirty years* hindsight, it is easy to be critical of all of the 

personalities of that day. The leading figures of National Social

ist Germany were well-known by photograph, newsreel, and public 

statement, bat exactly what their intentions were for the rest of 

the world was a subject for speculation and discussion.

Over the years, one of our prime stereotyped appraisals of 

the German is that he has a singular expertise in long-range plan

ning; he does not embark upon any venture without thorough prepa

ration. While this may be true of military operations (and it might 

be said here that any military operation which succeeds without 

planning is an accident), German political planning shows a peculiar 

dualism. On the one hand, the Germans could assemble a formidable 

array of extremely well-qualified individuals for the study of and 

planning for operations in the East, individuals who were thoroughly 

bi-lingual, literate, and methodical, and who had an intimate per

sonal knowledge of the areas in question. Ch the other hand, they 

could at the same time set up parallel organizations, coupletely 

unburdened with any prior knowledge and the centralized direction 

of the National Socialist state might choose the findings of the 

first one agency and then the other, or elements of both.

Thus with this belief in the inevitability of “German plan

ning" in such a context, it was not unnatural to look for the 

German master scheme for the East. One could scrutinize the speeches 

of the German leaders; if their books were not translated, there 

was at least the sum of several years of commentaries on the books.
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kflOne of the more sensational writers of this period in a work which 

appeared in 193** • actually showed the master scheme as the "Rosenberg

Plan"* His thesis was interesting and was accepted in some Western
i+ocircles, notably in London; the frontispiece of his book was a

map of what Hitler intended to do with Europe— the inclusion of all

"Germanic" and German-speaking areas within a "Germanic Union",
which would include Austria, Holland, Flemish-speaking parts of

Belgium, German-speaking parts of Switzerland, Scandinavia, the

Baltic States, Croatia, and much of the Ukraine.

According to Henri, the establishment of this "Germanic Union"
was only the first phase of the Rosenberg Plan.

". • .then it will proceed to the second part of its. 
task— the conquest of Russia and of the road to Asia."-5

Henri may have been a Soviet representative, but considering

the time in which he was writing (193**)» his thoughts show some

perspicacity..

h8Ernst Henri, Hitler Over Europe (New York: Simon and 
Schuster, 193**)* Recent investigations have shown that "Ernst Henri" 
was a Soviet journalist masquerading as a German refugee. According 
to Laqueur, op. cit., p. 228, his real identity was disclosed in the 
Soviet press in 1962. Despite Laqueur*s condemnation of the book 
as a "sensationalist farrago of unconnected facts and figures and 
sheer fantasy" the description and map of the "Rosenberg Plan" as 
given by Henri show considerable insight. No one has ever proved 
that Rosenberg did not have such a plan in the early thirties and 
its pan-Germanic and economic expansionist aspects are plausible 
given the context of the time.

¿*oLaqueur, op. cit.. p. 229» indicates that Bertrand Russell 
called Henri’s work "extraordinarily interesting and valuable".

^Henri, gR» cit.. p. 133«
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With the signing of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact in 1939, it 
was considered in foreign circles that Rosenberg’s usefulness had 

come to an end. ̂  For twenty years he had preached anti-Communism; 

now his government was allied with the foremost Communist state of 

them all. He was given a new and fine title Beauftragter des 

Fuehrers zur Ueberwaschung des Nationalsozialistische Beweeung (The 

Fuehrer’s Commissioner for the Supervision of the National Socialist 
Movement), and he continued as the editor of the Party newspaper, 

but his sense of purpose must have been shelved, if not destroyed.

He engaged in intrigue with Norway’s Vidkun Quisling,^ lectured 
the French on his philosophy and the New Europe,̂  and continued 

to bide his time with his refugees. Anti-Bolshevik publications 

had been stopped as of August, 1939, in accordance with the new 
alignment. In June, 19^0, an employee of the central publishing 

house inquired whether the unsold copies of the various anti-Bolshe

vik books and pamphlets could be destroyed. Rosenberg hesitated 

and finally decided against destruction, apparently hoping that the 

future would bring some demand for this type of publication.^

^Shirer, Berlin Diary (entry for December 1, 19^0), p. 590.

52Ibld.: also see Time. Vol. XXXVIII, 22 (December 1, 19^1),
p. 25»

^Shirer, Rise and gall g£ t&e Third Reich, pp. 892-89^.

Georges Politzer, EfàvçluUw S& Centre-revolution au XXems 
Siècle (Paris* 19^6), pp. 1-20. A reply of a French Communist to 
a Rosenberg speech in early 19^1.

"^Laqueur, gg. cit.. p. 191.
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Okie of Rosenberg's more spectacular activities, at least in 

the eyes of foreign observers, had been his attempt to create a new 

religion. That neither Hitler nor Rosenberg had any use for Chris
tianity was no secret to their intimates. The Myth of the Twentieth 

Century preached the master-religion of the Nordic race; national 

honor would not permit any rival center of power along-side the
state. Hitler was too clever a politician to give public airing

«57to his private views on spiritual matters;-" he is said to have 

prepared a pamphlet explaining his own religion whieh corresponded 
closely to the ideas of Rosenberg's Mvthus. then to have reconsidered 

and to have suppressed the publication and all reference to it.^®

At the same time, he permitted Rosenberg to continue his plans for 

the institution of a "Reich Church" and to designate a "Reich Bis

hop". The "Bishop" was soon dropped without any explanation^ but 
a version of Rosenberg's program was made public and aroused much 
interest in the foreign press.^0 That the program was never imple-

^Alfred Rosenberg, Per Mvthus des 20. Jahrhunderts (Munich: 
Hoheneichen Verlag, 1930;,”  514.

57 «The heaviest blow that ever struck humanity was the coming 
of Christianity. Bolshevism is Christianity's illegitimate child. 
Both are inventions of the Jew." Hitler, Secret Conversations, p. 7«

-^Meinecke, ¡¡L * d t .« p. 82.
59Ibid.
60« XVIII, No. 19 (November 10, 19^1), p. 79* Chandler,Ngwswgrp. 123t lists several of the provisions of the Rosenberg plan for 

the church. The more startling ones provided for the replacement 
of the Cross by the swastika, the Bible by Mein Kanrof. and stated 
bluntly "The National Reich Church is immutably fixed in its one 
objective, to destroy that Christian belief imported into Germany 
in the unfortunate year 800, whose tenets conflict with both the 
heart and the mentality of the German."
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mentad may bo attribstod n o n  to Hitler* s common sons© and his pre

occupation with the military situation rather than his scruples.
Daring World War II, it was the fashion, at least in America, 

to take every extreme pronouncement emanating from National Socialist 

Germany as a reflection of official policy. After all, Germany was 
a totalitarian state, it was reasoned, and anything which came 

therefrom must have borne the stamp of official approval; other

wise it would never have been permitted expression. Thus the
teachings of General Karl Baushofer (1869-19^6) were viewed in the

61United States as the "chief intellectual disguise" for German 
expansion and were closely associated in the public mind with the 

"Rosenberg Flan".
Simply summarised, Haushofer*s belief was in a state as a 

living organism, justified in seising what- it needed to survive.
Some nations were static, old, tired, with declining birth rates; 

others were dynamic, aggressive, young, with increasing birth rates 

and in need of more space. For a dynamic nation like Germany, con
quest was a natural biological function. Borrowing from Sir Halford 

John MaeKinder (1861-19^7), a distinguished British geographer, he 
applied the theory to Central Europe with the concept of the "heart

land", the region east of the Elbe, which can dominate the "world 

island" (Asia with European promontory). 6

6lTime. XXXXVH, No. 12 (March 25, 19^6), p. 35



9r

Neither Hitler nor Rosenberg held Baushofer in high favor 
although they borrowed freely from his ideas. Certainly by the time 

the "Why We Fight" series of films for US troops was prepared, the 

old general-geographer was unsung in his own country. Modern day 
opinion wrtwiiiAy.es his influence to the extent that his name is 
barely mentioned in newer reference works. Perhaps his belief in

a "continental bloc" from the Atlantic to the Pacific was too im-
6tfpractical for Hitler*

The effectiveness of all of these influene®8 on Rosenberg 
might be questioned; after all, he was a university graduate, ap
parently widely read, bilingual, philosophical, and erudite. He 

had spent many years as a newspaper editor and if his studies of 
philosophy were self-directed,^ no one could say that he had not 

devoted ample time to them. Rauschning, who had had occasion to

observe Rosenberg closely in the early thirties and who later be-
........................................................................................ ..............— ------------------------------------------------------------------—

^World War II series of informational films for US troop 
indoctrination; in their portrayal of Hitler’s Germany, considerable 
emphasis was placed on Haushofer's geopolltik.

^H e  was arrested at the outbreak of war for advocacy of a 
policy of peace with Ehgland, he was reportedly married to a Jew
ish woman, and his son, Albrecht, who held a chair in geopolitics 
at the University of Berlin, was executed for complicity in the 
July 20, 1944, plot against Hitler. Both Haushofer and his wife 
committed suicide in March, 1946. See Rosenberg, Memoirs. p. 271, 
commentary; also Time. XXXXVH, No. 12 (March 25, 1946), p. 35»

^Dallin, on. cit.. p. 11.
^Chandler, op. cit.« p. 5»
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came somewhat of a prophet abroad after his departure from Germany, 

stated that he whas a fixed conception of foreign policy with clearly

defined aims* . .he is not a man of action, an organiser, but his
66political ideas form a logical system."

A distinguished German historian^ of the old school, who 
survived the war and lived to write his appraisal of the period 

through which his country had just passed, gives a clue to the 
workings of Rosenberg's mind in a curious passage. Expressing an 
observation made to him, Meinecke notes that:

"It often happens that young technicians, engineers, 
etc., who have enjoyed an excellent university training as 
specialists will completely devote themselves to their cal
ling for ten or fifteen years. . .But then. . .something 
they have never felt before awakes in them, something that 
was not brought to their attention~a suppressed meta
physical desire. Then they rashly seize upon any sort of 
ideas and activities, anything that is fashionable at the 
moment and seems to them important for the welfare of 
individuals— whether it be anti-alcoholism, agricultural 
reform, eugenics or the occult sciences. The former first- 
rate specialist changes into a kind of prophet, into an 
enthusiast, perhaps even into a fanatic or monomaniac. . ."68

Professor Meinecke goes on to say that "Rosenberg studied 

as a technician and then plunged into that wild historical-philo
sophical complex of ideas which he proclaimed to the world in the 
Mvth."^ Rosenberg had not spent any appreciable time in his

66Hermann Rauschning, The Revolution of Nihilism (New York: 
Longmans, Green and Co., 19397, p. 2 5 1 . Rauscnning, a one-time 
leader of the Danzig Senate and a one-time Hitler intimate, left 
Germany in the mid-thirties.

^Friedrich Meinecke (1862-195*0.
68Friedrich Meinecke, 0£. cit., pp. 36-37.
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original field and we do not knew that he was a "first-rate" special

ist, bat he did tarn into an enthusiast; this cannot be denied. As 
to how much he believed in his own doctrines will forever remain

problematical; he recognised himself as a "weak" person bat never
70as an insincere one.

In practical consideration, it mast be borne in mind that 

Rosenberg was an emigre and emigres are frequently poor sources for 
an overall appraisal of the political climate of the land from which 

they come, particularly if the country of origin is as heterogeneous 
as the Soviet Onion. The migrant has frequently been too close to 
his own environment and is torn by many contradictions within the 

society which he has left and by the objectives of the country to 

which he goes. The breadth of vision of an ordinary emigre from a 

vast country such as Russia might be judged if we take the problem 

in reverse. To take an extreme example, consider the sort of ap

praisal of American political life and society which would be given 

by a Negro from Alabama, a Mexican-American from one of the south
western states, a French-Canadian potato farmer from Maine, a Fin

nish lumberman from Idaho or Minnesota, an Armenian rug merchant 
from Minneapolis, or an Italian-American politician from one of our 

large cities. All of these might well be American-educated, speak 

English, and be several stages higher in the social and economic 

scale than would be indicated by their occupations; yet if they

Rosenberg, Memoirs, p. 30^.70
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emigrated and were suddenly placed in the position of interpreting 

and analyzing the society from which they had come, the limitations 

of their own cultural backgrounds would certainly restrict their

field of vision



PART III

THE MINISTRY FOR THE EAST

The political problem facing a conqueror of the Soviet Union 
in 19^1 was monumental in scope and full of pitfalls which would 
remain hidden from the most careful study. Hitler« with his genius 

for simplifications, believed that a quick military victory in the 

East would relieve him of the troublesome task of dealing with 
varied national groups; they oould all be treated indiscriminately 

as sub-humans and could all be forced to work for the good of 

Germany if they survived.'1’ Rosenberg, as a result of his own back

ground and his many years of preoccupation with the problem, be

lieved that such an approach would "mean the destruction of all
2organized effort toward a German foreign policy.'*

A glance at the structure of the Soviet Government would 

indicate some justification for Rosenberg's concern. By means of 
the "Soviet of Nationalities", one of the two deliberative bodies 

making up the Supreme Soviet, fifty-three separate administrative 
"national" entities are represented— National Okrugs, Autonomous 

Cfolasts, Autonomous Republics, and Union Republics, ranging in

This concept runs throughout Hitler's Secret Conversations, 
He seldom refers to minority nationalities by nàme except for the 
larger and better-known ones.

'Rosenberg, Mythus, p. 6V *.
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size from a few hundred square miles and a few isolated tribesmen 

to the Russian Federated Republic with over half the territory and 
population of the USSR« There can be no doubt that the problem of 
"nationality" has been a major concern of the Soviet Government 

since its inception. The more spectacular activities of its leaders 

in the field of foreign affairs and the well-publicized difficulties 
of the Soviet economy in agriculture and industry often obscure the 
fact that a very large number of persons are engaged in the day- 

to-day process of making sure that the power of the State is pro

perly and understandably transmitted to all of its citizens, what

ever their language and ethnic background may be. "National
hpsychology" where it exists is a subject of study. Stalin's well- 

known original position in the Soviet Government as Commissar of 
Nationalities may net have been as eye-catching as some of his 

later powers, but it is certain that he learned much about ruling 
the country therefrom.

In many respects, the multi-national character of the Soviet 

Union defies categorization. In addition to the groups recognized 
by inclusion in the Soviet of Nationalities, there are at least

See Maxwell, cit. ,pp. 9*4- ff. 

^Ibid.. pp. 101 ff.

3
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fifty smaller classifications of divergent ethnic backgrounds.^ In 

a process noted almost a century ago by an astute British observer» 

many of the minorities have been completely Russianized to the ex

tent that they have lost all distinctive language* dress, customs,

and national aspirations and have come to consider themselves as
6Russians. Others have succeeded in maintaining various degrees

7of distinction from their Great Russian "elder brothers".'
Some of the minorities were closely related to the Great 

Russians by culture, religion, and custom, such as the Byelorussians

^Ibid.. p. 95» states that the Soviet Union "is inhabited 
by more than 100 peoples". The number is sometimes increased by 
including separate national minorities which are settled among 
other peoples and have been partly assimilated by them.

It is true, however, that the multi-national character of 
the USSR can be overemphasized. In the census of 1926, for example, 
the Soviet statisticians listed 186 separate nationalities, but of 
these, there were many with less than 100 members. The USSR, de
spite its desire to maximize its problem of "nationalities" and 
its consequent greater accomplishment in that field, has come to 
realize this basic error of "over-fragmentation" and has gradually 
weeded out the smaller groups so that the official statement 
(ca. 1956) cited above says simply that there are "more than 100" 
peoples on Soviet territory. The continued listing of very small 
groups caused one observer to ponder over how many nationalities 
the United States could claim if every separate Indian tribe "with 
barely distinguishable traces of ethnocultural individuality were 
to be counted as a distinct national group." See Solomon M. Schwarz, 
The Jews in the Soviet Union (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 
1953). P. 4.

^D. Mackenzie Wallace, Russia (New York: Henry Holt and Co.,
1881), p. 151.

7'IbM. In his travels, Wallace found villages in every stage 
of Russification. Although he was concerned mainly with North 
European Russia, the analogy might be drawn with other parts of the 
Soviet Union.
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and the Ukrainians, but at the sane time had significant differences

among themselves as to their attitudes toward Moscow and the Soviet 
8State. Others, like the Baltic peoples, were ethnically and 

linguistically quite distinct from the Great Russians and regarded 

them and the Soviet Government with varying degrees of attachment 
or hatred. It is well to remember that the least of these areas had 

been Russian for more than two centuries and some, like Byelorussia, 

had never pursued a separate existence.
Successful prediction of the political reaction of such a 

heterogeneous group would obviously take a lifetime of study, for

tuitous circumstance, or both. The problem may be moved somewhat 

more into focus if we were to suppose a most unlikely happening to 

occur at the present time. Supposing a "pan-Hispanic” or "pan- 

Latin” conqueror were sitting in Mexico City with unlimited military 
resources at his disposal, the monolithic support of all Latin- 

American Republics, and an overseas alliance with France and Spain. 
An atomic stalemate has occurred through the superhuman efforts of 

General de Gaulle and the Mexico City dictator is about to set out

8Generalizations about Ukrainian nationality are particularly 
subject to difficulty because of the great divergence of opinion in 
different parts of the Ukraine. In general, Ukrainian separatist 
sentiment is predominant in the western part, Galicia with the city 
of Lvov. See Gregory P. Tschebotarioff, Russia. My Native Land 
(New York: McGraw-Hill Book Co., 196*0, Appendix, for a Critique 
of the US Congress's declaration of "Captive Nations Week" which 
included in its list of "nations" not only legitimate nationalities 
such as the Ukrainians, but also Rosenbergean-inspired creations 
such as "Idel-Ural" and "Cossaekia". Non-Ukrainians and certainly 
non-Slavic students are reluctant to involve themselves in argu
mentation about Ukrainian nationality. See Dallin, op. eit., p. 108.
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to conquer our country in the conventional manner. His huge staff 

of experts, supplemented by defectors from the United States, has 

been studying the American political scene in minute detail. He 

has established, as minimum goals of his effort, the detachment of 

the southern parts of Texas, Arizona, New Msxico, and California, 
and the return to the “fatherland“ of the Spanish-speaking inhabi

tants of those areas. How would he look at us politically and 

nationally? He has many theories of the relative loyalties to the 
United States of not only the inhabitants of the areas he wishes 

to annex, but also of Germans, Italians, Swedes, Finns, Slavs,

Jews, and Irish. Would he recognize such a thing as American nation

ality and if so to which group would he grant it? Probably he would 

be more than surprised at the ferocity with which many “second 

generation“ and even “first generation“ Americans would defend their 

country and would probably blame his advisers and experts for many 

wrong steps. If he were a determined man, he would end by disre

garding most of his advice in the political field and concentrate 

on winning the war.
Directly across the path of the invading German armies lay 

Byelorussia and the Ukraine, both of which contained within their 
borders a "nationality" problem of distinct interest to the 

Ostmiriisteriun. The Jewish population of the USSR, like that of 
Tsarist Russia before it, was largely concentrated in these areas 

for, despite the egalitarian ideals of the earlier Soviet leaders
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and the fact that the Jews at one tine had many of their fellows in

high places in Soviet ruling circles, historic Russian anti-Semitism
prevailed and the bulk of Soviet Jews remained by and large in their

o
old Pale of Settlement. Here walled up in ghettos under the Tsars 
or restricted from travel by the Soviets, the larger part of them 

were reduced to the category of luffcmenshn.^® or of the proverbial 
Chinese who existed by taking in each other’s laundry.

Inasmuch as the legend of the "J£. R. S. S. Egjuivee"12 was 
so much a part of the Rosenbergean approach to the problems of the 
East, the following table is of interest.

oA segregated district established by the Tsars after the 
final partition of Poland in 1795» this area included the former 
Polish provinces, a narrow strip of land through Volhynia-Podolia, 
Bessarabia, and parts of the Black Sea coast including Odessa.
See Schwarz, oj>. cit.. p. 8 ; Wolfe, oj>. cit., pp. 183 ff. and 
Arthur H. Ryan, MThe Church and the Jews", Studiess An Irish Quar
terly Review, XXX (July-Deeember, 19^1), pp. 5^1 ff.

^Schwarz, £j>. cit.. p. 8. A Yiddish term denoting someone 
forced by circumstances to live off air alone.

Rjan, <£&• cit.. p. 5^3* This was also noted by foreign 
observers in the past century. See H. H. Milraan, The History of 
the Jews (Londons George Routledge and Sons, Ltd., undated but 
ca. 1850), pp. 597-598. "The rapid increase of their population, 
beyond all possible maintenance by trade, embarrasses the government 
They cannot ascend or descend; they may not become possessors. • • 
of the soil; they swarm in all the towns."

12Title of a 1935 Rosenberg essay. See Page 10, Note 1 7 ..



JEWISH POPULATION IN THE USSR13 
(1939 Census)

Total (Thousands) Percent of Population 
Within Area

Ukraine 1,533 4.9
Byelorussia 375 6.7
RSFSR 948 0.9
Kazakh SSR 19 0.3
Kirghiz 2 0.1
Azerbaidzhán 4-1 1.3
Georgia 42 1 .2
Armenia 1 0.5
Turkmen 3 0 .2
Uzbek 51 0 .8
Tadzhik 5 0.3

Total USSR 3,020 1.78

Adapted from Schwarz, oj>. cit.. p. 15.13



65

lhThus roughly two million Jews inhabited the areas of im

mediate concern to the Germans; their fate will probably never be

berg, the prospect of war with the Soviet Union must have offered 

a great stimulation and challenge. For over twenty years he had 
been preoccupied with anti-Bolshevism, anti-Russianism, and anti- 

Semitism; now he had the opportunity to put his theories into 
practice on all three fronts. As the director of the Foreign Policy 

Office, he had the broad responsibility of preparing Ostnolitik 
for his master; the fact that he had many rivals in this field and 

that German higher headquarters must have been feverishly active

In the original tables (Schwarz, 0£. cit., pp. 15-16), the 
percentage of Jewish population in both Byelorussia and the Ukraine 
in pre-Revolutionary days was shown as much higher than in 1939 
(lh.*f# and ?.8$, respectively, in 1897)« Rosenberg as a pre-Revo- 
lutionary resident of Russia probably had this proportion in mind. 
Much of the proportionate decrease during the period 1897-1939 can 
be attributed to emigration before 1917* the effects of civil war 
and famine, and dispersion through Russification. With all due 
respect to Dr. Schwarz, it is not always clear from his tables as 
to the comparison he is drawing between 1897 "White Russia" and 
1939 "White Russia". Under the Tsarist regime, the area ran up to 
the Bug River at Brest-Litovsk whereas in 1939, as is well-known, 
the Polish-Russian border ran slightly to the west of Minsk. Dr. 
Schwarz has not completely overlooked this problem because on p. 23, 
Note Zk, he estimates that there were two million Jewish inhabitants 
of the areas annexed by the USSR in 1939-19^0, but this would in
clude the Baltic Republics, Bessarabia, northern Bukhovina, and the 
Finnish areas around Vyborg, and does not assist materially in 
interpreting the tables.

15commemorated in song or saga except among their fellows.

For a racist given to complicated solutions such as Rosen

Marshes and Other Poems
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at that time did not deter his flow of memoranda or lectures to his

staff. Exactly when he knew of the date and scope of the invasion

is problematical; his stature in the government at this time was

such as to preclude his admission to Hitler’s innermost circle.
Much of the activity Rosenberg wished to conduct in the East

had been the subject of his thoughts, writings, and discussions for

many years. In view of this, it is surprising to find that he had
no really firm or comprehensive plan, particularly in the political

field, until the very eve of the invasion. The documents of this
period which have been preserved were assembled by the prosecution
at Nuremberg and were arranged as a lawyer's brief would be; in

their effort to fasten a charge of long-range conspiracy on the
German defendants, the Allied lawyers did not always emphasize

which papers in the voluminous Rosenberg files were drafts prepared

only for discussion and as a starting point for further planning
and which ones were definitive. Some directives and memoranda

17were undated, some were handwritten, and some were superseded
18by events as soon as they were promulgated.

In examining the period April-June, 19^1» it is possible to

l6For example, Document 1039-PS "Report on the Preparatory 
Work in Eastern European Questions", NCA, III, 695-701, and 
Document IO56-PS, "The Organization of the Administration of the 
Occupied Eastern Territories”, Ibid.. 701-716.

■^Document 1017-PS "Memorandum, Subject: USSR", Ibid.,
pp. 67^-681.

1 ftFor example, directives covering currency issue in the 
Caucasus, Document 1030-PS, Ibid.. 69^-693»
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isolate certain actions of both Rosenberg and Hitler which guided 

the course of further planning for the occupation of the East, As 
early as 2 April 19tH* Rosenberg, in a memorandum to his staff, 

showed that he was not ignoring the necessity of political planning 
for the Eastern areas. This memorandum, which might be considered 

the first which his office put forth under the impending "Plan 
Barbarossa", stated among other things:

"A military conflict with the USSR will result in an 
extraordinarily rapid occupation of an important and large 
section of the USSR. It is very probable that military 
action on our part will Tory soon be followed by the 
military oollapse of the USSR. • .

"Is the occupation to be determined by purely military 
and/or economic needs, or is the laying of political 
foundations for a future organization of the area also a 
factor. . .? If so, it is a matter of urgency to fix the 
political goal which is to be obtained, for it will, with
out doubt, also have an effect on military operations. • •

"Anyone who knows the East, sees in a map of Russia's 
population the following national or geographic units:

a. Greater Russia with Moscow as its centre.
b. White Russia with Minsk or Smolensk as its capital.
c. Esthonia, Latvia, and Lithuania.
d. The Ukraine and the Crimea with Kiev as its centre.
e. The Don area with Rostov as its capital.
f. The area of the Caucasus.
g. Russian Central Asia or Russian Turkestan."1°

This document also indicated Rosenberg's concern with making 19 * * * *

19Document 1017-PS, NCA« I, 81*4— 815. See also Mforroslav Prokop,
"Ukraine in Germany's World War II Plans", The Ukrainian Quarterly.
Vol. XI, No. 2 (Spring 1955)* PP« 136 ff. Prokop states that Rosen
berg was "notified" of the forthcoming war by Hitler at this time;
this, however, is apparently an assumption made on the basis of the 
Nuremberg documents.
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a differentiation among the varied nationalities in the areas to be 

occupied. When dealing with the Ukraine, he stated the necessity 
for:

". • .the encouragement of independent national life 
until, possibly, an independent state could be created, 
with the object, alone or in conjunction with the Don area 
and the Caucasus as a Black Sea Union, of holding Moscow 
constantly in check and ensuring Lebensraum for Greater 
Germany in the East."20

A later directive was even more specifics

"Germany was to speak of the * Ukrainian people and its 
freedom', of the 'liberty of the peoples of the Caucasus', 
of the 'salvation of the Esthonian, Latvian, and Lithu
anian nations', but not of 'Russia or of a Russian 
territory*. "21

A Hitlerian decree of 20 April 19^1 appointed Rosenberg of

ficially as "Commissioner for the Central Control of Questions con-
22neeted with the East European Question", a function which he had 

been fulfilling for some time. Thenceforth, the Ostnolitik memoranda 
became more specific as to organization and personnel. There is a 

curious detachment about them, however, much as though they were 

the random thoughts of an observer rather than the plans of a 

Minister who intended to take on the task of ruling many millions 
of people. In the all-important field of jurisdiction among the 

various agencies with interests in the East, Rosenberg contented * 25

2QIbid.. Ill, 677.
Rosenberg, "Danksohrift No. 3M (Memorandum to staff of

25 April 19^1), Document 1020-PS (unpublished) as paraphrased in 
Dallin, J2E,. cit.« p. 53*

Document 865-PS, NCA. I, 816, and III, 621.

21

22
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himself with preparing for the appointments of liaison officers

from Goering's economic agencies, the Armed Forces, the Propaganda
23Ministry, and the SS. He seems to hare been well aware that Him

mler's police agencies would be the most troublesome; even before 

the Ostministerium was conceived, Hitler had already granted Himmler 
wide powers in the areas to be occupied.

A directive of 13 March 1941 stated flatly:
"In the area of operations, the Reiehsfuehrer-SS is, 

on behalf of the Fuehrer, entrusted with special tasks for 
the preparation of the political administration, tasks which 
result from the struggle which has to be carried out between 
two opposing political systems. Within the realm of these 
tasks, the Reichsfuehrer-SS shall act independently and 
under his own responsibility."24

The nst.miwistay held "lengthy discussions" with the repre

sentatives of the police agencies regarding "their relationship to
25the new order in the East"; Himmler disagreed with Rosenberg as 

to the extent of his prerogatives and the latter noted that "the 

documents of this problem will have to be laid before the Fuehrer 
for decision."2^

The role of the Armed Forces in the occupation of the East 

was stated simply and forcefully in a manner which should have pre

cluded any misunderstanding:

23See Part I, Note 1 ; Document 865-PS, NCA, III, 621-623, 
and Document 1039-PS, Ibid., pp. 696-697«

^Document 477-PS, ]J£&, III, 410.

2-Document 1039-PS, Ibid.. 699.
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"The commanding officer has the right, as opposed to 
the civilian agencies, to issue orders which are necessary 
for the execution of the military tasks. His orders 
supersede all others, also those of commissioners of the 
Reich."26

Conflicts were foreseen with Goering's economic agencies in 

view of the fact that the Fuehrer had "entrusted the uniform direc
tion of the administration of economy in the area of operations and 

in the territories of political administration to the Reich 
Marshal. • ."27 Rosenberg wished to establish the principle that 
»11 civil government in the East should be directed by his Ministry. 
But Goering refused to allow Rosenberg to promulgate economic direc
tives and the matter was settled by a decree of the Fuehrer on 

20 May 1941, authorizing Goering alone to give the orders within
pO

"his jurisdiction".
The official act establishing the Rosenberg Ministry was the 

outgrowth of a conference of 16 July 19*4-1» which was presided over

by Hitler and attended by Rosenberg, Field Marshal Keitel, Reichs-
29marshal Goering, Raichsminister Lammers, and Martin Bormann. * 2

Document *+47-PS, Ibid.. 411. The "commissioner" is the 
Raichsknmmiss&r.

27Ibid.

28Document 1188-PS, Ibid., pp. 832-833.
2^Hans Lammers, State Secretary of the Reich Chancellery 1933- 

1945, who also presided over "the rump of the German judiciary".
See Clark, o£. cit.. p. 64 and note. Mach of the administrative 
correspondence to and from Hitler passed through Lammers* office.
See also NCA. VIII, Chart 18.



71

The record of the conference which has been preserved has been 

quoted at length at Nuremberg and elsewhere as an indication of the 
cynical regard which the National Socialist leaders had for the 

"giant cake" which they were about to cut up. At this time Rosen

berg informed the conference of his proposed organization. From 
the record it is apparent that his Ministry had not taken firm shape 

in his own mind and his proposals often appear as disjointed thoughts 

adapted to fit whatever was expedient for the moment. In the course 
of the discussion* he recommended one individual of "special merits", 

a Captain von Petersdorff, whom both Hitler and Goering described 
as insane.3^ Possibly because of his own interests and those of his 

Fuehrer, Rosenberg indicated that he would establish a major depart

ment of "Engineering and Architecture" in his Ministry, on the same
32level as those for administration, economies, and political matters; 

its functions were not specified and it seems to have disappeared 

from view, along with Captain von Petersdorff.
In many fields Rosenberg appears to have deliberately left 

his planning vague and sketchy because of the belief that his sub

ordinates were mature and experienced individuals and should have 
the right to act according to the manner in which events unfolded.

30Bormann*s memorandum of the conference is Document 221-L»
NCA. v n ,  1086-1093.

31Ibid.. 1090.

32Ibid.. 1091.

30
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&  one of his basic directives, Rosenberg stated:
"The fewest possible binding ordinances are to be 

decreed. The higher authorities must rather take the 
path of work directives which will give the subordinate 
authorities sufficient leeway for the consideration of 
the local conditions."33

Goering indicated that Rosenberg should not "guide every 

step of the appointees"; rather they should have "the duty of

working quite independently."
Thus the expense of the Ministry and of the occupation was 

to be borne by the subjugated territories through use of the ex

isting Soviet taxation system (except in the Baltic States which 
were to use the pre—Soviet organizations), Soviet penal laws were 

to remain in force (again excepting the Baltic which were to use 

the pre-Soviet code), and the existing Soviet school system was 

considered to have ceased operation "due to military events" and 
there was no "particular need" for it to resume activity quickly. 

The German proconsuls on the spot would have wide latitude in their

internal administration and they could justify almost any act if
35they could show that it was for the good of Germany.

The following charts will indicate the staff and field 

organizations as they finally emerged and as they remained for the 

period of existence of the Qstministerium. Appointments to the

■^Document 1056-PS, MCA. Ill, 710-711.
Document 221-L, Ibid.. VII, 1090. 

'^Document IO56-PS, NCA. HI, pp. 71^-716.
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major posts in the Held were made at the direction of Hitler; the 

names of minor functionaries hare been entered where they appeared 

in the Nuremberg documents.

.  ................................................................................................................... ....... ....... .......— — .................. ................ .... ......................... ........— .....................- ■

36The names of many officials are mentioned in the memoranda 
and directives used at Nuremberg; wherever possible these have been 
identified.
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ORGANIZATION OF THE OBTittNIS' 37

Main Department I 
Political 

(Leibbrandt)

1. General ( Brauet iga») 
2• Ostland(Kleist)
3.Ukraine(Kinkelin) 
b .Muscovy(Knuepffer) 
5* Caucasus(Mende)
6.Culture(Scheidt)
7 • Settlement(Weteel)
8. Press(Zimmermann) j
9. Youth(Nickel)
10 .Women (Petraecky )

Main Department III 
Economic

Economic Food and 
Cooperation Agriculture 
(Schlotterer) (Riecke)

1. Internal Administration
2. Health
3 «Veterinary 
k«Social Services 
5«Law 
6.Finance 
17«Science
¿.Trusteeship i

Main Department II 
Administrative 

(Hunte)

!

Adapted from Dallin, op. clt.. p. 87» and Documents 
1056-PS, N£4» HI, 701-716 and 1039-PS, Ibid.. 695-701.
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CHART 2

GERMAN CIVIL ADMINISTRATION IN THE OCCUPIED EAST ( QSTMINISTERIUM) 38

Reich
Commissariat

Ostland
RIGA

(Lohse)

T

QSTMINISTERIUM 
(Rosenberg and Staff)

Reich
Commissariat
Ukraine
ROVNO
(Koch)

Reich
Commissariat 
Muscovy 
MOSCOW * 
(Kasche)

General
Commissariats

Esthonia ( Litzmann ) 
Latvia(Drechsler) 
Lithuania(Renteln) 
Eyelorussia(Kube)

I- p— • *............ ...
General

Commissariats! i
| Volhynia-Podolia(Schoene) 

Nikolayev( Oppermann ) 
Zhitomir (ELeram)

! Kiev(Megunia) 
Dnepropetrovsk(Selzner) 

»♦Taurida(Frauenfeld)

Reich
Commissariat 
Caucasus 
TBILISI * 

(Schickedanz)

♦Projected
♦♦Rosenbergean name for the Crimea

Adapted from Dallin, op. cit.. p. 9^, and Documents 
1056-PS, ££4, HI, 701-716 and 1039-PS, Ibid.« 695-701.
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Two well-nigh fatal defects in this organization were 

apparent from the beginning; the first fault could be traced

76

directly to the heterogeneous character of the appointees. Highly

varying in talent, energy, ability, and background, each one saw

his position and his goal in a different light. In many cases,
39the officials were recruited from widely different agencies and

See Document 1034-PS, NCA, III, 693-695« Dallin, 0£. cit., 
p. 102 n., states that Rosenberg did not make extensive use of the 
Civil Service for his recruitment of personnel. He probably did 
not have the time to do so but rather was forced to levy quotas 
upon various governmental agencies for assistance. There is some 
indication that this was looked upon as a means of spreading out 
the positions among various Party and governmental organizations.

At a conference the day before the June 22, invasion, 
Rosenberg estimated the number of supervisory officials to be re
cruited initially for employment in the East as somewhat over 
1,000. See Document 1039-PS, NCA. Ill, 700. Of this number, the 
German Labor Front was to provide 261, the SA (Sturmabteilung)
144, and the Ministry of the Interior about 450. The remaining 
initial positions were to be filled by levy on various organizationso 

Many of the officials recruited already wore the uniforms 
of their organizations. Since it was considered "impossible for 
German government officials to enter the Eastern territories in 
different uniforms", a new garb was suggested. The Armed Forces 
were willing to set aside dark-brown cloth for 5,000 uniforms 
(See Document 1034-PS, NCA. Ill, 695)« A yellow-brown type was 
eventually evolved, bringing forth the derisive term Goldfasanen 
(golden pheasants) for the wearers. (See Dallin, o£. cit., p. 103L) 

Any preparation for a training program for the newly- 
appointed officials seems to have been incidental. Burgkommandant 
Gohdes of the German Labor Front who participated prominently in 
the initial recruiting of the Ostministerium officials appar
ently had at his disposition school facilities located at 
Kroessensee, a suburb of Berlin. Here he undertook to organize a 
brief series of lectures, probably delivered by Rosenberg’s
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frequently their loyalties lay toward the figures whom they had 

served before and not toward their new master, Rosenberg. In 

the lower steps of the hierarchy, they tended to look upon 

their purpose in life as spies or borers from within; in their 

higher positions, they regarded themselves as above mere bureau

cratic subordination. The second defect was that each of the 

two major geographical subdivisions of the organization was 

headed by a man who looked upon his position as independent and 

upon himself as responsible only to Hitler. Neither Koch in 

the Ukraine nor Lohse in the Ostland ever took Rosenberg 

seriously.

associates, and to conduct instruction in small-arms firing.
(See Document 103^-PS, NCA. Ill, 695» and. Document 1039-PS, 
Ibid.. 698.) After this training, which must have been very- 
sketchy, the District Commissars were cast loose upon the Soviet 
populace.

In his first stages of preparation for the Ministry, 
Rosenberg had been content with the building housing the Foreign 
Policy Office (APA) which he had occupied since 1933* With his 
new position as Ostminister he requested "appropriate premises" 
to house his staff, and specifically the building formerly oc
cupied by the Soviet Commercial Mission. Ribbentrop's Foreign 
Office raised the objection that a German agency could not ap
propriate "extraterritorial" property. Hitler overruled this 
objection as "nonsense" and Rosenberg's Ministry was housed in 
the first of its many locations. (See Document 221-L, NCA. VII, 
1092.)
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A parallel fault, somewhat less troublesome in its impli

cations, was that the geographical subdivisions did not correspond

to ethnic, linguistic, or former Soviet administrative boundaries.
40In effect, the setting up of the organization junked Rosenberg' s 

plan as laid out in his memorandum of 2 April 19hl and was a 

decision of expedience in order to satisfy the ambitions of the 
various individuals in the government with interests in the East.

Goebbels later commented that Rosenberg was "more of a 

theoretician than a practical organizer", and that he was building
up a "gigantic organization of which in the end, he loses all

hicontrol." A glance at the personnel appointed to fill the various 
positions would indicate the cause of some of this lack of control. 

For his Deputy, Rosenberg chose Alfred Meyer, the Gauleiter of 

Westphalia, who was considered a strictly loyal Party member who

always took a clear and National Socialist stand in political
Loaffairs. Whatever qualifications Meyer had for the position are 

not apparent; he seems to have been more concerned with his Party 
functions inside Germany than with anything else and to have regarded 

his position in the Ostministerium as a reward for long and faithful 

service to National Socialism. The qualifications of the Chief of

hoSee above, Note 9* 
hiGoebbels, op. eit.. p. 58.
^Document 1019-PS, |J£A, HI, 68h.
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the Political Department* Georg Leibbrandt, have been discussed
43previously. J Whatever criticisms may be levelled at such of his

writings as have been preserved* it is apparent that by background

and interest* Dr. Leibbrandt merited some position in the Rosenberg

Ministry. His immediate subordinate* Dr. Otto Brauetigam* a former 
44career diplomat, whose abilities in the field of Soviet affairs,

and German occupation policy have been recognized in a postwar
45context* lent an air of respectability to his department. The

two economic sub-groups were directed by Hans-Joachim Riecke, a
Prussian civil servant* and Gustav Schlotterer* a director of the

46I. G. Farben concern.

The remaining figures on the staff of the Ostministart nm 

have not left their mark on history. Some, like SS-Brigadefuehrer 

Job Zimmermann* Chief of the Press Section* and ELtlerlucend of

ficial Siegfried Nickel* whose youth activities soon developed into 

labor impressment, are of interest because they indicate two of the 

agencies from which Ostministerium personnel were drawn; others, 

like the Caucasus specialist Gerhardt von Mende* a Baltic German,

43"see Part II, Note 39.
¿44Shirer, '£h§. Rise and Fall jgf the Third Reich, pp. 1226-1227. 

Brauetigam apparently had been a former German Consul-General at 
Batumi. See Kamenetsky, 2j>. cit.. pp. 59-60.

45Brauetigam was reportedly last employed in the Foreign Of
fice of the Bonn Government. See Prokop, ££. cit.. p. 135.

46Document 221-L, NCA, VH, 1092. See also Dallin, op. cit.,
p. 88



a professor« and a student of Tureology, show that some members were

possessed of appreciable erudition. Dr. Peter Kleist, who headed

the Qstland section of the staff* was an SS officer who had served

with the Foreign Ministry and has left an interesting record of
his conversations with the principal figures of the time.^

Passing to the field organization (Chart 2) probably the

best-known member there after Rosenberg himself was Erich Koch. A
8long-time National Socialist* he was once considered as belonging

to a pro-Soviet group and to have urged Hitler to seek an alliance 
h9with Stalin* Known as MErik the Red" to his colleagues, he had 

served as Gauleiter of East Prussia where he acquired a reputation 

for efficiency and initiative. "• • .one of the cleverest district 
leaders Hitler had ever had",^° Koch was also "hard-boiled” and 

"a first-rate demagogue whose energy and talent were not matched 
by scruple. He was destined to pursue his own way as overlord of 

the Ukraine while his nominal superior could only look on in help
less amazement. Probably Koch*s desire to prove that he was a

¿4-7Peter Kleist, Zwischen Hitler und Stalin (Bonn: Athenaeum 
Verlag, 1950).

48Both Shirer, The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich. t>. 180. 
and Bullock, 2ft. sJ£., p. 105, mention Koch's participation in 
Nazi Party meetings in 1925 in Hanover.

49Rausehning, ^  M c e  of Destruction, p. 130.
50Hans-Bemd Gisevius, Jo tfre Bitter End (Boston: Houghton 

Mifflin Co., W ? ) ,  pp. 200-201.

80.

51Ibid.
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thoroughly loyal German and dedicated National Socialist who had

shed any pro-Comraunist sentiments he may once have had caused him
52to follow the course of a "brutal and smart practical operator".

Like the 1919 Rosenberg arriving in Munich, Koch brought with him
the fury of the apostate.

Koch's ideas were simple and were probably best expressed
in his well-known inauguration speech at Rovno, the city which he

53had chosen for his seat of government:
"Gentlemens I am known as a brutal dog. Because of 

this reason X was appointed as a Reichskomraissar of the 
Ukraine. Our first task is to suck from the Ukraine all 
the goods we can get hold of, without consideration of 
the feeling or the property of the Ukrainians.

"Gentlemen: I am expecting from you the utmost severity 
toward the native population."5^

The designate for Ostland with capital at Riga was HLnrich
Lohse, Gauleiter of Schleswig-Holstein, no less a fanatical Nazi

55than Koch, less dynamic and more bureaucratic. J He looked upon

-^Goebbels, ££. cit.. p. 201.
53Rosenberg, in line with fact and tradition, had expected 

that the capital would be in Kiev (Note 9» above). Koch dis
regarded this for reasons best known to himself.

^J. Thorwald, Wenn Sie Verderben Wollen (Stuttgart: Stein- 
grueben Verlag, 1951)» P» 7^» as quoted in Kamenetsky, SS» SÜL** 
p. 35. See also Hans de Weerd, "Erich Koch and Ukraine", The 
Ukrainian Quarterly. Vol. XX, No. 1, p. 30.

Koch's rule was so brutal that the theory is sometimes ad
vanced that he was a Soviet agent deliberately cruel in his adminis
tration in order to arouse the population against the Germans. Such 
tortuous reasoning often attempts to overcomplicate the already 
complicated. See Stefan Horak, "Ukraine and Germany in Both World 
Wars", The Ukrainian Quarterly, Vol. XIII, No. 1 (March 1957)» P*

D̂aliin, se., dt.« P» 186.
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himself as the modern-day representative of the old Teutonic Knights
returning to the scene of early triumphs and he divided his time
between his responsibilities in Germany and the appraisal of the

castles, hotels, and administrative palaces of his new fief. The

Baltic parts of Ostland, particularly Latvia and Esthonia, were

more advanced than other parts of the occupied Soviet territories;
through memoranda and interminable decrees Lohse attempted to

regulate every facet of the life of his subjects. He relegated
the less desirable part of his domain, Byelorussia, to Wilhelm Kube,

and strove to build up a personal and independent administration.

When Deputy Meyer took Lohse to task for his independence, the
latter is said to have replied that he was not working for himself

but rather so that his infant son could some day put the "hereditary
57ducal crown" on his head.

The designate for the General Commissariat of Byelorussia, 

with capital in Minsk, was Wilhelm Kube, who had been a National 

Socialist member of the Reichstag for many years, Gauleiter of 

Kurmark and, after Hitler's coming to power, Oberoraesident of 
Brandenburg and West Prussia. Before the war he had been retired 

and even jailed temporarily under accusations of various scandals

Pall in, o p. eit.. p. 186. See also Clark, 2E.. eit., pp. 
62-6** and p. 69 for a summary of Kube's activities in his domain.

^Kleist, cit.. p. 159»



and political blackmail« Recalled to active duty in 19iH, he saw

himself as one of Hitler's new viceroys and quickly set to work to 
fill the role.58

Two of the Reich Commissariats, those of Muscovy and the 

Caucasus, were never completely staffed because the German armies 

failed to secure the territory. Personnel were selected, however, 

and continued to wait in Berlin in the vain hope that their domains 
would somehow be delivered to them.5^

Rosenberg's original choice for Muscovy had been Erich Koch, 
whom he considered too brutal for the Ukraine. ̂  When Hitler over

rode his Minister's recommendation and appointed Koch to the Ukraine, 
Rosenberg put forward Siegfried Kasche, a former high SA officer, 

for the Moscow post. Despite the opposition of Himmler, who con
sidered Kasche a desk-bound bureaucrat "in no wise energetic or

58Delarue, $jR. sit., pp. 12? ff., implies that Kube, like 
Koch, in his earlier days had socialistic leanings. As the 
National Socialist leader in the Prussian Landtag in July, 1933* 
he appears to have been vociferous in pressing for a breakup of 
Junkers estates for a distribution of land to the peasants.

Kube was assassinated 22 September 19*4-3» a Byelorussian 
servant girl is said to have concealed a personnel mine in his bed. 
Rosenberg delivered the memorial address at the state funeral in 
Berlin, "characterized by unusual tactlessness", according to 
Goebbels, <2|>. eit., p. ¿4-86. "Rosenberg is not the man to touch 
the hearts of his listeners."

59^Laqueur, cit., p. 60.
60Rosenberg, Appendix to Memorandum No. 2, Document 1019-PS, 

NCA. Ill, 682.



strong, and an outspoken enemy of the SS",^ the appointment was

made and Kasche continued to await his new post, finally winding up
62his political career as Minister to puppet Croatia.

For the Caucasus, Rosenberg picked a long-time associate,

Arno Sehickedanz, a Baltic German, probably a childhood friend, and
63a former member of the Rubonia Student Corps in Riga or Reval. J 

Sehickedanz had served as an assistant to Editor Rosenberg on the 

Voelkischer Beobachter and later became a sort of deputy to the
f y .

Party Foreign Policy Office (APA) in 1933» Rosenberg’s personal 
loyalty to Sehickedanz overcame any consideration of his abilities 
and he maintained his old friend with a large staff in Berlin 

awaiting the opportune moment for his triumphant entry into Tbilisi.

Of the remaining lesser lights in the territorial organi
zation of the Ostministerium. little can be said. Karl Idtzmann 

served creditably in the General Commissariat of Esthonia, opposing

both the sybaritic tendencies of his superior, Hinrieh Lohse, and
66the brutalities of Himmler’s SS. Alfred Frauenfeld, an Austrian 

racist and fanatical Nazi was appointed to head the Crimea sub
ordinate to Erich Koch. His regime was marieed by bureaucratic * 63

8*.

61
62

Dallin, eit.. p. 296.

I&d.
63̂Laqueur, gR. cit., p. 60 n.

^Ibid.. p. 177.
^Ibid.. p. 60 n.

Dallin, o£. cit.. pp. 192-193»66
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squabbles with his superiors and excursions into the MGothic origins 

of Crimean culture". In postwar days, he was to be one of those 

arrested for a coup against the Bonn Government in February, 1953»
At one point during his reign, his superior, Koch, instituted a 

blockade so that food could not move into the Crimea from the north, 

hoping thereby to force abolition of the subordinate command and 
put the area squarely under his control.^

Each of the General Commissariats (Esthonia, Latvia, 
Lithuania, etc.) was further subdivided into Districts (Kreisgebiete) 

headed by a District Commissar who was the lowest-ranking official 

of the German Qstministerium in the East. Below this level, indige
nous personnel and systems functioned, adapting the existing Soviet

administrative structure to German practices and differing con-
68siderably from place to place. Thus in the Ukraine, for example, 

the six General Commissariats show in Chart 2 (p. 75) were divided 

into 11& Districts; these districts were further subdivided into

^Ibid., pp* 26*4— 266.
68Some postwar confusion concerning these relative differences 

was because, paradoxically enough, in some areas administered strictly 
by the military forces, there was a greater use of indigenous of
ficials than in the areas under the civil government of Rosenberg’s 
Ministry. See D. Karov, Partizanskove Dvizhenive v SSSR v 19*4-l-*f5 
(Munich: Institute for the Study of the History and Culture of the 
USSR, 195*0» P* 29» for an appraisal of the surprisingly liberal 
use of local indigenous authorities in Leningrad Oblast. This con
trasted strangely with Hitler's determination to raze the city of 
Leningrad (Document 221-L, NCA. VII, 1088), and was probably be
cause, as Karov implies, that the German military authorities there 
did not support Nazi theories.
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Mt-3 ravons. the smallest of the administrative units in the scheme

of government. These ravons were headed by indigenous personnel

under the supervision of German officials whose nominal position
69was normally in an agency other than the Ostministerium.

Such a duality of control was bound to create confusion. 

The Ostministerium. hastily organized and without a clear-cut 

delineation of authority and responsibility« was not capable of 
planning the administration of a huge country down to the lowest 

echelon. The most lowly« and often the only« German official on 
the spot was the Landwirtsehaftsfuehrer (agricultural leader) who 

represented German interests« supervised the peasants* work, and 

cast an eye on village and ravon administration. But his subordi
nation was to the Wirtschaftsfuehrunesstab Qst (Economic Executive 

Staff, East) an agency under the control of Hermann Goering with 

the mission of fulfilling the National Socialist Four Year Plan.

Goering*s personal and official opinion of Rosenberg and his 
70Ministry was such as to preclude any coordination of effort * 70

^Kamenetsky, or. cit., p. J6. The large cities were placed 
Tinder Stadtkommissare (City Commissars) and were exempt from 
District administration.

70Goebbels, op. cit., p. 266, says of Goering:
"He has the worst possible opinion of Rosenberg. Like 

myself, he is astounded that the Fuehrer continues to stick 
to him and clothes him with powers which he is incompetent 
to use. Rosenberg belongs in an ivory tower, not in a 
Ministry that oust look after almost a hundred million 
people. The Fuehrer thought of the Ministry of the East as 
a guiding and not an administrative instrument when he 
created it."
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between the two Ministries* "For all practical purposes, the Rosen

berg office was from the start excluded fro« decision-naking in the 
71economic sphere."

If the exact workings of the system escaped foreigners, it

also escaped the Germans. Dallin has summed up the plight of the
local officials as "subject to multiple authorities, conflicting

jurisdictions, and contradictory directives ; the formal and actual

functions in the economic field remained mystifying even to those
72appointed to administer the system."

A curious consideration here is how much the occupants of 

the Soviet territories understood of the system under which they
73were ruled* Standard Soviet works of the "war crimes" variety ignore 72 73

7 Dallin, on* eit*. p. 31*4-. This confusion of control was not 
known or at least not considered until after the war. Some con
temporary foreign observations were published when a group of news
paper correspondents were taken on a 2,500 mile tour of the German- 
occupied Ukraine in the autumn of 19*41. The results of their 
findings, summarized in "Jobs for Little Fuehrers", Time. XXXVIII,
19 (10 November 19*4-1), p. 27. and "Rosenberg’s Russia", Time.
XXXVIII, 22 (1 December 19*4-1;» pp. 25-26, indicated Rosenbergean 
control down to the lowest echelon.

72Ibid.. p. 313.
73̂These are relatively rare by comparison with the numbers pub

lished in Western count ides. The Soviet Government, alone among those 
represented at Nuremberg, did not publish the documentary evidence 
and records of the trials in 19*4-6-49. After the death of Stalin, 
the first volume of an abridged series of documents pertaining to 
the trials was published. (Laqueur, ojs. cit.. p. 238.) In 19*4-5» 
the Soviet Government established an "Extraordinary Commission" of 
its own for the indictment and prosecution of lesser figures whose 
misdeeds were confined to Soviet territory; the documentary evidence 
for the proceedings of this Commission is gathered» among other places, 
in Mmiariar (feyinrayut (The Documents Condemn) (Moscow: OGIZ, 19*4-5)»
3 Vol.
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completely the transfer from military to civil rule in the occupied 

territories* "Partisan warfare" books are more interesting and to 
the point since much of the rear-area activity of the Soviets was 

in districts nominally ruled by the Rosenberg Ministry. A book by 

a supposedly competent Soviet emigre scholar, Karov, does not mention 

the Civil Ministry once in his chapter on "German Occupation 

Policy"^ and only incidentally elsewhere.^ According to him al
most everything was the work of the German Army and the SS. A more

76recent Soviet publication' shows somewhat finer distinctions, 
perhaps because it is written largely by Russian historians or 

graduate student candidates for degrees* This book usually gives 

the correct titles and functions of the German officials and places 

their activities in perspective with the overall sweep of the war.

Yet even here there are some amusing errors; for example, graduate 

student and candidate A* K. Rashkevits describes the German civil 
government in Riga:

"The occupation forces destroyed the Latvian governmen
tal structure. The country was included in the jurisdiction 
of the Imperial Province "Gstland". At the head of this 
province was appointed the Baltic German, Rosenberg, and 
as Reichskommissar H. Lohse, as direct supervisor the dyed- 
in-the wool (materw) Fascist Drechsler. . .Latvia was

7kKarov, cit., pp. 26-29.
^ Ibid.. p. 30.

V. E, Bystrov, Editor, Sovyetskive Partizanv (Soviet 
Partisans) (Moscow: Gospolizdat, 1963).
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divided into four districts, at the head of which were 
placed former ’’Baltic Barons” and Fascists from the 
Reich. The police and punitive organs were subordinated 
to SS-j&erg^BBf.B£&fte;r Eeheln.”77

If the author had put Rosenberg in the Ministry in Berlin
78where he belonged, the description would be substantially correct.

With the confusion at top and bottom it is surprising to 

find that Minister Rosenberg himself began his tenure of office with 
a definite concept of how the occupation should be carried out.

After the first Hitlerian change to his outline of April, 19*H,7^ 

he appears to have adjusted his sights to what was possible. His 
political and administrative policy at this time has been ably 
summarized as follows:

1. The USSR would be divided into five parts--Greater 

Finland, a Baltic protectorate, the Ukraine as a national state, 
the Caucasus as a federated state, and Russia proper.

2. Finland was to regain the Vyborg area territory she 

had lost during the 1939-^0 “Winter War" and was to add the Karelo- 

Einnish Soviet Republic and Leningrad Oblast. The resultant state 

would be made a part of the German alliance system. 77 78 79

77Ifeid., pp. 56*4— 565. (Translation by writer.)
78'In justice to student Rashkevits, an official compilation 

of the U. S. Army Chief of Military History, The German Campaign 
ML Russia— Planning and Operations 19̂ 0-19*4-2 Twhshington: Depart* 
ment of the Army, 1955/ relegates both German military and civil 
government in the East to six lines (p. 1?8) in which everything 
is blamed on unnamed "National Socialist Party functionaries".

79See above Note 9*
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3« The Baltic protectorate would include the Baltic states 

and Byelorussia. This was the Ostland headed by Hinrich Lohse.

4. The Ukraine was to become an independent state. It 

would be considerably enlarged with the addition of ethnographieally 

Russian provinces (Kursk, Saratov, Tambov, and Voronezh) and would 

serve as a buffer against Russia.
5. Germany would control the federated state to be erected 

in the Caucasus.
6. The remainder of the Soviet Union would form a Russian 

state; its ultimate disposition would be made later.
7. The nominally independent states of the Ukraine and

the Caucasus would have their own governments but these governments

would be under the political supervision of a German Reichskommis sar
8oand under the military supervision of a German military governor.

Of all the areas which Germany occupied in the East, the 

Ukraine was the largest and the most important. Historically Ger

man interest in its economic resources and the political possibility 

of constituting a semi-independent state as a buffer against Great 
Russia was of long standing. It is not surprising that Rosenberg’s 
early memoranda were in large part devoted to this land.

A discussion here of the nationalist aspirations of the 
Ukrainian people would be subject to many pitfalls and blind turns.

goKamenetsky, SR* cit.. pp. 23-24. See also George Fischer, 
Soviet Opposition to Stalin (Cambridge, Mass: Harvard University 
Press, 1952), p. 11.
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Suffice it to say that if it is imprecise to use the term "Russian” 

for all of the peoples of the Soviet Union, it is no more precise 

to assume that the term "Ukrainian" refers to a homogeneous people 

with a well-developed national consciousness and all of the attri

butes of a modern state. Parts of the Ukraine, such as Western 

Galicia, were under Austrian rule for many generations; before and 

since that time the area has been the object of Lithuanian and 
Polish expansion. Parts of the Carpatho-Ukraine have, within recent 
memory, been Austrian, Polish, Czechoslovak, Hungarian, and Soviet. 

Generally speaking, Western Ukrainians (Galicians) both at home 
and in emigre circles, have espoused wherever possible a policy of 

nationalism and separation from the Soviet Union and have often, 

by a very articulate defense of their policy, given greater weight
81to their views in foreign circles than their numbers would warrant.

Rosenberg was well aware of the dangers of exaggerating 

Ukrainian nationalism; in a speech to his staff two days before the 

invasion began, he stated that the Germans could "safely assume 

this (national) consciousness to exist in only a latent and apathetic 

form; but even if it should exist in a smaller degree than we

"The writer is proceeding with caution in this complex field. 
See above, Note 8. Ukrainians such as Kamenetsky, op. cit.. p. 73» 
recognize Galicia as the stronghold of Ukrainian nationalism but back 
up their claims with such devices as the ethnographic map showing 
a Ukrainian speaking majority stretching from Uzhgorod on the 
Czechoslovakian border almost to the Caucasus. In the opinion of 
the writer, this is an exaggeration, natural among "nationalist" 
writers. See Nicholas P. Vakar Byelorussia (Cambridge, Mass: Har
vard University Press, 1956) for a similar "expansionist" treatment 
of another constituent part of the Soviet Union.
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believe likely. . .then especially we must make every effort to 
revive this Ukrainian self-consciousness."

One curious result of the Rosenberg preoccupation with a 
•Vail around Muscovy" was the creation in folklore of two synthetic 

states, "Idel-Ural" and "Cossackia". The first was a "state" 

loosely considered as encompassing Tatar, Finnish, and Mongoloid 
ethnographic elements centering about the city of Kazan in the USSR 

and including roughly the Soviet Mordovian, Chuvash, Mari, Tatar, 
Udmurt, and Bashkir Autonomous Republics; the second was a grouping 

of the highly mixed historic military settlements of Cossacks along 

the Dnieper, Don, Kuban, and Terek rivers. Rosenberg himself re

fused to recognize either of these as national groups, but the 

activities of emigres on his staff and elsewhere fixed the two areas 

in the public mind as another portion of the Soviet Etopire which was 
ripe for dismemberment. In 1963* the U. S. Congress in its reso

lution for "Captive Nations Week" listed both "Idel-Ural" and 

"Cossackia" as examples of nations suffering under the Soviet yoke, 

thereby arousing the wrath and scorn of well-informed Great Russian 
emigres in the United States

fflLtler*s attitude toward all of these questions had been 
summed up at the conference of 16 July 19*4-1:

QO
Document IO58-PS, Trials of the Major War Criminals 

(Nuremberg: 19*4-7-49), 42 Vols., (abbreviated as TMWC). XXVI, 618- 
619, as quoted by Dallin, 0£. cit., pp. 110-111; (the Document 
1058-PS) quoted in the "Red Series", NCA, III, 716-717, is incomplete.)

^See Tschebotarioff, op. cit.. Appendix, and Note 8, above.
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"Qri principle we have now to face the task of cutting 
up the giant cake according to our needs in order to be able: 

firstf to dominate it; 
second, to administer it; 
third, to exploit it.M®+

Because of unfortunate experiences with Czech, Polish, and 

other national minorities in the old Austro-Hungarian Empire and 

with Slavs in the armies of Imperial Germany, Hitler was extremely 

suspicious of any concessions to Nuanciemng (fine differentation) 

among nationalities in the Soviet Onion. In Hitler*s view, Luden- 
dorff had erred in 1916 when he had tried to attract one group of 
Slavs, the Poles, by offering them kindly treatment and the possi

bility of setting up an independent Polish state. He had befriended 
these people and they had turned against Germany. Why should any
one want to repeat this error?8-*

MIt was we who, in 1918, created the Baltic countries 
and the Ukraine. But nowadays we have no interest in 
maintaining Baltic states, any more than in creating an 
independent Ukraine.**86

Hitler's interests in agriculture have been mentioned above.87 
While there is no evidence that he ever regarded the Ostnri 

as having responsibilities in this area, his attitude toward the 
"soil" and his frequent references thereto indicate a most skeptical

Ok
Document 221-1, NCA. VII, 1088.

Q C

See Fischer, ¡¡S.. cit.. Appendix.
86Hitier, Secret Conversations (No. 20) 1? September 19^1, p. 29.
On
See Part I, Note 22 and Note 23.



state of wind toward the more scholarly members of his corps of

Eastern experts. Peasants and soldiers were his heroes; scholars

and merchants and people who "jabbered" in various languages were

not for him. War was to be welcomed for "mankind has grown great
88in eternal struggle and only in eternal peace does it perish."

Hitler would not have been an exponent of "peaceful coexistence".

"• • .the waves of historic events seemed to have grown 
so smooth that the future really seemed to belong only to 
the peaceful contest of nations; in other words, a cozy 
mutual swindling match with the exclusion of violent 
methods of defense. . .to remodel the whole world into 
one big department store in whose vestibules the busts 
of the shrewdest profiteers and the most lamblike ad
ministrative officials, and the Jews no doubt would have 
to sacrifice themselves to being the owners, since by 
their own admission they never make any money, but al
ways »pay* and, besides, speak the most languages."89

In the words of one student, Hitler "despised the cosmo

politan cities and the need of the Nation to depend on the commerce 

of other countries for livelihood. He pointed to the big cities 

as places of sterility, effeminity, and degeneration. He saw world 

trade as a promoter of cosmopolitanism which undermines the strength

and identity of a nation. The peasants he viewed as the best and
90the healthiest element. . ."

In view of this attitude, it is not surprising that he in

tuitively rejected any sophisticated political planning which took

QO
°°Hitler, ifeiD. Kampf. p. 135-
89Ibid.. p. 157.
Kamenetsky, o£. cit., p. k .90



into account differences in nationality, which required the speaking 

or writing of another language or which recognized that the non- 

German, and particularly the Slav, had any aspirations for anything 

except serving the Herrenvolk. He was particularly suspicious of 

projects which indicated that the Eastern territories might require 

a large number of administrators.

MIt should be possible for us to control this region 
to the East with two hundred and fifty thousand men plus 
a cadre of good administrators. Let’s learn from the 
English, who, with two hundred and fifty thousand men 
in all, including fifty thousand soldiers, govern four 
hundred million Indians.”91

Hitler seems to have been well aware of the German penchant 

for administrative detail and also to have had some realization of 

the confusion he was causing in his own ranks by assigning dupli

cative functions to various agencies. At times he expressed a 
cynical delight in the discomfitures of his bureaucratic subor

dinates. In speaking of Russians traveling within the occupied 

areas, he remarked:
”1 cannot help grinning when I think what a heaven

sent field of activity these people constitute for our 
bureaucrats! I can already see in my mind’s eye some of 
the measures they will introduce; first of all, a sort 
of journey-book to be duly stamped on departure from each 
pasturage; then a ban on certain routes— with the routes 
not so harmed made compulsory) And the tit-bit will be 
the battle of the bureaucrats to decide who shall have the 
right te administer these gypsies! Will it be the mili
tary authority or the Ministry of Internal Affairs?
Might it not even be the Ministry of Foreign Affairs ?”92

91fflLtler, Secret Conversations (No. 11) 27 «July 19^1, p. 13» 

92Ibid.. (No. 271) 27 July 19^2, p. 486.
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No time was to be wasted in attempting to uplift the eon-
93quered. National Socialism was not for export; the German

Q¿J,school-teacher should stay home.
'•Nothing would be a worse mistake on our part than to 

seek to educate the masses there. It is to our interest 
that these people should knew just enough to recognize 
the signs on the roads."95

The contrast between the coarsely practical Hitler and his
bookish subordinate is reminiscent of American "self-made" men and
their contempt for "college boys". Rosenberg's published works had

96attracted the attention of observers abroad for a decade or more;
in searching for some concrete expression of National Socialism
the foreign student of German affairs would naturally turn to the

one-time spokesman of the Party, particularly where it concerned

policy toward the East. Hitler appears to have been well-aware of

this trend abroad and to have derived a kind of cynical delight in

seeing his enemies pursue the wrong course. Rosenberg had gradually
97lost his position as one of the intimates next to the Fuehrer 

but at the same time he was continuously active in speech-making, * 9

93Ibid.. (No. 223) 20 May 19*2, p. 397.
^ Ibid.. (No. 1?) 8-9 and 9-10 August 19*1, p. 20.

95Ibld.. (No. 11) 27 July 19*1, p. 13.
9^As for example, Chandler, 2R. cit.« which is concerned en

tirely with Rosenberg's book, The Myth of the Twentieth Century. 
See also Otto D. Tolischus, They Wanted War (New York: Reynal and 
Hitchcock, 19*0), pp. 179 ff. and Shuster, ajo. cit.. pp. 19 ff.

97Laqueur, ©£. cit.. p. *0, places the height of Rosenberg's 
influence as about 1930.
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pamphleteering, and planning, so that he could very neatly appear 

to be what he was not— an authoritative member of the National 

Socialist elite. In actuality Hitler seems to have appraised the 

value of his subordinate as primarily in the field of confusion of 

the enemy. At least a more categorical repudiation of Rosenberg's 

philosophy could not be found than the following, expressed by 

Hitler to his intimates:

"I must insist that Rosenberg's "The Myth of the 
Twentieth Century" is not to be regarded as an expres
sion of the official doctrine of the Party. The moment 
the book appeared, I deliberately refrained from re
cognizing it as any such thing. In the first place, its 
title gives a completely false impression. There is, 
indeed, no question of confronting the conceptions of 
the nineteenth century with the so-called myth of the 
twentieth. A National Socialist should affirm that to 
the myth of the nineteenth century he opposes the faith 
and science of our times.

"It is interesting to note that comparatively few 
of the older members of the Party are to be found 
among the readers df Rosenberg's book. . . .  It gives 
me considerable pleasure to realize that the book has 
been closely studied only by our opponents. Like most 
of the Gauleiters. I have myself merely glanced cur
sorily at it. It is in any case written in much too 
abstruse a style, in my opinion."98

As to whether or not Hitler ever regretted the creation of 

his Ostminister. we have no clue. With the gradual deterioration 

of the German military position, the Fuehrer became more and more 
preoccupied with operational command and ignored almost everything 
which did not have a direct bearing on the position of his armies 
at the front.

Hitler, Secret Conversations. (No. 190) 11 April 19^2, p. 3^2.98



PART IV

CONCLUSION

The failures of the Qstminlsterium. like those of the mili
tary campaigns, can be traced to many and varied causes. The 

tragedy for both Russia and Germany was that the whole scheme hinged 
upon a short and victorious war, upon the assurance of excising and 
exploiting large tracts of Soviet territory for the immediate bene

fit of Germany, and upon leaving for the future, in the fashion of 
the Roman Bnpire, a collection of subject princes and states paying 
tribute to Germany.

Just as Hitler and his military advisers did not make pro

vision for winter clothing for the invading troops because they 

were convinced the campaign would end before winter,1 so also they 

rejected political planning almost in its entirety because it was 

believed that such activity was unnecessary, would delay victory,

and might interfere with carving up the new domain once victory 
2was achieved. Rosenberg's concrete planning for the OstnAnisterium 

took place only from April to June, 194-1» a space of less than 
three months and an incredibly short time to set up a huge ministry,

2 M  fiffiCMW Ml Russia— Planning ag& Qperqtjpns
(1940-1942), ££, «it., p. 89.

2See Conference of 16 July 1941, Document 221-L NCA. VII,
1090.

98



recruit personnel, and prepare the various directives necessary to 

set the organization in notion. When the plans were put to the 

practical test with the invasion, Hitler largely brushed aside what 

had been projected and set out upon his own course.

Much has been made of Rosenberg*s character, or character

istic, as an ineffectual philosopher, a theoretician, and a muddle-
headed Balt who "greedily, childishly. • .stretched out his hands 

3for power. • ." but was unable to utilize it once he had it. But 
given the circumstances tinder which he worked, there was probably 

little else he could have done. In his recruiting of personnel, 
he was forced, by the realities of National Socialist politics, to 

accept individuals from all other governmental and Party agencies, 

both because he did not have time to utilize the Civil Service and 

because the idea was prevalent that jobs in the East should be 

distributed equitably throughout the National Socialist hierarchy. 
That many of these individuals would be incompetent chair-warmers 

foisted off upon him because their own agencies did not want than 

was a foregone conclusion; that they might also retain divided 

loyalties was also probable. Those who were in the field such as 
Koch, Lohse, Kube, Frauenfeld, and Litzmann, could indulge their 

desires to carve out independent duchies and to act the part of 

the great lord. The grocery cleric could become a potentate; after 
all, the small-town Bernadotte had become King of Sweden. Those

^Dallin, o&. eit.. p. 26.

99.



100.

who wore on the staff in Berlin could give full play to their 

"Eastern** theories which they had been developing in one fashion 
or another for twenty or more years.

(hi the staff of the Ostministerium the more sophisticated 

political approach and the insistence on Nuancierung (fine dif

ferentiation) among Soviet nationalities often became hopelessly 

enmeshed in studies about the "Russian soul". Germans, like 

Americans, have had many observers on the Russian scene for several 
generations and many of them have written their bit to add to the 

total of "impressions" of the vast country in the East. The flower
ing of such writings does not necessarily date from 1917.

Rosenberg himself, rejecting anything which smacked of 
the ordinary or the simple, attempted a detailed analysis of the 

Russian "soul" in his Myth of the Twentieth Century. Perhaps be

cause Dostoyevsky was one of the more abstruse Russian writers 

and is characterized by some of his own countrymen as a proponent 

of mrakobesive (obscurantism), Rosenberg drew extensively upon 

Raskolnikov, the "Brothers Karamazov" and other Dostoyevskian 

creations to illustrate his work. But one of his more strange in

spirations was drawn from a fellow-German, a nineteenth-century
24,traveler named Victor Heyn whom he quotes extensively. One would

kRosenberg in his Mythus. o£. cit.. p. 210, calls him Viktor 
von Heyn. Laqueur, op. cit.. refers to him as Viktor Heyn. This 
is a petty distinction but is indicative of a point of view of the 
writer when he is trying to give greater or lesser stature to his 
subject. Russians, in referring to the Commander of the German 
Sixth Army at Stalingrad, invariably call him von Paulus, while the 
Germans usually refer to him as Paulus, which is what he called 
himself.
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be at a loss to know what kind of a political program to build for 

the Soviet Union based upon the following appraisal:

“Russia is a land of eternal change, thoroughly un
conservative, and a land of ultraeenservative origins 
in which primitive times are still very much alive and 
which does not relinquish customs and ideas. . . .  Her© 
modern culture is only a gloss. . .it fluctuates back 
and forth and brings out only a repellent appearance; 
what the very old tradition possesses insofar as the 
good and useful, insofar as a tool which has been handed 
down from generation to generation, is solid, rational, 
wisely conceived, and cleverly utilized."5

Heyn, like his disciple, had nothing good to say about Rus
sia or the Russians. He had spent several years in various parts 

of Eastern Europe before leaving for Germany in the seventies and, 
in the words of one observer,^ it is difficult to understand why he 

stayed in Russia as long as he did, given his antipathy toward every

thing Slavic. In his obvious attempts to avoid "what everyone else 
says", he adopted some complex conclusions which were Incorporated 

verbatim by Rosenberg in his writings:
"They (the Russians) are not a young people but a 

senile one. . .like the Chinese. • .all their faults are 
not those of youthful crudity. • .as to their language, 
their right of succession, etc., it is as though one were 
studying the earliest antiquity. They are unprincipled, 
without honor, rascally, thoughtless, without sentiment 
or spontaneity. • .but only in the modern culture forms which 
have been forced upon them; on the other hand, they are

^Rosenberg, Mythus, on. eit.. p. 210 and note. This is 
apparently a quotation from Heyn*s £e Moribus Ruthenorum (date and 
publisher unknown), a nineteenth century travelogue. See Laqueur, 
op. cit., p. 331, Note 9.

^Laqueur, cit.. p. 32.
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unshakably moral, firm as a rock, even trustworthy when 
it concerns their ancient Asiatic primitive outlook on 
life. They are a stationary people. . . "7

All of this, of course, became too mysterious for practical 

application. Time and the exigencies of the military situation 

would not permit the indulgence of such speculation. The gross 

brutality of a Hitler was required to push through to military vic

tory; it was also required to govern and exploit the alien territory. 

In the military field, the notorious "commissar decree" which di- 
rected the summary execution of all political officers, the order 
directing the branding of Soviet prisoners of war,^ the directives 

which forbade any humane treatment of the captured, surrounded, 

or overrun7 8 * 10 were manifestations of Hitler*s conviction that ter
ror was the only trustworthy weapon to use in this struggle.

After the battle was won, in Hitler’s view, there could be no 

weakening of energetic measures; Himmler's SS must keep the 

country pacified and Goering's economic agencies must exploit it.

The Rosenberg Ministry could go on with its plans and its members

7'Rosenberg, Mvthus. op. cit., p. 211.
8Document 884-PS, Trial of the Major War Criminals (Nurem

berg: International Military Tribunal, 19*+7-49) XXVI, 406-408, 
as quoted in Dallin, op. cit.« p. 31» This order is not repro
duced in the "Red Series" (Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression .̂

o
A copy of this order, captured by the Soviet Army at 

Stalino, is reproduced in von ELnsiedel, op. eit., following 
p. 94.

I0See Bgfcupjftpty Obvinvavut. II, 192-19*+, 325, 335. See also 
Dallin, cit.. p. 410.
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could “jabber" in foreign tongues; when important work was to be 

done« someone else would do it.
Rosenberg considered himself as the only senior member of 

the National Socialist hierarchy with first-hand knowledge of Rus

sia.^ As has been stated, he gathered about him other emigres, 

boyhood friends from the Baltic such as Schickedanz, intellectuals 

such as Mende, and competent scholars such as Brauetigam. On the 

surface this would seem the most common-sense thing to do. In our 
day it is often emphasized in the press and elsewhere how important 
it is to know the language and customs of the people with whom one 

is dealing. How many accusing fingers are pointed at the United 

States for staffing diplomatic and military ventures with ignora
muses who know nothing of the people they are expected to win over, 

work with, or subjugate? Surveys are taken by press and magazine 

to show that an Ambassador speaking the language of the country to 

which he is accredited is a rarity and one remembers President 

Eisenhower’s embarrassment upon learning that his Ambassador- 

designate to Ceylon, Maxwell Gluck, did not know the name of the 

Prime Minister of the country to which he was going.
Applying this doctrine of the necessity for expertise to a 

consideration of German problems in the East, it would seem that 
the Rosenberg Ministry was all that could be desired in the

IlRauschning, Men of Chaos, op. sit., p. 190.
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political field. Many of the staff members were bilingual; they
12knew the country from having lived in it. It is true that, by 

the time their directives were filtered down to the field, the 

level of competence was somewhat diluted; there were simply not 

enough qualified people to go around. But in many cases ethnic 

Germans in Russia were used, individuals who represented gener
ations of living in the country and who were also thoroughly 

bilingual. Why should not the Ministry be in an enviable 

position as far as being able to handle its responsibilities?

On«the other side of the coin, however, human psychology 
being what it is, the conquered sometimes hate to be ruled in 

their own language, particularly if the spokesman for authority 
is an emigre. They may very well look upon the thoroughly bi

lingual representatives of the new power as characterless op

portunists, profiting from their attachment to an alien conqueror

in the subjugation of people of their own "blood", or as renegades
13whose sentiment is entirely guided by self-interest.

1?The impression Rosenberg's staff gave to foreigners was ex
pressed well by Pierre J. Buss, The Foe We Face (New York: Double
day, Doran, and Co., 19^2), pp. 175,1?* *«

"His chief aides were and are today exclusively Baltic 
men, tricky and smooth as oil. They talk almost better 
Russian than German, and know the Russians like a book. . •

• .thus Soviet Russia will get a very thorough and 
fanatical taskmaster."

13-'These statements cannot always be substantiated by docu
mentation. The writer is considering, from his own experience,
World War II and postwar ü. S, ventures with Italo-Americans in 
Italy and Japanese-American Nisei in Japan. The contempt with 
which the local inhabitants sometimes looked upon our bilingual 
representatives was frustrating in practice and difficult to analyze.
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Hitler was acutely aware of the dangers of using emigres and 

made no secret of his hostility toward them and his determination 

not to employ them. Here, as in other fields, however, what he de

creed could not always eome to pass. Many German agencies— the 

Gestapo, the Propaganda Ministry, and the various intelligence 

agencies of the Armed Forces, were by the very nature of their work 

forced to rely on former residents of the Eastern territories for 
translation, interpretation, and administrative drudgery in an un

familiar field. Hitler’s adamant stand on their non-use was reconciled 
with the actuality of their use by a formula which forbade their 
admission to occupied territories. In theory, they could be employed 

in Berlin but not in the field. Despite the ingenuity of this 
system, hundreds, if not thousands of emigres were present in the

occupied territories and continued to come in as one German agency
Ih-after another disregarded Hitler’s decision.

As has been noted previously, Hitler repudiated Rosenberg 

as spokesman for the Party and derided his book in particular.1"’
Yet he maintained the philosopher in his entourage and kept the 

Qstministerium as the nominal supreme civil authority in the East,

^Document 1573-PS, Trial of the Ma.ior War Criminals. Vol.
XXVII, pp. 3^5-3^7» as quoted in Dallin, pp. 112-113. This docu
ment is not reproduced in the "Red Series" (Nazi Conspiracy and
AggEsssása)*

15See Part III, Page 97, Note 98.
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albeit in the face of opposition from others in the leadership, 

notably Goebbels.^ The question might be asked as to why the 

normally perspicacious Hitler would have appointed Rosenberg to 

the position of Qstndnister in the first place and why he would 
have kept him in this position to the end. Trevor-Roper’s charac

terization of the National Socialist Government as an "Oriental 
17Court" gives some clue to this seeming paradox as does the belief

18that Hitler maintained a "contemptuous loyalty" toward Rosenberg.

In his earlier days, Hitler had been impressed by the 

erudition, however, superficial, of the champion of the Nordic ideal. 
Hitler was a man of strong opinions; when he found a facile writer 

and conversationalist who thought exactly as he did on so many 

subjects, he could not but be impressed. During the years of Hitler's 
political battles, as Rosenberg's lack of inspiration as a public 

speaker became apparent and his ineptness in practical organization

Goebbels, op. eit.. is replete with criticism of Rosenberg 
and his Ministry. Goebbels was finally pushed to write:

"I don't understand how the Fuehrer can leave such an 
obstreperous nincompoop in his job.", (entry for 9 December 

W 3 )  P. 5*6.
17'See Part I, Note 2. Rauschning, in The Revolution of 

Nihilism, p. 28, expresses a similar thought:
"• • • • The National Socialist Organizations differ 

from all other associations. They are mainly concerned 
with nothing else than the safeguarding of the resources 
of power with which the dominant elite exercises its do
main. They include also a number of checking systems which 
appear to the careless observer as a senseless duplication 
of the organization; in reality they are based on the 
principle of reciprocal supervision by rival parallel 
organizations•"
18Bullock, o£. cit.. p. 5^ n.
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militated against his appointment to any inport ant post in the 

government, Hitler probably gradually lost interest in the welfare 
of his subordinate. In appointing Rosenberg to head the Ostminis- 

terium. he was in one sense rehabilitating his old colleague and 

was repaying a debt for past services. But beyond this, pursuing 

the "Oriental Court" concept of Professor Trevor-Roper, Hitler seems 

to have applied his "Divide and Conquer" theory to his relationship 

with his subordinates. He did not really want a "monolithic" 
staff; friction and mutual contempt among his underlings might, in 

certain cases, serve him well. He could use the spur of compe
tition among them to press them on to spectacular achievement, while 
at the same time he could oversee their activities closely. If any 

danger to the state was apparent in the situation, he could step 

in himself and seize control.
The Rosenberg Ministry was not the only agency which had to 

contend with rivalry, duplication, overlapping responsibilities, and 

the interference of the Chief of State. Hitler*s wholesale relief 

of top commanders before Moscow in 19^1 must have caused many Array 

leaders to reflect upon the insecure tenure of their positions. 

Later, in September, 19^2, during the "leadership crisis" before 
Stalingrad, when he became displeased with Field Marshal List, he 

relieved him summarily and assumed the post of Army Group "A" Com
mander himself. Hitler was already Commander-in-chief of the German 
Armed Forces by virtue of his position as Chief of State and he had 

taken over the position of Commander-in-Chief of the Array in



December, 19*4-1, when Field Marshal von Brauchitsch resigned. Thus 

his assumption of List’s post in Russia assured, as one review drily 

remarks, that "three top echelons of military command had thus been
JQunited in a singular manner."

It could be said that all such vast enterprises as German

rule in the East are attended by snags and confusion and that it is
only by the benefit of hindsight that we are able to point out error.

It is also true that revolutionary changes and upheavals in any
major country are followed by years, if not decades, of investigation,
charges, and counter-charges by government commission and historian

alike. But in this case something unique has occurred in that the

student of history, insofar as is known, has access to all of the
20archives of the German Government. As Shirer has pointed out, up 

to this time when a major nation was disrupted by war or revolution, 

only that portion of the record was revealed which would serve the 

interests of a successor regime.
Thus the bugaboo of suppression or abridgment of basic docu

ments has been removed and the emphasis now swings toward interpre

tation of the written record and, to a large degree, a "character 

analysis" of the principal figures in the happenings. The apparently 

paradoxical nature of Hitler and his regime will remain for many

108.

19,S M  OÊJHêR Campaign in
(19^0-19*^2), o£. cit.. p. 1667

Russia— Planning and Operations

20

p. ix.
'shirer, 2fce Rise and Fall of the Third Reich. Foreword,
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years to come the subject of intense study, intense disagreement, 

and widespread speculation as to what might have been*
Much of our writing on National Socialism during the past 

thirty and more years has been concerned with pointing out the lack 

of morality of the German leaders and with the inevitability of the 

destruction of the German State when it continued on its course. 

Moral judgments of the injustices perpetrated upon peoples by the 

Hitlerian system have continued to the point where some works on 
the subject are only catalogues of crime. Recently the temptation

of "revisionism" has overcome the preoccupation with evil; A. J.
21P. Taylor probably wishes to do for World War II what earlier 

historians have done for World War I— to show that all previous 

interpretations of the 1933-19^5 period are false and misleading, 
that Hitler was a "traditional" German statesman, and that his 
policy in the East was simply one of expediency and the seizing of 

opportunities as they presented themselves. Such an interpretation 

necessarily ignores much that has gone before--Hi tier's published 

works in which he outlined his policies, particularly toward the 

East, the twenty-plus years of Alfred Rosenberg's labors, and the 

geographical fact that an expansionist Germany is most likely to 
go eastward. Drang nach Osten was not invented in the twentieth 

century.
p*|
Robert G. L. Waite, editor, Hitler and Nazi Germany (New 

York: Holt, Rinehart, and Winston, 1965) contains excerpts from 
A. J. P. Taylor's writings entitled "The Result of Political 
Intrigue", (pp. ^2-^5) and "Hitler: A ’Traditional* German States
man" (pp. 93-107).
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Bat such a barrister's special pleading does perform one 

service, at least insofar as this revisionism has gone to date*

There has been no serious attempt to recast the National Socialist 

leaders as upright men; no worldwide rehabilitation is about to 

make them appear as honest victims of the chicanery and duplicity 
of their enemies. The revisionist of World War II has a difficult 

job and his product under any circumstances is unconvincing and hard 

to sell unless it be among neo-Nazi circles in postwar Germany.
Under such conditions, the emphasis of his interpretation must be 

shifted from the characters of the men themselves to the backdrop 

and the setting, to the influence of other forces, to the activities 

of foreign states, to the blunders of foreign statesmen. The re
sult, if one is well aware of what has been omitted in such a 

presentation, is a much more satisfying and complete interpretation 

of a period of history which in its consequences may overshadow a 
large part of this century.

The German venture in the East was obviously a military 

failure; the invaders were driven out completely after three years. 

Administratively, politically, and economically, the civil occupation 

was a fiasco as well, in that it did not produce anything of what 

it had set out to do. Most observers have contended that, if 
Hitler's goal was to exploit Russia for the immediate economic benefit 

to Germany, he could have done so much more advantageously under
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the Ribbentrop-Molotov Past and saved his armies for use elsewhere.

If he wished to dominate Russia politically, it is a commonplace to 

say that a Germany already victorious in the West would have been 

in a much better position to do so.

In view of this appraisal of the civil occupation as a 
failure, the question arises as to what purpose can be served by 

studying an unsuccessful venture. Perhaps one of the best justi

fications for this was presented by a distinguished essayist in 

considering the desirability of searching into another period 
dominated by a single personality:

"It is either redundant or it is extremely subtle to 
discuss the morality of a man who does not admit the moral 
order, or regards himself as an exception to its laws.
And when a man has so completely stated his whole position, 
it is not very useful to go on to discuss whether any 
particular deed of his must be considered immoral. If he 
claims to be outside morality, it is much more relevant 
to study his errors. • ."23

22

Dallin, cit.. p. 678.

Herbert Butterfield, The Whig Interpretation of History 
(New York: W. W. Norton and Company, Inc., 1965), p. 122 (A 
reprint of a 1931 edition).

22
23
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I. Primary and Documentary Works

Office of the United States Chief of Counsel for the Prosecution of 
Axis Criminality* Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression* 8 Vols, 
with supplements. US Government Printing Office, 194-6-^7*

This is the MRed Series", a compilation of German docu
ments translated and annotated by the American and British 
prosecutors at Nuremberg in 19^5'̂ '̂ • Hastily organized and 
bearing the prejudices of its time, its commentary is use
ful only for showing what the prevalent thought of the time 
was. The authenticity and the translations of the German 
documents are generally accepted, however, and there is 
little likelihood that they will ever be successfully 
challenged.

Office of the Chief of Military History, Special Staff, US Array,
German Report Series. US Government Printing Office, 1950-55» 

A series of reports prepared by former German officers 
with extensive experience on the Eastern Front during World 
War II. Subjects covered embrace a wide variety of military 
and non-military subjects and are of interest in showing 
the monumental difficulties in administering large tracts 
of conquered territory. The editors state that they have 
made every effort to retain in translation the method of 
presentation, the expressions, and even the prejudices of 
the principal authors.

Chrezvvchavnava Gosudarstyennava Kommissiva. (Extraordinary Govern
mental Commission) Dokumentv Obvinvavut. (The Documents 
Condemn) Moscow: OGIZ, 19^5» 3 Vols.

A collection of German documents issued on occupied 
territory in the Soviet Union with commentary and photo
graphs. If one can overlook the strong language of the 
editors, which is strikingly similar to that of the US 
Nuremberg collections, the documents themselves make 
interesting reading.

Hitler, Adolf. Mein Kamof. Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1939»
This is the familiar "Bible" of Nazi Germany, anno

tated by a group of American scholars and containing much 
of interest in tracing the course of Hitler*s rise to power. 
For the purposes of this paper, the chapters on Russia are 
particularly illuminating.
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________, Hitler*s Secret Book» Translated by Salvator Attanasio
with an introduction by Telford Taylor. New York: Grove 
Press, Inc., 1961.

This long-buried work was probably intended to be a 
sequel to Mein Kampf but was laid aside soon after completion, 
probably because many of the issues discussed therein soon 
gave way to more important considerations. As the editor 
states, "every important point. . .here. . .is also to be 
found in Mein Kampf. . .but in particulars, illustrations, 
and overtone" it offers much that is new.

________. Hitler*s Secret Conversations 19^1-19^. Translated by
Norman Cameron and R. H. Stevens, with an introductory essay 
by H. R. Trevor-Roper. New York: Farrar, Straus and Your®,
1953.Stenographic notes of Hitler’s conversations with his 
intimates, compiled by Martin Bormann during the period 
19^1-144. Inasmuch as the campaign in the East was in full 
swing during «11 of this period, much of Hitler’s thought 
is directed toward his plans for a conquered Soviet Union.

Rosenberg, Alfred. Memoirs of Alfred Rosenberg. Translated by Eric
Posselt, with commentaries by Serge Lang and Ernst von Schenck. 
Chicago: Ziff-Davis Publishing Company, 19^9.

A compilation of notes made by Rosenberg while in his 
cell at Nuremberg awaiting trial and execution. He reveals 
few details of his experiences as Administrator of the 
Occupied East except to indicate his frustrations with rivals 
among the other members of the National Socialist hierarchy. 
The commentary is pitiless and contains nothing new.

________. Per Mvthus des 20. Jahrhunderts. Munich: Hoheneichen
Verlag, 1930.

Rosenberg's racial interpretation of history, which, 
together with Mein Kampf was intended to be a classic state
ment of Nazi policy. Although this book attained "best
seller" status in prewar Germany, it has never been trans
lated into English and has been discussed only superficially 
in English-speaking countries. Perhaps, like the ideas of 
Hitler, the concepts of Rosenberg were so fantastic that 
most non-Germans were wont to dismiss the entire book as the 
work of a madman and let it go at that. Yet even a super
ficial examination of Rosenberg’s work indicates that the 
author was very widely read, quite articulate, and fully 
capable of organizing a complete religious belief "well- 
adapted to win the minds and stir the hearts of young stu
dents who revered learning without being sufficiently well- 
informed to detect. . .errors, and who are full of vague



aspirations, although dissatisfied with conventional 
religion.M

That Rosenberg was no ill-informed Rnssia-hater 
would be apparent from his background. In his "Mythus" 
he treats of Russia as a mysterious Oriental entity which 
alternately attracted and repelled him, a land full of 
contradictions, and a menace to civilized Germany.

II. Source Books
Artemiev, Vyacheslav P. History of General Vlasov*s Army: First 

Division RQA. (unpublished)
A mimeographed pamphlet (101 pages) written in Russian 

in 19^6-4-7 and translated into English in May, 1953« The 
author, an ex-Soviet cavalry officer and regimental com
mander under Vlasov, describes the last days of the MLiber
ation Army" in some detail. The delay of the Germans in 
organizing and equipping the army and the excruciating 
soul-searching undergone by its members furnish some back
ground for the German-Soviet prisoner relationship.

Chamberlain, Houston Stewart. The Foundations of the Nineteenth
Century. London: John Lane, the Bodley-Head, 1911» 2 Vols 

The author, an English-born sen of a British Admiral 
and the grandson of one of Britain’s prominent explorers, 
Basil Hall, is usually classified as an Anglo-German since 
he lived most of his life in Germany and preferred to write 
in the German language. The "FoundationsM is a long-winded 
pseudo-scientific, anti-Semitic collection of historical 
hodgepodge which would have long since been forgotten had 
it not been for the extraordinary effect it produced in 
Germany. Kaiser Wilhelm II is said to have been most im
pressed with the work, to have subsidized it for wide 
distribution, and to have ordered frequent readings of ex
cerpts to German troops. Chamberlain's inconsistency of 
thought, his nonsensical allusions to prehistoric tribes, 
the existence of which we are not sure of even today, and 
his warped view of history were taken up almost whole by 
Rosenberg in his Mvthus. Both Chamberlain and Rosenberg 
devote an inordinate amount of space to the Jew, whom they 
consider as a member of a parasitical "anti-race", a 
mongrelization resulting from an ancient racial mixture of 
Bedouin, Syrian, and Amorite, which has persisted in its 
original form down to the present day.

Einsidel, Heinrieh von. £  Joined the Russians. New Haven: Yale 
University Press, 1953»

Count von Einsiedel is the great-grandson of Bismarck. 
Captured in 19^2, he spent the remainder of the war and the
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immediate postwar period as a prisoner of the Soviets. If 
one can overlook his rapid political switches, he has much 
of value to relate concerning German-Soviet relations.

Gisevius, Hans Bernd. £2 the Bitter End. Boston: Houghton Mifflin 
Co., 19^7.

A July 20, 19^, conspirator, who was successful in 
evading Hitler's vengeance, gives a close-up of some of the 
important National Socialist leaders.

Guderian, Heinz. Panzer Leader. London and New York: Bantam Bodes, 
1952.

A competent if somewhat flamboyant German tank com
mander sheds much light on the initial Soviet reaction to 
the German invasion.

Goebbels, Joseph. The Goebbels Diaries 19^2-19^3. Edited, trans
lated and with an introduction by Louis P. Lochner. New 
York: Doubleday and Co., 3he., 19^8.

Day by day entries made by Hitler's Propaganda Minister 
disclose much of the jealousy and friction which continued 
among the German leaders throughout the war.

Hanfstaengl, Ernst. Unheard Witness. New York: J. B. Lippincott 
Co., 1957.

The author, a partly-American member of a prominent 
Munich family, was one of Hitler's early supporters. Harvard- 
educated (class of 1909)» Hanfstaengl*s knowledge of both 
America and Germany made him a valued adviser to President 
Roosevelt during the 19^2-44- period. His descriptions of 
Hitler's early associates, particularly Rosenberg, are blunt 
and perhaps overly critical.

Jackson, Robert H. The Nuremberg Case. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 
19^7.

This book contains the opening and closing statements 
of the United States Chief of Counsel at Nuremberg and excerpts 
from the cross-examination of some of the defendants.
Goering's testimony is interesting with regard to how Hitler's 
wartime subordinates maintained their respect for the 
Fuehrerorinzip.

KLeist, Peter. Zwischen Hitler und Stalin. Bonn: Athenaeum Verlag, 
1950.

Descriptions and commentary made by a former pstnri n1 sterium 
official.
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Rausehning, Hermann. Men of Chaos. New York: G. P. Putnams* Sons. 
19*4-2.

Reports of conversations with Hitler and other National 
Socialist leaders by a one-time member of his entourage.

________. The Revolution of Nihilism. New York: Longmans Green
and Co., 1939»

The National Socialist power structure in Germany as 
it existed in the early 1930 * s and a prediction of its 
ultimate downfall.
. The Voice of Destruction. New York: G. P. Putnams* Sons, 
19*40.

Sketches of the National Socialist leaders through de
tailed reporting of conversations with them.

Shirer, William L. Berlin Diary. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 19*41.
As the diary of the journalist-historian of Hitler’s 

Third Reich for the period 193*4-*40, this book is especially 
interesting to read after the lapse of nearly thirty years. 
Some of the on-the-spot judgments of the author show the 
conflicts and infighting which went on at the top level of 
the National Socialist leadership, especially with regard 
to Russian policy.

Tsehebotarioff, Gregory P. Russia. My Native Land. With Foreword 
by George F. Kennan. New York: McGraw-Hill Book Co., 196*4-.

The author, an engineer and soil scientist, writes of 
his experiences as a Tsarist officer during World War I and 
his later campaigns with the White Armies. As a Great Rus
sian and a naturalized American, he views the nationality 
problem of the Soviet Union and particularly that concerning 
the Ukraine with a fresh approach.

Von Papen, Franz. Memoirs. Translated by Brian Connell. London: 
Andre Deutsch, 1952.

The former German Chancellor and old-school diplomat 
gives the main events of his life in a restrained and 
dignified manner. The contempt with which he held the 
National Socialist leaders is revealing.
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III. Secondary Works
Anders, Wladyslaw. Hitler*s Defeat in Russia. Chicago: Henry 

Regnery Company, 1953«
Much of this work has been superseded by later and more 

thorough treatment of the subject. It is still useful in 
part, however, and bears the stamp of General Anders, the 
Polish Commander, who had adequate experience with Germans, 
Russians, and modern warfare.

Avtorkhanov, Abdurakhman. Tekhnologira Vlasti. (The Technology of 
Power) Munich: TSOPE, 1959.

Of interest are descriptions of working-level discus
sions of the nationality problem in the Soviet Government 
and Communist Party in the USSR during the 1930*s.

Baedeker, Karl. Russland. Leipzig: Verlag von Karl Baedeker, 1888.
The classic travel guide with maps and descriptions of 

European Russia as it was in the late nineteenth century.
Barghoom, Frederic C. Soviet Russian Nationalism. New York: Ox

ford University Press, 1956.
Professor Barghoom, who achieved some notoriety by 

his sojourn in a Soviet prison while accused of espionage, 
covers Soviet attitudes toward "nationality" and "foreigners^*.

Barzun, Jacques. Race: 4 Study in Superstition. New York, Evanston, 
and London: Harper and Row, 1965. A revised edition of a 
1937 work entitled Race: 4  Study in Modem Superstition.

This is a penetrating essay on racism, with especial 
emphasis on French racial doctrines. Mr. Barzun goes so &r 
as to say that "France has produced some of the most power
ful myths and personalities in the field— Montesquieu, 
Gobineau, Thierry, Renan, and Taine, to mention only the 
geniuses; without these there would have been no Hitler as 
we know him, and a very different Third Reich."

Bayles, William D. Caesars in Goose Step. New York and London:
Harper and Brothers, 19^0.

Contains a detailed chapter on the life and work of 
Rosenberg prior to World War II.

Belgion, Montgomery. Victor*s Justice. Hinsdale, ELI.: Henry 
Regnery Company, 19^9.

A rasping criticism of the Nuremberg trials which a 
fair-minded individual could accept only in generality. 
Sometimes Mr. Belgion skirts on the ridiculous (and almost 
realizes it) as, for example, in the following paragraph:
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"The treatment called "denazification” to which so 
many Germans were subjected after the unconditional sur
render is the equivalent of "persecution of Jews" by the 
German National Socialists twelve years before."

This is a most strange comparison, especially since the 
"denazified" Germans, when they reentered public service, 
were frequently awarded pensions. Mr. Belgion says that his 
statement will sound outrageous to the reader. It does.

Benedict, Ruth. Race and Racism. London: Routledge and Kegan 
Paul, Ltd., 1959» a reprint of a 19^2 edition.

A short but carefully studied appraisal of the racist 
doctrines and their application to political questions during 
the past century. Rosenberg's racial doctrines are examined 
at length, particularly with reference to the political dif
ficulties created when "Mediterranean" Italy and "Mongoloid" 
Japan had to be accommodated in the Aryan fold.

Benton, Wilboum E., and Grimm, Georg, (ed.). Nuremberg: German 
Views of the War Trials. Dallas: Southern Methodist 
University Press, 1955«

A collection of essays by German jurists and intellec
tuals on the Nuremberg trials. Most of the judgments are 
favorable.

Bewley, Charles. Hermann Goering and the Third Reich. Toronto:
The Devin-Adair Co., 1962.

Although the author, a distinguished Irish legal schol
ar and former diplomat, intended this to be an apologia for 
Hermann Goering, he has included much sound criticism of 
the Nuremberg trials and has put forth countering arguments 
supporting at least some of the Nazi leaders.

Bossenbrook, William J. The German Mind. Detroit: Wayne State 
University, 1961.

An analysis of the cultural role of Germany in the 
development of Europe. The author moves firmly into his 
subject from the first sentence with the statement that "the 
fundamental problem in any view of German history is that of 
explaining National Socialism. The most elementary expla
nations see in it an expression of momentary madness or a 
reflection of an indelible national quality."

Rejecting such oversimplified theses, the author devel
ops his own image of Germany in which is apparent the all- 
encompassing "phenomenon of technology, which has given 
primacy to apparatus and to explosive energy." The under
side of this society in Germany is the "nihilism resulting 
from the breakdown of the culture of the medieval empire
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and the ensuing secularization of culture." Although the 
unkind reader night object that the author often needlessly 
complicates simple statements of fact, the chapters on 
National Socialism and World War II do contain the dements 
of a new and fresh approach to this period.

Bullock, Alan. Hitler— -A Study in Tyranny. New York: Bantam Books, 
1961.

A good standard work on the subject containing sketches 
of some of Hitler’s associates in his eastern policy.

Bystrov, V. E. (ed.) Sowetskive Partizanv. (Soviet Partisans) 
Moscow: Gosizdat, 1963*

A collection of accounts of Soviet partisan activity 
during World Vfe.r II in the Ukraine, Byelorussia, the Baltic, 
and other parts of Eastern Europe. All are written by 
historians or by candidates for degrees in "historical 
science". Some are well-documented and would compare 
favorably with Western studies of this type.

Carell, Paul. Hitler Moves East 19*4-1-4-3. Translated by Ewald Osers. 
Boston: little, Brown and Co., 1963 (German), 196*4-.

A good standard German account of the first two years 
of the war in the East. The book contains an excellent col
lection of color photographs of various German activities 
in Russia.

Chandler, Albert R. Rosenberg’s Nazi Myth. Ithaca: Cornell 
University Press, 19*4-5«

The author, a Professor of philosophy, dissects and 
analyzes Rosenberg’s work, primarily from a philosophical- 
religious point of view. One has only to regret that he 
did not make a translation of Rosenberg’s work and publish 
it with commentary.

Clark, Alan. Barbarossa: The Russian-German Conflict 19*4-1-4-5.
New York: William Morrow and Company, 1965.

A new account of the Russo-German conflict by a British 
scholar which concentrates on four "points of crisis"— Mos
cow in the winter of 19*4-1, Stalingrad, the Battle of Kursk 
in 19*4-3, and the final battles at the Oder in 19*4-5» The 
book is enlivened by many new and interesting photographs 
from both German and Soviet sources. Chapter III contains 
some detail on the projected administration of the occupied 
areas•
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Dallin, Alexander, rramnari Rule In Rassia 19^1-19^5. London: Mac
millan and Company, Ltd., 1957*

The best single book available on the subject. Unfor
tunately in a book of this type, the large masses of quoted 
material raise more questions than can be answered in a 
lifetime.

Delarue, Jacques. The Gestapo. New York: Dell Publishing, 196^.
Although the text of this book is not well-documented, 

the appendices contain interesting information concerning 
the organization of Himmler's agencies.

Demeter, Carl. The German Officer Corps in Society and State 1650- 
19^5. Translated from the German by Angus Malcolm. New 
York and Washington: Frederick A. Praeger, 1965.

A sociological study of the German Officer Corps going 
back to the end of the Thirty Years War. The author origi
nally wrote the work in the early thirties, then updated it 
to include Hitler and World War II. Often sympathetic to 
the ideals of the Prussian officer, Dr. Demeter at the same 
time tries to be scrupulously fair. He often expresses the 
thought that Hitler, by quickly expanding the officer corps, 
brought in alien elements whose standards were not those of 
the corps as a whole.

Dubnow, S. M. History of the Jews in Russia and Poland. Phila
delphia: Jewish Publication Society of America, 1920. 3 Vols.

A good standard work on the subject.
Dutch, Oswald. Hitler's Twelve Apostles. New York: Robert M. 

McBride and Company, 19^0.
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