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In Place of a Preface

There have been massacres of hundreds of thousands, even millions of people before and since World War
II. Throughout history millions have died in various periods as the result of war, forced starvation, expul-
sion, and deportation. The present work limits itself to one period, the Third Reich. It concentrates on one
group of persecutors, Nazi Germany and its collaborators, and, in the main, one set of victims, the Jews.
For the Nazis, antisemitism leading to the physical elimination of the Jews was a central issue, and it is the
central topic of this book.

The term Aolocaust is unfortunate because it means a religious sacrifice, usually made by burning. (Its
origin is in the Greek word holokauston, “burnt whole.”) Whatever the cause and the significance of the
mass murder of Jews and others by the Nazi regime, it was not a sacrifice. In Europe the term appears less
and less; genocide or the Hebrew shoah (the preferred term in Israel) are used instead. But in the English-
speaking world the word is so deeply rooted that it is impractical to deviate from it.

Is it possible now, more than 50 years after the Holocaust, to write about it with authority? Many new
facts became known during the last decade of the twentieth century, especially in the former Soviet Union
and the countries of Eastern Europe, including the former East Germany. Not all archives have been
opened or will be accessible in the foreseeable future, certainly not many of those of the KGB and the GRU
(Soviet civil and military intelligence), which would enable us to know what was known in Moscow at the
time about the situation in the occupied territories. The same is true, by and large, with regard to the
archives of most secret services, including the British, and of the Vatican. Some of the relevant materials
may have been destroyed. Even some of the Jewish archives have become available only recently, including
the papers of Nathan Schwalb, who played a leading role among the Zionist emissaries in Switzerland. It
is most unlikely, however, that any future revelations will necessitate a radical revision of the present pic-
ture. They may confirm what we now know, or may do away with certain dubious theories, but basic reap-
praisals seem unlikely. Thus it is doubtful that a written order by Adolf Hitler concerning the extermina-
tion of European Jewry will ever be found; there is no reason to assume that such an order ever existed in
writing. The greater the crime, the less the likelihood that written evidence will be found at the highest
level of government.

It seems equally improbable that the exact number of victims will ever be established. This will come
as a surprise only to those unfamiliar with the limits of statistical accuracy in the twentieth century, espe-
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cially in wartime. The German authorities to this day do not know the number of German wartime casual-
ties, civilian and military, despite the fact that German statistics were more complete and reliable than
those of other countries. Existing records were destroyed during the last phase of the war; of those hun-
dreds of thousands of German soldiers listed as missing in action, many may have deserted or surrendered;
others may have survived battle but died in captivity, or they may have returned to Germany after the war
without having been registered. There is no possible way to know the exact number of victims of the Allied
bombing of Dresden in 1945 because we do not know the number of residents at the time; many Dresden-
ers may have fled the town, and many refugees in transit from the East may have been trapped there. If this
is true with regard to the vanquished, it is equally true concerning the victors: there are considerable dis-
crepancies in the U.S. statistics concerning American losses in World War II.

As to the Jews of Central Europe, there is a fairly accurate accounting of how many were deported to
the East in 1942 and 1943. But the great concentrations of European Jews were in Poland, the Baltic coun-
tries, and the former Soviet Union. As for Russia and Ukraine, only estimates exist; with regard to other
Eastern European countries the statistics were often out of date and incomplete. Nor can the reports of the
agencies engaged in the murder of Jews be implicitly trusted. Some of the records were destroyed; others
were inaccurate in the first place. The assignment, after all; was to kill a maximum number of people in a
minimum amount of time, rather than to submit accurate figures. And yet, in the final analysis, the margin
of error cannot be more than 10—15 percent, and it might well be less. Thus the fact that emerged in the late
1980s that fewer Jews were killed in Auschwitz than earlier thought is not a matter of great overall signifi-
cance affecting the total number of victims. It is now accepted that the number of those who died of starva-
tion or froze to death was considerably higher than previously thought, so that the difference in the overall
death toll may have been small. During the Third Reich between 5 million and 6 million Jews were killed.

If there are major differences among scholars, they concern interpretation rather than fact. Did the
Nazis kill Jews for ideological reasons or, as a few argue, did the German leadership merely want to create
open space for German settlers in Eastern Europe? When—if possible, on what date—was the decision
taken to liquidate European Jewry? Was there a deliberate and consistent policy, or was the genocide acci-
dental in the sense that general ideas led willy-nilly to engagement in mass murder which, once begun, the
Nazi leaders had no alternative but to continue to the end? These and similar questions have been endlessly
discussed. Once the spadework had been done, historians and social scientists tended to engage in reinter-
pretation and revision, usually with diminishing returns.

No concept or theory, however far-fetched, should be dismissed out of hand if it is buttressed by solid
facts. But it is pointless to consider all of them of equal importance, to look for the historical truth some-
where in the middle, and to pursue these debates forever. Some historians will always come forward with
new interpretations irrespective of the subject, sometimes for ideological reasons but, equally often, sim-
ply in order to say something new. Nor is there any purpose in engaging in lengthy debates with anti-
semites, who are beyond rational persuasion; as soon as one set of their arguments concerning the Holo-
caust is refuted, they will submit a new one. Furthermore, the differences between bona fide experts are
often minute. The issue in these debates is not, for instance, whether a decision was made to exterminate

European Jewry. The mass murder began with the invasion of the Soviet Union in June 1941, and as the
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Einsatzgruppen (mobile killing units) were established at least two months earlier, this decision must have
been made before April 1941. The question thus comes down to which month the decision was made.

Study of the Holocaust is a comparatively recent phenomenon. In the first years after the war hardly
anyone engaged in the systematic collection of evidence on the mass murder, and no one was building mu-
seums or establishing memorials. The survivors had to recover physically and mentally from years of dep-
rivation and suffering and to create a new existence for themselves outside of the displaced-persons camps
in which they found themselves as the war ended. For the Allied governments the disaster was merely a
footnote to the war; they were preoccupied with the problems of recovery and reconstruction.

In the Nuremberg war crimes trial and its successor trials, an enormous amount of material was
amassed in thousands of files; this was the first serious attempt to sift through the evidence. But in the ver-
dict the mass murder of the Jews did not play a central role. Those who had conceived the trial and were re-
sponsible for the way it was run did not have time, nor perhaps always the inclination, to familiarize them-
selves with the mountains of evidence that their research assistants had collected. For many years the
Nuremberg files remained the main source for historians of the Holocaust, but to a wider public this mate-
rial was largely unknown. The German public certainly failed to understand the enormity of the crimes.
When four years after the end of the war some of the worst criminals—the commanders of the Einsatz-
gruppen, each of whom had been responsible for the murder of tens of thousands of persons—were sen-
tenced to death at Landshut, there was a storm of indignation. Leaders of the churches called for clemency.
In contrast, the Nuremberg trial and verdict hardly provoked any protests. It was widely believed that the
defendants at Landshut had been soldiers who had merely done their duty and were now being harshly
dealt with by a vindictive Allied justice. The fact that these men (and many others) had committed crimes
unprecedented in modern times in the civilized world simply did not register.

For a variety of reasons the Allied governments had no interest in publicizing the cases of those of
their subjects who had cooperated with the Nazis. In the Soviet Union initially there had been a great deal
of cooperation with the German occupation forces, particularly in Ukraine. Although leading collabora-
tors were punished, especially if they had been instrumental in the denunciation and murder of Commu-
nists, many others further down the line were treated with leniency. Those who had benefited by stealing
property that had belonged to the Jews were usually not punished, nor did they have to return what had
been looted. In Britain the administrators and the police in the Channel Islands (the only part of the
United Kingdom occupied by the Germans) who had helped with the deportation of Jews continued to
work in their old positions, and some of them even received the Order of the British Empire for the brav-
ery they had shown in the war years.

On the Continent some governments (those of the Netherlands and Norway, for example) dealt
harshly with collaborators; elsewhere (such as Austria and Italy) the purge was erratic or even farcical. In
Germany under the Allied military administration, before 1953 war criminals were not brought to trial be-
cause the German authorities were not as yet empowered to do so; the issue hardly figured in the media and
public consciousness. Elsewhere a few survivors of the camps wrote their memoirs, but there was little in-
terest. The case of Primo Levi is typical. His first book was rejected by most Italian publishers; it was even-
tually brought out by a small publishing house, but of the 2,000 copies printed, half were not sold for a
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decade. The Diary of Anne Frank was published in the 1950s and became a huge success in the large Amer-
ican market almost from the beginning; eventually it was made into a Broadway play and a movie. But the
diary was not a book about the Holocaust; rather it recorded the impressions and moods of a 13-year-old
girl confined to a little room in Amsterdam. Only two major studies concerning the so-called Final Solu-
tion were published in the first 15 years after the war: Gerald Reitlinger’s Final Solution: The Attempt to
Exterminate the Jews of Europe, 1939—45 (1953) and Léon Poliakov’s Bréviaire de la Haine (1951; Harvest of
Hate, 1954).

In the first years after World War II the Jewish community in Palestine was immersed in a political and
military struggle for independence and, after the declaration of the state of Israel in 1948, in economic and
social tasks including the absorption of the majority of the survivors of the Holocaust. Jews in the United
States and Great Britain were preoccupied, like the rest of American and British society, with the transition
from a war economy to a peacetime existence and the gradual return to a normal life. In the Soviet Union
and the Communist countries of Eastern Europe the Jews found themselves the target of a new wave of an-
tisemitism. Under such circumstances the publication of articles and books about the persecution and ex-
termination of Jews during the war was unthinkable. There was in the immediate postwar era a coalescence
of factors that contributed toward maintaining silence about the genocide: the beginning of the Cold War,
the need to rebuild an economically and physically devastated continent, a bad conscience among those
who had been involved in the execution of the Final Solution or had stood by and done nothing to save
lives.

Even those who had actively resisted nazism inside Europe often tended to ignore the suffering of the
Jews. As they saw it, the Jews had not been active fighters against nazism but were persecuted merely be-
cause of their race. Even the surviving Jews of Europe had other priorities than confronting the Holocaust.
Their families, homes, and communities destroyed, they were faced with finding a place to live and a
means—psychological as well as economic—of living. They were inclined to suppress memories of the
horrors of the camps and ghettos and to focus on the future. The birth of the state of Israel, and the imme-
diate threat to that country’s continued existence from its Arab neighbors, also helped to deflect attention
from the past.

Greater interest in the fate of European Jewry developed only in the 1960s, beginning with the trial of
Adolf Eichmann in Jerusalem in 1961. Still, the hundreds of correspondents who streamed to Israel to
cover the trial focused mainly on the dramatic circumstances of Eichmann’s capture and on the spectacle
in court. Although Yad Vashem, the memorial institution on Mount Herzl in Jerusalem, had been founded
ten years earlier, few people paid much attention to it during the first decade of its existence, nor did the
Holocaust figure prominently in Israeli textbooks.

German courts began to put war criminals on trial in the late 1950s, but it soon appeared that prose-
cutors were neither able nor, in many instances, willing to pursue those cases vigorously. Judges had to be
found who were not implicated in the dispensations of Nazi justice, and a central coordination and research
office had to be established in order to create the precondition for a successful prosecution. The great tri-
als against those who had committed atrocities as part of Einsatzgruppen and in Auschwitz, Majdanek, and
other camps got under way after 1960. Gradually public awareness was growing in Germany that during
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World War II an extraordinary horror had taken place that was not yet common knowledge. But the public
and the parliamentarians were by no means convinced that these cases had to be pursued, and on three oc-
casions between 1965 and 1979 the West German parliament (Bundestag) debated whether there should be
an amnesty. The accused were now old men; the witnesses had died, or their memories could no longer be
trusted. In the end the amnesty was not passed, mainly because of the discovery of new evidence confirm-
ing the guilt of those under indictment. Even more decisive (although few mentioned it) was the showing
of the television miniseries Holocaust (1979), which, though riddled with inaccuracies, personalized the
tragedy and triggered public and private discussions of events that had earlier been ignored.

The West German trials dragged on for many years, and after the initial excitement they ceased to be
a media event. It was obvious, furthermore, that the punishment could not possibly be commensurate with
the crime; it was calculated that in some cases the murder of one person resulted in three minutes of im-
prisonment. And yet the overwhelming details of atrocities committed by the defendants made a lasting
impression and helped a wider public to understand the enormity of Nazi crimes. This new willingness to
confront a horrible past manifested itself in the erection of monuments and museums as well as in orga-
nized trips to Poland to visit the sites of ghettos and extermination camps, especially in the late 198os and
early 1990s.

Whereas in the immediate postwar periods very little had been done to document and commemorate
the Holocaust, by the 1970s the field was becoming quite crowded. Some argued that the new initiatives
would lead to a burial of memory rather than a revival of it and a true confrontation with the past; but these
fears seemed to be misplaced, at least in the short run. Claude LLanzmann’s nine-hour documentary Skoa#,
released in 1985, had a much greater impact on public consciousness throughout the West than had any
earlier work. During the 1970s and 1980s much research was done on the Holocaust era, and important
scholarly works as well as fictional treatments were published. Chairs in the field of Holocaust studies were
established in several countries, and research institutes were founded that collected source material and
launched oral history programs based on interviews with survivors.

This upsurge of interest was by no means universal but was confined to Western Europe and North
America. In the Third World there was no interest in the fate of the Jews, a subject remote from the Asian
and African experiences. In the Soviet Union and its Eastern European satellites commemorations of the
Holocaust were not permitted; on the contrary, according to the Communist party line, the rich Jews and
the Zionists were at least in part responsible for the tragedy. After the collapse of the Soviet empire the Jews
who had lived within it were at liberty to talk and write about the Holocaust and to erect monuments in
commemoration of the dead. But the interest of the non-Jewish population remained limited, be it because
sections of the local population had collaborated with the Nazis, or because Eastern Europeans had also
suffered grievously during the war, or because Russia and Eastern Europe in the 199os faced a situation
similar to that of Western Europe after 1945—a near-total preoccupation with reconstruction and sur-
vival. The neo-Nazis and their sympathizers claimed that the mass murders had never taken place, or that
in any case no more than a handful of people had been killed.

In Western Europe too there was for decades considerable resistance to confronting the reality of the

Final Solution. Neither the Roman Catholic nor the Protestant churches, nor even the International Red
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Cross, thought that they had been guilty of major sins of commission or omission as far as the murder of
Jews was concerned. There was hesitation to punish the guilty and to reward those who had helped the vic-
tims. Thus it took more than 50 years for the rehabilitation of a police officer in Sankt Gallen, Switzerland,
who had lost his job because he had saved a few Jews. If the French leaders Francois Mittérrand and
Jacques Chirac and President Franz Vranitzky of Austria made declarations expressing regret for the mis-
deeds of some of their countrymen in World War II, these were the exception rather than the rule. If there
were from time to time complaints among Jews and non-Jews alike against an excessive preoccupation with
the Holocaust, these admonitions, justified or not, could not possibly be directed against the overwhelming
majority of humankind, which had never heard of the Holocaust and had no interest in the subject.

In those countries in which the Holocaust continues to be a major issue, it was probably inevitable that
several decades were needed for a full confrontation with the past. Distance in time, moreover, often helps
in reaching a balanced judgment, though whether this maxim applies to crimes of such magnitude is less
certain. True, shock and pain may lead to exaggeration, but how much can one exaggerate the horrors of
Auschwitz? Even if it is not true that soap was made out of Jewish corpses, as was sometimes claimed dur-
ing the war, the victims were still murdered in ghastly circumstances.

As time passes, all kinds of innovative theories about the cause of the genocide are launched on the
market of ideas. Hitler’s pathological fear of bolshevism, or the German bureaucracy and social planners,
or the modern scientific and technological age, is made responsible, rather than nazism. This is the price we
are paying for the growing distance in time. Such theories would have been unthinkable immediately after
the events they purport to account for, just as no one would have been taken seriously had they told those
just liberated from the camps that their experience had been joyous and that they had merely imagined the
horrors they had been through.

At a distance of more than half a century, a great deal of empathy and imagination is needed on the
part of new generations even to begin to understand what happened to the Jews of Europe during World
War II. Documents cannot possibly tell the full story; they do not smell, they do not starve or freeze, they
are not afraid. It is only natural to ask why so few people saw the coming disaster, why more people did not
try to escape in time, why there was not more resistance. These are rightful questions on the part of a
younger generation that grew up in civilized and relatively free societies, and an enormous effort is needed
to understand a world remote in time and distance. Today Hitler and nazism are known, at least in general
outline, even to high school students. But in early 1938 the greatest scholars and statesmen did not predict
the massacre of millions. Many Jews left Germany and Austria mainly because they faced economic ruin
and social ostracism, because they were treated as pariahs. But they were not aware that they were escaping
certain death. And even had they been aware, there was no country in the world willing—or, in the case of
Palestine, granted the permission—to give them shelter. Even during the early stages of the war there was
no valid reason to fear gassing and the death camps. Up to 1941 emigration continued from Nazi-occupied
Europe, albeit on a small scale; and although the Jews were starved and mistreated, few as yet had been
killed, and there had been no systematic massacres.

But why did the Jews not put up more resistance? The bulk of the Jewish population did not consist of
able-bodied men and women who had received military training. Even young people were decimated by
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starvation and disease; not a few froze to death in the harsh winters, as they were allowed neither warm
clothing nor heating. Millions of Russian soldiers had been taken prisoner and were later killed by the Ger-
mans; these were fighting men, and yet most of them offered no resistance. To expect that the Jews would
have acted any differently shows a lack of imagination as well as a lack of understanding concerning the
hostile conditions that made such resistance nearly impossible. This is not to say that Jews were right to
serve as police in the ghettos or that no members of the Jewish councils ( Judenrdte) were traitors. But it is
ahistorical, if not unethical and indecent, to pass judgment on the behavior of persons in the most extreme
peril for their lives and the lives of their families in the 1940s from the vantage point of the present and with
the benefit of hindsight.

These are just a few of the hurdles that the contemporary student of the Holocaust has to overcome
in trying to understand the plight of people who were living and dying in conditions unprecedented in hu-
man history. I hope that the present work, which focuses on issues rather than personalities and the geog-
raphy of the mass murder, will make a contribution to such an understanding, even though there are ques-
tions and problems to which we may never have answers.

This encyclopedia is the collective work of more than 100 authors from 11 countries. They include
Jews and non-Jews, academics and eyewitnesses, young men and women who grew up in peace and relative
security well after the events described in these pages, and older people who went through the inferno but,
owing to good fortune, survived to see the stars again.

I dedicate this work to the memory of my parents, who were deported from Germany in June 1942
and were murdered that same month at Izbica Lubelska, a camp in Poland, and to the memory of all the
other parents and children who perished.

Walter Laqueur
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Chronology

1933

30 January: Adolf Hitler sworn in as chancellor of the
German Republic.

1 February: President Paul von Hindenburg dissolves
the Reichstag (the German parliament) and calls new
elections.

27 February: REICHSTAG FIRE: When arson claims the
parliament building in Berlin, Hitler issues an emer-
gency order suspending civil rights and allowing a wave
of terror and arrests throughout Germany.

5 March: The Nazi party wins 44 percent of the vote
in parliamentary elections and is forced to form a
coalition with the German National People’s party
(DNVP).

11 March: Storm troopers (Sturmabteilung, or SA) at-
tack Jewish-owned department stores, beginning a
wave of violence against Jews throughout Germany.

20 March: The first concentration camp in Germany,
DACHAU, is established near Munich. Two days later
the first prisoners, mainly German Communists and
Socialists, arrive at the camp.

23 March: First working session of the new Reichstag.
Hitler’s government is granted the power to enact
emergency decrees for a four-year period.

26 March: Hitler calls for a boycott of all Jewish busi-
nesses.

27 March: Mass rally of American Jews in Madison
Square Garden, New York, calling for a counterboy-
cott of German goods.

1 April: NAZI BOYCOTT of Jewish-owned businesses
in Germany begins.

4 April: Robert Weltsch’s article “Wear the Yellow
Badge with Pride” appears in the German Jewish
newspaper Jidische Rundschau.

7 April: Laws enacted ordering the dismissal of non-
Aryan civil servants and teachers and prohibiting the
admission of non-Aryan lawyers to the bar.

13 April: Establishment of the Zentralausschuss fiir
Hilfe und Aufbau (Central Committee of German
Jews for Relief and Rehabilitation).

21 April: Prohibition of Jewish ritual slaughter.

25 April: Introduction of a quota system limiting the
number of non-Aryan students in German schools
and universities.

26 April: Establishment of the GESTAPO (Secret State
Police) under Nazi control.

6 May: The Reichsbund Judischer Frontsoldaten (Union
of Jewish Veterans) sends a letter to Hitler pledging its
loyalty to Germany.

10 May: Nazis burn thousands of books that oppose
nazism, that are written by Jews, or that are considered
degenerate.

3 June—25 August: TRANSFER (HAAVARA) AGREE-
MENT negotiated between the German Finance Min-
istry and the Zionistische Vereinigung fiir Deutsch-
land (German Zionist Federation), allowing Jews
emigrating to Palestine to deposit their assets in Ger-
many and receive pounds sterling upon arrival.

27 June: British Jewry holds anti-Nazi rally in London.

14 July: Nazi party declared the only legal political orga-
nization in Germany.

20 July: German government signs REICH CONCOR-
DAT with the Vatican.

28 July: Martin Buber publishes an article in the Journal
of the Mannheim Jewish Study Institute calling on
Jews to return to an education based on Jewish learn-
ing as a way of preparing themselves for the coming
trials.
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7 August: German army officers prohibited from marry-
ing non-Aryan women.

20 August: American Jewish Congress declares a boycott
of German goods.

17 September: Establishment of the REICHSVERTRE-
TUNG DER DEUTSCHEN JUDEN (Reich Represen-
tation of German Jews) under the leadership of Rabbi
Leo Baeck. The Reichsvertretung calls on German
Jews to demonstrate “unity and honor.” It seeks to as-
sure Jewish existence under an antisemitic regime,
with activities covering all aspects of Jewish life and all
sectors of the Jewish community, including education,
occupational training, social welfare, and emigration
assistance.

4 October: Propaganda Minister Joseph Goebbels issues
a decree ordering the removal of non-Aryan editors
from German newspapers.

14 October: Germany walks out of disarmament talks at
the League of Nations.

19 October: Germany leaves the League of Nations.

1934

I January: Zentralausschuss directs Jewish elementary
schools to cover both Jewish and German subjects
while also promoting Palestine, teaching Hebrew, and
developing physical fitness.

26 January: Germany and Poland sign a 1o-year non-
aggression pact.

5 February: Non-Aryan medical students prohibited
from taking state licensing examinations.

6 FJune: Nazi party intelligence services transferred to
the Sicherheitsdienst (SD), leaving no other intelli-
gence agencies in Germany.

30 June: NIGHT OF THE LONG KNIVES: Hitler or-
ders Himmler to purge the SA leadership. Comman-
der Ernst Rohm and other storm troopers murdered.

Fuly: Beginning of illegal emigration from Central and
Eastern Europe. Organized by Hehalutz and the Revi-
sionist Zionist movements as a protest against British
Palestinian immigration policy, it helped save thou-
sands of Jews.

25 Fuly: Chancellor Engelbert Dollfuss of Austria killed
in an unsuccessful coup attempt by Austrian Nazis.

2 August: German president Hindenburg dies.

20 August: German officials and soldiers required to take
an oath of personal loyalty and obedience to Adolf
Hitler.

11 September: At Nazi party rally Hitler appears before
100,000 members of the SS and SA and justifies the
purge of the SA, claiming that Rohm had planned a
second revolution.

12 December: Bavarian justice minister Hans Frank ap-
pointed to Hitler’s cabinet as minister without portfo-
lio, charged with bringing German law into line with
Nazi ideology.

1935

7 January: Ttalian fascist dictator Benito Mussolini and
French foreign minister Pierre Laval sign an agree-
ment between Italy and France, paving the way for co-
operation in the event of action by Germany.

13 January: Following a plebiscite held under the aus-
pices of the League of Nations, France returns the
Saar region to Germany.

1 March: Germany takes possession of the Saar region.
Almost all Jews in the region apply for French or Bel-
gian citizenship.

16 March: Conscription reinstated in Germany in viola-
tion of the Treaty of Versailles.

21 May: Defense Law prohibits non-Aryans from en-
listing in the German armed forces.

18 August: Civil marriages between Aryans and non-
Aryans forbidden.

15 September: NUREMBERG LLAWS: Reich Law of Cit-
izenship and Law for the Protection of German Blood
and Honor decreed at Nazi party rally in Nuremberg.
They provide that only persons of “pure German
blood” can be citizens, and prohibit marriage and ex-
tramarital relations between Jews and Germans.

3 October: Ttaly invades Ethiopia.

10 October: Rabbi Leo Baeck issues a prayer to be read on
Yom Kippur pleading for divine mercy for the Jewish
community and emphasizing the spiritual greatness of
the Jews. The Gestapo bans the prayer and arrests
Baeck.



1936

4 February: David Frankfurter assassinates the leader of
the German Nazi organization in Switzerland, Wil-
helm Gustloff, in protest against the persecution of
Jews in Germany.

7 March: INVASION OF THE RHINELAND: German
forces enter the Rhineland in violation of the Pact of
Locarno and without any significant reaction by the
major powers.

9 March: Pogrom against the Jews of Przytyk, Poland.

17 March: Demonstration of Jews and leftist Poles
against the pogroms in Poland.

19 April: Outbreak of Arab Revolt (1936—39) in Pales-
tine, leading to a substantial cut in Jewish immigration
quotas.

5 May: Fall of Ethiopia to Italy.

17 June: Heinrich Himmler appointed chief of German
police.

30 Fume: General strike of Polish Jewry in protest of anti-
semitism.

Fuly: Intervention of Germany and Italy in Spain.
16 July: Outbreak of Spanish civil war (1936—39).
25 October: Rome-Berlin Axis agreement is signed.

25 November: Signing of Anti-Comintern Pact between
Germany and Japan against the Soviet Union.

1937

30 January: Hitler associates Jews with Bolshevism.

16—22 February: Hermann Goring’s visit to Poland re-
sults in closer relations between Poland and Germany.

15 March: Mass anti-Nazi rally in New York organized
by the Joint Boycott Council.

21 March: Pope Pius X1 issues a statement against racism
and extreme nationalism.

16 July: BUCHENWALD concentration camp opens.
August: Some 350 attacks on Jews in Poland.
20 October: Anti-Jewish violence in Danzig.

25 November: Germany and Japan sign a military and
political agreement.

CHRONOLOGY

28 December: Antisemitic government led by Prime Min-
ister Octavian Goga installed in Romania.

1938

21 January: Romania nullifies minority rights of Jews
and revokes citizenship of many Jews.

10 February: Following the enactment of antisemitic laws,
King Carol II of Romania deposes Prime Minister
Goga.

13 March: THE ANSCHLUSS: Germany incorporates
Austria into the Reich.

28 March: Jewish community organizations no longer
recognized as legal entities by the government.

26 April: DECREE REGARDING THE REPORTING
OF JEWISH PROPERTY is issued in preparation for
the confiscation of Jewish property in Germany.

16 May: The first group of Jews begins forced labor in
MAUTHAUSEN concentration camp.

15 Jume: 1,500 German Jews imprisoned in concentra-
tion camps.

25 June: German Jewish doctors forbidden to treat
Aryan patients.

6—15 July: THE EviIAN CONFERENCE, an interna-
tional conference to discuss the refugee problem, is
convened at Evian, France, but little is accomplished.

8 Fuly: Great Synagogue in Munich demolished.

17 August: Jewish men in Germany required to add “Is-
rael” to their name; Jewish women required to add
“Sarah.”

26 August: ZENTRALSTELLE FUR JUDISCHE AUS-
WANDERUNG (Central Office for Jewish Emigration)
established in Vienna under Adolf Eichmann.

27 September: Jews prohibited from practicing law in
Germany.

29 September: MUNICH AGREEMENT: England and
France allow the annexation of parts of Czechoslova-
kia by Germany.

5 October: Passports of German Jews marked with the
letter “J” for Fude.

6 October: SUDETENLAND ANNEXED by Germany.
Czechoslovak Republic established, with autonomy
for Slovakia.

Xxiii



XXiv

CHRONOLOGY

8 October: Hlinka Guard established in Slovakia.

28 October: 15,000 Polish-born Jews expelled from Ger-
many to Poland; most are interned in Zbaszyn.

7 November: In response to the 28 October expulsion,
Herschel Grynszpan, a Polish-Jewish student, shoots
Ernst vom Rath, a third secretary in the German em-
bassy in Paris. Rath dies two days later.

9—10 November: KRISTALLNACHT: in retaliation for
vom Rath’s assassination, Goebbels instigates po-
groms in Germany and Austria. In one night 267 syn-
agogues are destroyed, 7,500 stores are looted, and
30,000 Jews are sent to concentration camps. Ninety-
one Jews are killed.

10 November: Antisemitic racial laws issued in Italy.

12 November: German Jewry fined 1 billion Reichsmarks
in the wake of Kristallnacht.

15 November: Jewish children prohibited from attending
German schools.

December: Establishment of the MOSSAD FOR ALIYAH
B (illegal immigration) to Palestine.

3 December: Goring issues DECREE ON ELIMINAT-

ING THE JEWS FROM GERMAN EcoNomic
LiFE.

1939

January: Beginning of illegal immigration to Palestine
from Germany. By the end of 1940, 27,000 German
Jews will have immigrated.

24 January: Goring creates the REICHSZENTRALE
FUR JUDISCHE AUSWANDERUNG (Reich Central
Office for Jewish Emigration). Heydrich is appointed
head of the office.

30 January: In a Reichstag speech Hitler threatens to ex-
terminate the Jewish race in Europe if world war
should once again break out.

21 February: Ordinance issued calling for the confisca-
tion of gold and other valuables belonging to Jews.

2 March: Pius XII assumes the papacy.

4 March: DECREE REGARDING EMPLOYMENT OF
JEWS provides for the forced labor of Jews in Ger-
many.

13 March: Hitler summons Slovak nationalist leaders
Father Jozef Tiso and Ferdinand Durcansky and or-

ders them to declare Slovak independence. The fol-
lowing day the new state of Slovakia is declared, to be
ruled by a pro-Nazi puppet government.

15 March: OCCUPATION OF PRAGUE by German
forces begins. Bohemia and Moravia are declared a
protectorate, in which ethnic Germans become Ger-
man citizens and Czech inhabitants are defined as pro-
tectorate nationals.

16 March: German racial laws are applied to the Protec-
torate of Bohemia and Moravia.

22 March: Germany annexes the autonomous region of
Memel in Lithuania.

28 March: The Nationalists, led by Gen. Francisco
Franco, march into Madrid, marking the victory of the
fascist forces in the Spanish Civil War.

7 April: Ttaly invades Albania.

27 April: Conscription in Britain.
Hitler declares the nullification of the 7935 naval pact
with Britain.

28 April: Germany cancels nonbelligerence pact with
Poland.

30 April: Legislation enacted allowing for the eviction of
Jews by German landlords.

3 May: Jews in Hungary are prohibited from becoming
judges, lawyers, teachers, or members of parliament.

5 May: The Second Anti-Jewish Law in Hungary de-
fines who is a Jew and restricts Jewish participation in
the economy.

15 May: Establishment of the RAVENSBRUCK concen-
tration camp for women.

17 May: British government issues the MACDONALD
WHITE PAPER, restricting Jewish immigration to
Palestine.

21 June: German citizenship laws of 1935 are applied to
the protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia.

4 Fuly: Official foundation of the REICHSVEREINI-
GUNG DER JUDEN IN DEUTSCHLAND (Reich As-
sociation of Jews in Germany) under Nazi law. The
Reichsvereinigung is charged with the administration
of Jewish schools and financial support of poor Jews.

22 Fuly: Reich Central Office for Jewish Immigration es-
tablishes an office in Prague with Adolf Eichmann as
its director.

23 August: NAZI-SOVIET NONAGGRESSION PACT:
German foreign minister Joachim von Ribbentrop



and Soviet foreign minister Vyacheslav Molotov sign
an agreement, scheduled to be in force for 10 years, ac-
cording to which Poland is to be partitioned between
Germany and the Soviet Union.

1 September: Invasion of Poland by Germany. Two mil-
lion Jews come under Nazi rule; 100,000 Jews serve in
the Polish army fighting the Germans.

2 September: The Danzig region comes under Nazi rule.
STUTTHOF camp established east of Danzig.

3 September: Britain and France declare war on Ger-
many.

5 September: The United States declares its neutrality in
the war.

6 September: Occupation of Krakow. SS Einsatzgruppen
begin mass shootings of Jews.

7 September: Warsaw city government flees to Lublin.
8 September: Occupation of Lodz, Radom, and Tarnow.

9 September: The Gestapo decrees that Polish Jews in
Germany are to be deported to Dachau.

11 September: Polish supreme commander declares that
Warsaw is to be defended to the last drop of blood.
Thousands of residents flee the city.

12 September: German Luftwaffe (air force) commences
bombing of Warsaw.

13 September: Jewish quarter of Warsaw heavily bombed
on eve of Rosh Hashanah (Jewish New Year).

15 September: Jews in Germany ordered off the streets
after 8:00 p.m.

17 Seprember: Red Army invades Poland.

18 September: Occupation of Lublin. Jews are seized for
forced labor, and Jewish property is confiscated. Jews
ordered to wear the yellow star. Synagogue services are
outlawed and several synagogues destroyed.

19 September: Red Army occupies Vilna, home of 55,000
Jews.

21 September: Heydrich orders that Jews living in the
parts of Poland to be annexed to Germany are to be ex-
pelled eastward and concentrated in communities of at
least 500 near railroad tracks. Large communities are
ordered to appoint a Jewish council (Judenrat) to be
responsible for resettled Jews.

25 September: Heavy artillery bombardment of Jewish
neighborhoods of Warsaw on Yom Kippur.

27 September: REICHSSICHERHEITSHAUPTAMT
(Reich Security Main Office) established.

CHRONOLOGY

28 September: Warsaw surrenders.

29 September: PARTITION OF POLAND between Ger-
many and the Soviet Union; Germany occupies Warsaw.
Jews are attacked in the streets, seized for forced labor,
and removed from food lines. Jewish schools are closed.
Nazis murder thousands of mental patients in Reich-
incorporated Poland as part of its so-called euthanasia
program.

1 October: Polish government-in-exile established in
Paris.

4 October: WARSAW JUDENRAT ESTABLISHED by
Adam Czerniakow under orders from the Germans.

5 October: Poland surrenders.

6 October: Eichmann instructed to arrange for the “re-
settlement” of 80,000 Jews from Upper Silesia within
the area which would become the Generalgouverne-
ment.

7 October: Eichmann prepares the deportation of Vi-
enna’s Jewish community to the Lublin district.

8 October: FIRST JEWISH GHETTO ESTABLISHED,
in Piotrkow Trybunalski. Large areas of western Po-
land are incorporated into the Third Reich.

10 October: Soviet Union transfers Vilna and the Vilna
district to Lithuania.

13 October: Mordechai Chaim Rumkowski ordered to
establish a Jewish council in Lodz.

20 October: Jews deported from Vienna and Katowice to
the Lublin district as part of the Nisko Plan to form a
Lublin agricultural reserve for Jewish laborers.

26 October: GENERALGOUVERNEMENT ESTAB-
LISHED: the civil administration for those parts of
Poland not incorporated in the Reich. Hans Frank is
appointed governor-general and decrees that all Jews
aged 14 to 60 must serve two years of forced labor.

29 October: Under Nazi orders the Warsaw Judenrat
conducts a census of the city’s Jewish population.

4 November: The United States allows the shipment of
weapons to Britain in return for cash.

9 November: 1Lodzincorporated into the German Reich.
15—17 November: Destruction of all synagogues in Lodz.

20 November: Orders issued to arrest all Gypsies in
Germany and deport them to concentration camps.

23 November: Frank orders all Jews in the Generalgou-
vernement to wear yellow stars and to mark Jewish
businesses with yellow stars.
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CHRONOLOGY

29 November: Himmler orders that Jews refusing de-
portation be put to death.

30 November: Soviet Union invades Finland.

2 December: Nazis begin using gas vans to murder men-
tal patients.

14 December: 1.eague of Nations expels the Soviet Union.

Unemployed Jewish teachers in Warsaw organize to
teach small groups of children in their homes.

18 December: Nazis cut food rations for Jews in Germany.

1940

Fanuary—February: Start of underground activities by
Jewish youth movements in Poland.

1 January: Ovens and crematoriums installed at Buchen-
wald concentration camp.

5 January: Jews in the Generalgouvernement prohib-
ited from changing their residence or leaving their
homes between 9:00 p.m. and 5:00 a.m.

20 January: Judenrat established in Lublin.
24 January: Frank orders the registration of Jewish
property in the Generalgouvernement.

26 FJanuary: Warsaw Judenrat ordered to pay a fine of
100,000 zloty for the beating of an ethnic German in
Warsaw or face the execution of 100 Jews.

Continued deportations of Lodz community; 20,000
deported by 31 January.

2 February: Tax placed on Jews emigrating from Ger-
many to finance Jewish emigration, Jewish schools,
and Jewish relief.

8 February: LODZ GHETTO ESTABLISHED.

11 March: Order that the letter “J” be stamped on food
ration cards held by Jews.

12 March: Soviet Union and Finland sign a peace treaty.

20 March: Transports arrive at SACHSENHAUSEN
from Dachau and Flossenburg.

31 March: Polish youth beat up Jews and deface Jewish
property. Nazis observe and take pictures.

9 April: INVASION OF DENMARK AND NORWAY by
Germany.

12 April: Frank orders that Krakow be made Fudenrein
(free of Jews) by November.

25 April: Slovak parliament passes law calling for the
confiscation of Jewish property.

27 April: AUSCHWITZ ESTABLISHED: Himmler or-
ders the establishment of a large new concentration
camp near the Polish town of Oswiecim to be known
by its German name.

30 April: LODZ GHETTO SEALED, enclosing 164,000
Jews within 4 square kilometers.

Jews in the Generalgouvernement prohibited from
using railroads.

May: Appearance of the Jewish underground periodi-
cals Dror, published by Poale Zion, and Bulletin, pub-
lished by the Bund.

4 May: Rudolf Hoss appointed commandant of Ausch-
witz.

10 May: Germany invades Belgium, Luxembourg, and
the Netherlands.

Neville Chamberlain resigns as prime minister of
Great Britain and is replaced by Winston Churchill.

15 May: Nazis begin deporting Gypsies to ghettos in
Poland.

The Netherlands surrenders.
17 May: GERMANY INVADES FRANCE.

25 May: Himmler recommends to Hitler that Polish
Jewry be deported to Africa.

26 May: Evacuation of 338,226 Allied troops from
Dunkirk begins.

28 May: Belgium surrenders.
9 Jume: Norway surrenders.

10 June: At the Topf works in Erfurt a model of an oven
for incinerating human corpses is made.

Italy enters the war on the side of Germany.
14 June: Germany occupies Paris.
15 Fune: Soviet Union annexes the Baltic states.

16 June: VICHY GOVERNMENT ESTABLISHED: Mar-
shal Philippe Pétain forms a collaborationist French
government in Vichy.

17 Fume: Vichy government sets up forced labor camps
in Morocco for European Jewish refugees.

22 Jume: France signs an armistice agreement with Ger-
many.

24 fume: France signs an armistice agreement with Italy.

28 Fume: Soviet Union annexes parts of Romania.



July: Rescue of 4,000 Polish Jews through Lithuania, the
Soviet Union, and Japan begins.

1 July: Nazis begin gassing Jewish mental patients in
Brandenburg.

12 July: Pierre Laval appointed prime minister of
France.

16 Fuly: Germany begins deporting the Jews of Alsace-
Lorraine to southern France.

19 Fuly: Telephones confiscated from Jews in Germany.

28 Fuly: Jozef Tiso appointed president of autonomous
National Socialist regime set up in Slovakia.

1 August: Frank issues a decree extending Nazi racial
laws to the Generalgouvernement.

8 August: Beginning of the Battle of Britain. Four hun-
dred German aircraft attack southern England.

15 August: MADAGASCAR PLAN: Eichmann dicloses
plan to deport all European Jews to the island of
Madagascar.

17 August: Mass demonstration staged by the starving
inmates in the Lodz ghetto.

30 August: Hungary annexes northern Transylvania
from Romania.

6 September: King Carol II flees Romania, and a new
government is formed under Ion Antonescu. Fascist
Iron Guard is the only legal party.

17 September: Confiscation of Jewish property in Ger-
man-occupied Poland.

27 September: Signing of the TRIPARTITE (AXIS)
PAcCT between Germany, Italy, and Japan.

3 October: First anti-Jewish laws enacted in Vichy France.

5 October: Law enacted calling for the confiscation of
Jewish property in Romania.

12 October: WARSAW GHETTO ESTABLISHED: on
Yom Kippur the Germans inform the Jews of Warsaw
that a ghetto is to be established in the Jewish section.

16 October: Construction of the walls around the War-
saw ghetto begins.

18 October: Registration of Jewish property and busi-
nesses in occupied France.

22 October: Registration of Jewish businesses in the oc-
cupied Netherlands. Deportation of the Jews of Saar-
land, the Palatinate, and Baden to the Gurs transit
camp in Vichy France.

CHRONOLOGY

28 October: Registration of Jewish property in occupied
Belgium.
Italy invades Greece.

31 October: Anti-Jewish Vichy laws extended to Vichy-
controlled Morocco.

4 November: Jewish civil servants in the Netherlands are
dismissed by the Nazi occupation authorities.

15 November: WARSAW GHETTO SEALED, enclosing
450,000 Jews within 2.4 percent of the area of the city.

20 November: Hungary joins the Tripartite (Axis) Pact.
23 November: Romania joins the Tripartite Pact.
24 November: Slovakia joins the Tripartite Pact.

25 November: SINKING OF THE PATRI4in Haifa har-
bor. Some 250 illegal immigrants drown.

December: Emanuel Ringelblum establishes the under-
ground archive ONEG SHABBOS, documenting Jew-
ish life in the Warsaw ghetto.

9 December: Tllegal immigrants from three ships on their
way to Palestine deported to Mauritius.

1941

FJanuary: Two thousand die of starvation in the Warsaw
ghetto.

4 Fanuary: Greek army advances into Albania, driving
Italian forces from the border. Britain sends troops to
Greece.

5 January: British forces occupy Bardia in Libya. Italian
troops retreat to Tobruk.

6 Fanuary: President Franklin Roosevelt asks Congress
to end the U.S. policy of nonintervention and to adopt
the lend-lease program to anti-Axis countries.

Prisoner chamber orchestra plays for the first time at
Auschwitz, accompanying departure and return of
labor squads.

10 January: All Jews in the occupied Netherlands or-
dered to register.

11 January: Establishment of Coordination Committee
in the Lodz ghetto between Socialists, Communists,
and the Bund.

21 January: Attempted coup by the Iron Guard in Ro-
mania begins, accompanied by riots and massacres of
Jews.
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CHRONOLOGY

22 January: British forces occupy Tobruk.

1 February: Nazis begin deporting Jews to Warsaw
ghetto.

5 February: Law for the Protection of the State in Ro-
mania makes Jews subject to double punishments.

17 February: Jews assigned racial definition in Bulgaria
and their economic rights restricted.
Antonescu abolishes Romanian government and es-
tablishes a military dictatorship.

22 February: Nazis begin arresting Jewish males in Am-
sterdam and deporting them to Buchenwald.

25 February: Anti-Nazi strike in Amsterdam.

1 March: Himmler orders the construction of BIRKE-
NAU camp at Auschwitz.

Bulgaria joins the Tripartite Pact.
2 March: German troops enter Bulgaria.

3 March: KRAKOW GHETTO ESTABLISHED: some
20,000 Jews required to enter the ghetto by 20 March,
when it is sealed.

Hitler issues the so-called Commissar Order to the
Supreme Command, calling for liquidation of com-
missars and exempting German soldiers from the pro-
visions of international law in the coming war against
the Soviet Union.

11 March: U.S. Congress approves the LEND-LEASE
AcT providing assistance for anti-Axis countries.

12 March: Confiscation of Jewish property in the Neth-
erlands.

23 March: Himmler writes to Hitler, “I hope to see the
very concept of Jewry completely obliterated.”

25 March: Yugoslavia joins the Tripartite Pact.

27 March: Anti-Nazi coup by Yugoslav army officers,
who repudiate the Tripartite Pact. Hitler decides to
subdue Greece and Yugoslavia before invading the
Soviet Union.

1 April: Jews in the Warsaw ghetto rounded up for
forced labor.

6 April: Germany invades Greece and Yugoslavia.

7 April: Thirty thousand Jews of Radom placed in two
ghettos.

9 April: Germany occupies Salonika (Thessaloniki),
home to 50,000 Jews.

10 April: Zagreb occupied. Germany establishes a Cro-
atian state with a fascist government. Anti-Jewish riots
in Antwerp.

17 April: Yugoslavia surrenders.

20 April: First concentration camp in Yugoslavia estab-
lished with 5,000 prisoners, including 500 Jews.

24 April: LUBLIN GHETTO SEALED.

15 May: Vichy France declares policy of collaboration
with Nazi Germany.

Himmler approves use of Dachau prisoners in med-
ical experiments.

Jews in Romania drafted for forced labor.

20 May: Circular issued to Gestapo prohibiting Jewish
emigration from the Reich.

3 June: U.S. State Department institutes procedures
discouraging refugees from German-occupied lands.

8 Funme: British forces, including the Palmach (com-
mando unit of the Haganah in Palestine), invade Vichy
Syria.

18 Jume: Turkey and Germany sign friendship treaty.

22 June: OPERATION BARBAROSSA: Germany in-
vades the Soviet Union. Romania and Italy declare
war on the Soviet Union.

Croatian Jews sent to concentration camps.

23 June: EINSATZGRUPPEN begin killings in the So-
viet Union. Daily reports are submitted to Himmler.

24 Fume: Vilna and Kovno occupied by the German
army. Within 48 hours the killing of Jews by Einsatz-
gruppen and local Lithuanians begins.

25 Jume: At Jassy 15,000 Jews murdered by the Roman-
ian Iron Guard.

27 June: Einsatzgruppe C shoots 2,000 Jews at Lutsk
with the help of local Ukrainians.

Hungary declares war on the Soviet Union.
28 Jume: Germans occupy Minsk.

30 Fune: Germans occupy Lvov. By 3 July, 4,000 Jews
are killed.

Fuly: Beginning of killings at Ponary outside Vilna. By
July 1944 some 100,000 Jews will be murdered.

1 Fuly: Germans occupy Riga. By the end of July 18,000
Jews are arrested and executed.

Einsatzgruppe D begins operations in Bessarabia. By
the end of August at least 150,000 Jews are killed.

4 July: Vilna Judenrat established. In July 5,000 Jews
are killed.



7 July: Seven thousand Jews shot at Lvow.
9 Fuly: Germans occupy Zhitomir.
10 Fuly: Vichy France surrenders in Syria.

17 FJuly: Hitler gives Himmler full authority for mass
murder in the German-occupied portions of the
Soviet Union.

20 July: Ghetto established in Minsk to intern 100,000
Jews.

24 Fuly: Ghetto established in Kishinev. Ten thousand
Jews already killed.

25 Fuly: Local Ukrainians launch pogrom against the
Jews in Lvov and kill 2,000 in three days.

26 FJuly: Jewish community of Vilna ordered to hand
over 2 million rubles or the Judenrat will be shot. Only
one-third of the money is raised, and two members of
the council are shot.

31 Fuly: Goring instructs Heydrich to prepare a plan for
the so-called Final Solution of the Jewish problem.

1 August: Ghetto established at Bialystok. Fifty thou-
sand Jews confined there.

2 August: Hungarian government promulgates racial
laws prohibiting Jews from marrying non-Jews.

4 Augusr: KOVNO GHETTO SEALED: 29,760 Jews live
in the ghetto, enclosed by barbed wire.

5 August: Siege of Odessa. Eight thousand residents,
mostly Jews, are shot.

6 August: Killing operations begin in Pinsk. Some
10,000 Jews are killed in three days.

14 August: President Roosevelt and Prime Minister
Churchill sign the Atlantic Charter, expressing com-
mon interests and principles for the postwar period.

16 August: Bishop Bridges, the Catholic bishop of
Kovno, forbids the clergy of Lithuania to aid Jews.

24 August: JEWISH ANTIFASCIST COMMITTEE ES-
TABLISHED in the Soviet Union.

27—28 Augusi: KAMENETS-PODOLSK MASSACRE:
23,600 Jews are murdered; at least 14,000 of them had
been deported from Hungary.

31 August: Completion of killing operation in Bessara-
bia. Between 150,000 and 200,000 Jews were mur-

dered.

1 September: Nazi “euthanasia” program officially ends
but continues unofficially. More than 70,000 persons
are put to death in total.

CHRONOLOGY

Jews in Germany and Austria required to wear arm-
bands with the Star of David.

Einsatzgruppen begin shooting Gypsies in Croatia.

3 September: First experimental gassings carried out at
Auschwitz on Soviet prisoners of war.

3—5 September: VILNA GHETTOS ESTABLISHED:
Two ghettos established and sealed off in Vilna.

8 September: SIEGE OF LENINGRAD begins.

12 September: Hitler orders that Leningrad be starved
into submission.

15 September: Some 150,000 Jews deported from Bes-
sarabia and Bukovina to Transnistria, where 90,000
will perish.

19 September: LIQUIDATION OF THE ZHITOMIR
GHETTO: 10,000 Jews are killed.

German forces occupy Kiev.

27 September: Heydrich appointed governor of the Pro-
tectorate of Bohemia and Moravia.

29—30 September: BABI YAR MASSACRE: 33,771 Jews
from Kiev killed at Babi Yar.

1 October: On Yom Kippur 3,000 Jews killed in Vilna.

2 October: German attack on Moscow begins.

4 October: Thousands of Jews without work permits re-
moved from Kovno and killed at nearby “Ninth Fort.”

8 October: Vitebsk ghetto liquidated. More than 16,000
Jews are killed. Construction begins on the Birkenau
extermination camp at Auschwitz.

10 October: First conference on the “Solution of the
Jewish Problem” convened at Prague. Heydrich and
Eichmann are among those present.

11 October: Romanian authorities establish ghetto for
50,000 Jews in Cernauti.

12 October: German forces reach the outskirts of
Moscow.

15 October: MASS DEPORTATIONS OF GERMAN
JEWS BEGIN: German and Austrian Jews deported to
Kovno, LLodz, Minsk, and Riga ghettos.

16 October: German forces occupy Odessa.
Deportations from Germany are extended to Warsaw
and Lublin ghettos.

19 October: First deportations of Jews from Luxem-
bourg to Lodz ghetto.
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CHRONOLOGY

23 October: Nineteen thousand Jews killed at Odessa.

24 October: Romanian soldiers transport 20,000 Jews to
Dalnik. Most are shot, and the rest are herded into
warehouses, which are set on fire.

Eichmann approves plan to kill deported Jews in mo-
bile gas vans on arrival in ghettos.

25 October: Armed Jewish resistance in the Smolensk
district.

30 October: Germans begin deportation of the Jews of
Bratislava.

1 November: Construction of the BELZEC extermina-
tion camp begins.

7 November: Einsatzgruppe CKkills 21,000 Jews at Rovno.

7—9 November: Einsatzgruppe A kills 3,000 Jews in Latvia.

7—20 November: Einsatzgruppe B kills 19,000 Jews in
Minsk.

10 November: First Jews from Hamburg arrive in Minsk
ghetto.

20 November: RUMBULA FOREST MASSACRE be-
gins outside Riga. Fifty thousand Jews will be killed.

24 November: Heydrich establishes THERESIENSTADT
in Czechoslovakia as a “model camp.”

25—29 November: Operation against German Jews in

Kovno. In five days 4,934 Jews are killed.
Nazis establish the Association of Jews in Belgium to
assist them in their treatment of the Jewish commu-
nity. As a countermove, the underground Committee
of Jewish Defense is established.

30 November—r1 December: In Riga 10,000—15,000 Jews
arrested and shot.

First transports arrive at MAJDANEK extermination
camp.

6 December: Soviets begin Moscow counteroffensive.

7 December: JAPANESE ATTACK PEARL. HARBOR.
Hitler issues NIGHT AND FOG DECREE to sup-
press resistance in Western Europe. Persons found to
be endangering German security are to disappear
without trace.

8 December: United States declares war on Japan.

First use of mobile gas vans at CHELMNO extermina-
tion camp.

11 December: Germany and Italy declare war on the
United States.

13 December: Bulgaria and Hungary declare war on the
United States.

21 December: More than 40,000 Jews shot at BoG-
DANOVKA camp in Transnistria. By the end of De-
cember only 200 Jews remain alive at Bogdanovka.

22 December: Of the 57,000 Jews of Vilna, 33,500 have
been killed, 12,000 with work permits remain in the
ghetto, and 8,000 remain in hiding. The fate of the rest
is unknown.

31 December: First partisan manifesto in Vilna declares
that armed resistance is the proper response to the
Germans.

1942

2 January: Western Crimea now declared Judenrein.

5 January: Jews in Germany required to hand in their
winter clothing for the German war effort on the east-
ern front.

14 January: Deportation of Dutch Jews from Amster-
dam begins.

16 Fanuary: Deportation of more than 10,000 Jews from
Lodz to Chelmno. All will be gassed by 29 January.

20 January: WANNSEE CONFERENCE: Germans con-
vene a conference at Wannsee outside Berlin to co-
ordinate the so-called Final Solution of the Jewish
problem.

21 January: United Partisan Organization established
by 150 Zionists meeting in Vilna.

31 Fanuary: Einsatzgruppe A reports that to date 70,000
Latvian Jews have been killed; only 3,750 laborers re-
main alive.

8 February: First transport of Jews from Salonika to
Auschwitz.

23 February: SINKING OF THE STRUMA: the refugee
boat Struma, having been refused entry to Palestine or
Turkey, is sunk off the Turkish coast by a Soviet sub-
marine. All but one of the 768 Romanian Jews on
board perish.

24 February: More than 30,000 Jews deported from
Lodz ghetto to Chelmno. All will be gassed by 2 April.

1 March: Construction begins on Sobibor extermina-
tion camp in Poland.
13 March: S.B. Jacobson, a representative of the JOINT

DisTRIBUTION COMMITTEE in Eastern Europe,
reports at a New York press conference that the Ger-



mans have already killed 240,000 Jews in Ukraine
alone.

14 March: New York Times publishes Jacobson’s story
on page 7.

17 March: Opening of the BELZEC extermination
camp. Transports begin arriving within a few days car-
rying 30,000 from Lublin, 15,000 from Lvov, and
35,000 from elsewhere in the Lublin district.

20 March: Gas chambers operational in a farmhouse at
BIRKENAU extermination camp.

26 March: Beginning of deportations of 60,000 Slova-
kian Jews.

28 March: First transport of French Jews to Auschwitz.

8 April: According to Einsatzgruppen reports, there are
no longer any Jews in the Crimea.

29 April: Jews of the Netherlands are required to wear
the yellow star.

30 April: Twenty thousand Jews of Pinsk required to
establish a ghetto within 24 hours.

4 May: First “SELECTION” for gassing takes place at
Auschwitz-Birkenau.

7 May: Opening of SOBIBOR extermination camp. By
the end of the war, 250,000 Jews will be killed there.

18 May: New York Times publishes a report from Lis-
bon that more than 200,000 Jews have been shot by
Germans in occupied Soviet territory.

27 May: Heydrich shot and fatally wounded in Prague.

Jews in occupied France and Belgium ordered to wear
a yellow star.

2 June: British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) reports
that 700,000 Jews have been killed in occupied Poland.
The New York Times carries the BBC report on 2 July.

4 June: Heydrich dies.

20 June: Germans begin deporting Jews from Vienna to
Theresienstadt.

21 fune: Germans take Tobruk from the British.

22 June: First transports from DRANCY camp in
France to Auschwitz.

11 July: Nine thousand Greek Jews are drafted for
forced labor.

16 Fuly: Germans begin rounding up Jews in Paris.

19 Fuly: Himmler orders the elimination of all Jews in
the Generalgouvernement by the end of 1942.

20 Fuly: Armed Jewish uprising at Nezvizh in Belarus.

CHRONOLOGY

21 July: MADISON SQUARE GARDEN PROTEST: a
mass rally held in New York to protest the massacre of
Jews in Poland.

22 July: TREBLINKA extermination camp completed.
Beginning of mass deportations of Jews from Warsaw
ghetto to Treblinka. More than 250,000 will be gassed
by 12 September.

23 July: Adam Czerniakow, chairman of the Warsaw Ju-
denrat, commits suicide rather than assist the Ger-
mans in deportations.

28 July: JEWISH FIGHTING ORGANIZATION (ZOB)
formed in Warsaw.

4 August: Janusz Korczak and the children in his or-
phanage deported from the Warsaw ghetto to Tre-
blinka, where all are gassed.

10 August: Deportations from Lvov ghetto to Belzec,
where 50,000 Jews will be gassed by 23 August.

Jewish partisan brigade in Belarus under Yeheskel At-
las attacks a German garrison.

11 August: RIEGNER TELEGRAM: Gerhart Riegner of
the World Jewish Congress sends news through the
U.S. State Department for Rabbi Stephen Wise of
German plans to annihilate Jews, but the department
delays transmission until 28 August.

3 September: Armed Jewish resistance during liquida-
tion of Lachva ghetto in Belarus.

Last deportations of Belgian nationals to MALINES
camp in anticipation of transport to the East.

12 September: Battle of Stalingrad begins.

23 September: British counteroffensive at El Alamein
begins.

24 September: Uprising during liquidation of Tuchin
ghetto. Most Jews escape but are later caught and
killed.

9 October: Italian racial laws enforced in Libya.

16 October: Jews of Rome arrested and deported to
Auschwitz.

28 October: First deportations from Theresienstadt to
Auschwitz.

29 October: Almost all Jews of Pinsk murdered.

1 November: First deportations from Bialystok to Tre-

blinka.
2 November: British take E1 Alamein.

8 November: British and American forces invade North
Africa.
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CHRONOLOGY

9 November: Germany occupies Tunisia.
11 November: Germany occupies southern France.
19 November: Soviet counterattack near Stalingrad.

20 November: Deportation of 980 Jews from Munich to
Riga.

25 November: First deportations of Jews from Norway
to Auschwitz.

4 December: Council of Aid to Jews established in
Poland.

6 December: Jews drafted for forced labor in Tunisia.

10 December: First transports of Jews from Germany to
Auschwitz.

17 December: Allies condemn German policy of exter-
mination.

23 December: Jewish Fighting Organization attacks
German forces in Krakow.

1943

1 January: Dutch Jews prohibited from having private
bank accounts.

9 Fanuary: Himmler tours the Warsaw ghetto, orders
the deportation of another 8,000 Jews.

10 January: Jewish Fighting Organization and Zionist
youth movements prepare for armed resistance in the
Warsaw ghetto.

14 January: Roosevelt and Churchill meet at Casablanca,
declare the unconditional surrender of Germany as
the aim of the war.

18 FJanuary: Another round of deportations begins in
the Warsaw ghetto. Jews led by Mordechai Anielewicz
resist with pistol fire; most are killed by the Germans.

2 February: German 6th Army surrenders at Stalingrad.

5—12 February: Jews offer armed resistance to liquida-
tion of the Bialystok ghetto. Germans deport 10,000
Jews from the ghetto to Treblinka, where they are
gassed. Another 2,000 Jews are killed in the ghetto.

24 February: Ghetto established in Salonika.

26 February: First transport of Gypsies arrives in
Auschwitz.

4 March: Jews of Thrace deported to Treblinka.

20 March: First deportations from Salonika to Ausch-
witz.

19 April: BERMUDA CONFERENCE: British and Amer-
ican representatives meet in Bermuda to propose
means to rescue victims of the Nazis in Germany but
arrive at no significant conclusions.

19 April—16 May: WARSAW GHETTO UPRISING: on
Passover eve the Germans begin the liquidation of the
Warsaw ghetto and meet with heavy armed resistance.
Many Jews hide in underground bunkers. During the
uprising more than 50,000 Jews are killed, and only a
few survive in hiding.

20 April: First group of partisans escapes from Vilna
ghetto into the forests.

7 May: Seven thousand Jews shot in Novogrudok ghetto.

8 May: Warsaw ghetto command bunker at Mila 18
falls.

13 May: Tunisia liberated.
18 May: Warsaw declared Fudenrein.

24 May: Bulgarian government refuses to collaborate in
the deportation of the Jews of Sofia and instead dis-
perses them to the provinces.

1 June: LIQUIDATION OF THE LVvOV GHETTO be-
gins.

2 Jume: Nazis begin burning corpses in order to obliter-
ate evidence of mass murder.

11 June: Himmler orders the liquidation of all ghettos
in Poland.

21 Jume: Himmler orders the liquidation of all ghettos
in the German-occupied Soviet Union.

28 FJume: All five crematoriums at Auschwitz-Birkenau
completed by this date; 4,756 corpses can be burned in
24 hours.

5 Fuly: Sobibor extermination camp converted into a
concentration camp.

9 July: Allies invade Sicily.

25 July: Mussolini falls from power in Italy. Pietro
Badoglio forms new government.

1 August: Germans begin final liquidation of ghettos in
the Zaglembia region (Bedzin and Sosnowiec). Most
of the Jews will be deported to Auschwitz. Jewish
youth movements offer armed resistance.



2 August: TREBLINKA UPRISING: prisoners in Tre-
blinka camp revolt against the guards. Most prisoners
are shot; only 70 survive the rebellion.

15 August: Germans order the evacuation of the Bia-
lystok ghetto.

16 August: As the Jews of Bialystok are reporting for de-
portation, the underground rises in rebellion.

18 August: Last of more than 43,000 Jews deported
from Salonika arrive in Auschwitz.

20 August: Rebellion in Bialystok crushed by the Ger-
mans.

21 August: Deportation from Bialystok to Treblinka and
Majdanek completed.

1 September: Unsuccessful attempt to rebel by Vilna un-
derground.

5 September: Germans begin arresting Belgian Jews for
deportation to Auschwitz.

Allies invade southern Italy.
8 September: Germans occupy Athens.

New Italian government signs an armistice agreement
with the Allies.

Five organized groups leave the Vilna ghetto and join
the partisans.

10 September: Germans occupy Rome.

11 September: Final liquidation of the Minsk ghetto be-
gins.

23 September: VILNA GHETTO LIQUIDATED.

29 September: Prisoners of the Sonderkommando or-

dered to exhume 100,000 bodies at Babi Yar and burn
them in order to hide all traces of mass murder.

1 October: RESCUE OF DANISH JEWS: in Denmark
the Germans begin rounding up Jews for deportation.
Many Danes, including King Christian, protest the
action. The Danes organize the rescue of the Jews by
sea to safety in Sweden. Altogether 7,220 out of 7,800
Danish Jews are saved.

3 October: Germans form a Sonderkommando in the
area of Minsk to obliterate all traces of the murder of
more than 40,000 Jews in the area.

8 October: On Yom Kippur several thousand Jews sent
to the gas chambers at Birkenau.

Jewish partisan unit commanded by Josef Glazman in
Vilna wiped out by the Germans.

9 October: Germans begin rounding up Jews in Trieste

for deportation to Auschwitz.

CHRONOLOGY

13 October: Ttaly declares war on Germany.

14 October: SOBIBOR UPRISING: prisoners revolt at
Sobibor extermination camp.

16 October: Germans arrest Jews in Rome.

18 October: More than 1,000 Jews deported from Rome
to Auschwitz.

20 October: UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COM-
MISSION ESTABLISHED.

25 October: Liberation of Dnepropetrovsk in Ukraine.
From a prewar population of 80,000 Jews, only 15 re-
main.

3 November: Following the uprising at Sobibor, the Ger-
mans launch OPERATION HARVEST FESTIVAL to
liquidate Poniatowa and Trawniki labor camps and
Majdanek extermination camp. More than 40,000
Jews are killed, including 18,000 in one day at Maj-
danek.

6 November: Jews arrested in Florence, Milan, and Ven-
ice for deportation to Auschwitz.

Liberation of Kiev.

17 November: Jewish partisan unit liberates Jewish pris-
oners at Borshchev in Galicia.

28 November—1 December: TEHRAN CONFERENCE:
Churchill, Roosevelt, and Josef Stalin meet at Tehran
to discuss opening a second front against Germany
and the future of Europe after the German defeat.

1 December: Ttalian POLICE ORDER NoO. 5 mandates
that all Italian Jews be sent to concentration camps.

1944

16 January: U.S. Treasury Department official Josiah
Dubois reports to the White House on the State De-
partment’s attempt to suppress information on the
Final Solution.

Gen. Dwight D. Eisenhower appointed commander of
Allied forces in Europe.

26 January: Roosevelt establishes the WAR REFUGEE
BoArD (WRB), charged with “taking all measures
within its power to rescue the victims of enemy op-
pression who are in imminent danger of death.”

2 February: The WRB proposes that the United States
urge Spain to relax its border restrictions in order
to receive refugees. The U.S. ambassador to Spain
refuses to implement the plan.
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CHRONOLOGY

25 February: Deportations of remnant of Amsterdam
Jewish community to Auschwitz.

27 February: Siege of Leningrad comes to an end.

9 March: Himmler agrees to Goring’s request to use
concentration camp inmates as slave laborers in the
German war effort.

22 March: Germans establish a new government in
Hungary under Dome Sztojay.

24 March: Roosevelt warns Hungarian government
against taking harsh measures against the Jews.

5 April: Hungarian Jews required to wear a yellow Star
of David.

7 April: AUSCHWITZ PROTOCOLS: two Jewish pris-
oners escape from Auschwitz and pass on to the papal
representative in Slovakia a detailed report on the
killings in the camp.

14 April: Allied air reconnaissance photographs indus-
trial plants at Auschwitz in order to plan the bombing
of German industry, but no photographs are taken of
the extermination facilities at Birkenau.

16 April: Hungarian government orders the registration
of all Jews and the confiscation of their property.

25 April: “BLOOD FOR TRUCKS”: Eichmann negoti-
ates with Joel Brand of the Jewish Relief and Rescue
Committee of Budapest for the release of Hungarian
Jews in exchange for 10,000 trucks. The proposal is
soon abandoned.

28 April: First Hungarian Jewish prisoners sent to
Auschwitz.

3 May: Jews of northern Transylvania are deported to
ghettos.

4 May: Plans made at a conference in Vienna for the to-
tal deportation of Hungarian Jewry.

15 May: Germans begin mass deportations of Hungar-
ian Jewry. By 9 July, 454,551 will have been deported
in 147 trains; most will be gassed at Auschwitz-Birke-
nau.

16 May: German attempt to liquidate the Gypsies at
Auschwitz fails owing to Gypsy resistance.

4 June: American forces occupy Rome.

6 June: D-DAyY: Allied forces land in Normandy,
France.

9 June: Arrest of Palestinian paratrooper Hannah
Szenes in Hungary.

17 June: Jews of Budapest confined to specially marked
“Jewish buildings.”

19 June: Jewish Agency representative in Hungary,
Moshe Krausz, sends a shortened version of the
Auschwitz Protocols to Western embassies in Switzer-
land.

23 Fume: Red Cross representatives inspect Theresien-
stadt and declare that the Jewish inmates are being
treated humanely. Over the previous months, in
preparation for the visit, the Nazis had cleaned up the
camp, built false storefronts, and rehearsed interviews
with inmates.

26 Jume: Allied air reconnaissance photos of Auschwitz
reveal the whole camp, including gas chambers and
crematoriums.

29 June: U.S. War Department rejects request to bomb
extermination facilities at Auschwitz, on the grounds
that it would be a diversion from the war effort.

5 Fuly: Liberation of Minsk. Only a few Jews remain out
of the prewar community of 80,000.

7 July: In response to international pressure the Hun-
garian government temporarily halts deportations to
Auschwitz.

8 July: KOVNO GHETTO LIQUIDATED.

9 Fuly: Swedish diplomat Raoul Wallenberg arrives in
Budapest on mission to aid Jews.

15 July: LIBERATION OF VILNA: Jewish partisans in
Rudninkai Forest take part in the battles. Out of
37,000 Jews in Vilna in June 1941 only 2,500 remain
alive.

19 July: Eichmann has 1,450 Jews deported to Ausch-
witz against the will of the Hungarian regent Miklos
Horthy.

20 July: JULY PLOT: German army officers attempt
unsuccessfully to assassinate Hitler, take over the gov-
ernment, and sue for peace.

Two thousand Jews deported from the island of
Rhodes to Auschwitz.

24 July: LIBERATION OF MAJDANEK: the Red Army
liberates the extermination camp and finds masses of
corpses.

Liberation of Lublin.

27 July: Liberation of Lvov. No Jews are found alive in
the city, which had a prewar Jewish population of
110,000.



31 Fuly: American forces break through German lines
at Avranche in France.

1 August: Beginning of Polish uprising in Warsaw.
Liberation of Kovno. Only go Jews remain alive in the
city.

7—30 August: LIQUIDATION OF THE LODZ GHETTO
and deportation of 74,000 Jews to Auschwitz.

14 August: U.S. War Department insists that it cannot
bomb Auschwitz without the diversion of considerable
air forces. At the same time, German industrial installa-
tions eight kilometers from Auschwitz are bombed.

25 Augusi: LIBERATION OF PARIS.

U.S. air reconnaissance takes photographs of indus-
trial installations at Auschwitz. The pictures also show
prisoners being marched to the gas chambers.

28 August: Beginning of the Slovak national uprising.

3 September: Liberation of Brussels. More than 27,000
Jews remain alive, many in hiding.

4 September: Liberation of Antwerp. Only a small num-
ber of Jews left alive out of a prewar population of
50,000.

3 October: Polish uprising in Warsaw crushed.

7 October: SONDERKOMMANDO UPRISING AT
AuscHWITZ: Crematorium IV is burned.

13 October: Liberation of Riga.
20 October: Liberation of Belgrade.

1 November: Jewish Brigade of British Army leaves for
Italian front.

2 November: Germans discontinue gassings at Ausch-
witz and begin to hide signs of mass murder.

4 November: Meeting between Jewish, Nazi, and Allied
leaders in Switzerland concerning rescue of Hungar-
1an Jews.

7 November: Hannah Szenes executed in Budapest.

8 November: Deportations from Budapest resume with
death march to Austrian border. Wallenberg secures
release of those with a Swedish protective pass
(Schutzpass).

12 November: Jews in Budapest with protective passes
are assigned to special “protected houses.”

13 November: Ghetto established in Budapest for un-
protected Jews.

25—26 November: Germans dismantle Crematorium IT at
Auschwitz in an attempt to erase signs of mass murder.

CHRONOLOGY

15 December: Most inmates from Theresienstadt by now
deported to Auschwitz. Jews from Slovakia are sent to
Theresienstadt.

16 December: German forces launch a counteroffensive,
the BATTLE OF THE BULGE, in southern Belgium
with the aim of retaking the port of Antwerp.

1945

1 January: Otto Komoly, Zionist leader of the Hungar-
ian Relief and Rescue Committee, murdered by the
terror arm of the Hungarian fascist Arrow Cross party.

4 January: In Budapest the International Ghetto or-
dered to merge with the Central Ghetto.

5 January: LAST TRANSPORT TO AUSCHWITZ: five
Jews arrive in Auschwitz from Berlin.

7 Fanuary: In Budapest, Wallenberg trades food to pre-
vent the transfer of more Jews with foreign passports
from the International Ghetto to the Central Ghetto.

9 January: Rudolf Kasztner, Zionist member of the Re-
lief and Rescue Committee, meets in Vienna with a
Nazi representative in an attempt to save Jewish sur-
vivors in the concentration camps.

10 January: Carl Burckhardt, the president of the In-
ternational Red Cross, asks Jozef Tiso, the president
of Slovakia, to halt the deportation of Jews. The latter
answers that he does not have the power.

11 January: Arrow Cross gangs massacre staff and pa-
tients in a Jewish hospital in Budapest. Only the inter-
vention of Wallenberg stops them from blowing up the
Central Ghetto.

16 January: INTERNATIONAL GHETTO IN BU-
DAPEST LIBERATED by the Red Army. Wallenberg
negotiates for the proper care of the inmates.

17 January: The Soviets, suspicious of Wallenberg’s in-
tentions, have the diplomat arrested. He is not seen
again in the West.

LIBERATTION OF WARSAW by the Red Army. Only a
few Jews remain out of a population of 450,000 in
1942.

18 January: EVACUATION OF AUSCHWITZ begins.
The Nazis begin the death march of 66,000 prisoners
toward Germany. SS officers shoot prisoners too sick

to participate in the death march. Soviets liberate
Krakéw.
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CHRONOLOGY

19 January: LIBERATION OF THE LODZ GHETTO
by the Red Army.

26—29 January: KONIGSBERG DEATH MARCH and
PALMNICKEN MASSACRE: 7,000 inmates of Stutt-
hof concentration camp are forced by German troops
to march from the town of Konigsberg to Palmnicken,
in the Soviet Union. Some 3,000 die en route; the sur-
vivors are forced to flee into the icy Baltic Sea, where
they are cut down by automatic weapons. Only a few
survive; the Soviets later hide all traces of the mas-
sacre, which is not revealed until 1998.

27 January: LIBERATION OF AUSCHWITZ by the
Red Army. The few remaining inmates are freed.

February—April: DEATH MARCHES: thousands of pris-
oners arrive at Bergen-Belsen at the end of a death
march during which many thousands died or were
killed.

1 February: Forty thousand prisoners forced to march
from Gross-Rosen concentration camp to the German
interior. Thousands die en route.

4 February: YALTA CONFERENCE: Churchill, Roo-
sevelt, and Stalin meet at Yalta to discuss the political
division of the postwar world.

13 February: Red Army completes liberation of Bu-
dapest. More than half of its prewar Jewish population
remains alive either in the ghetto, with diplomatic pro-
tection, or in hiding.

7 March: American forces cross the Rhine.

16 March: Himmler prohibits murder or acts of atrocity
against Jewish concentration camp prisoners.

19 March: Hitler orders the demolition of the German
infrastructure so it will not fall into the victor’s hands.
23 March: British forces cross the Rhine.

3 April: LAST PRISONER ROLL CALL AT BUCHEN-
WALD. Over the next several days, prisoners are evac-
uated by forced march, and thousands perish.

11 April: LIBERATION OF BUCHENWALD by Amer-

ican troops. Most of the camp’s SS guards have
fled.
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12 April: US. president Franklin Roosevelt dies. Vice-
President Harry Truman becomes president.

13 April: Liberation of Vienna. Only 5,800 Jews remain
out of a prewar population of 50,000.

15 April: LIBERATION OF BERGEN-BELSEN by Brit-
ish army. There are 58,000 survivors, most of them
Jewish and in extremely poor health. In the coming
weeks nearly 30,000 die from infectious diseases and
the effects of chronic malnutrition.

20 April: American troops enter Nuremberg.
23 April: Soviet troops reach the outskirts of Berlin.

25 April: American and Soviet troops meet on the Elbe
River.

26 April: Seven thousand prisoners at Dachau are force-
marched south.

28 April: FINAL GASSING AT MAUTHAUSEN.

Mussolini shot by Italian partisans.

CHRONOLOGY

29 April: LIBERATION OF DACHAU by the Ameri-
cans.

LIBERATION OF RAVENSBRUCK by the Red Army.

30 April: Hitler and Eva Braun commit suicide. Adm.
Karl Donitz assumes command of German forces.

2 May: Soviet forces occupy Berlin.

3 May: Germans hand over Theresienstadt to the Red
Cross.

5 May: LIBERATION OF MAUTHAUSEN by the Amer-
icans.

7 May: GERMANY SURRENDERS to the Allies. Eisen-
hower accepts unconditional surrender of Gen. Alfred

Jodl.

8 May: LIBERATION OF THERESIENSTADT by the
Red Army.

Rinat-ya Gorodnzik Robinson
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Abbreviations and Acronyms

ACIP
AEG
AJ
AJB
AK
BBC
B.CE.
BOD
BUF
CAR
CBF
CCOJA
CDJ

CE.
CGD

CIMADE
CKZP

CNR
COMASEBIT
CRIF

CV

DAP

DAW
DELASEM
DNSAP

Dp
EAM

Jewish Consistory of Paris

Allgemeine Elektrizititsgesellschaft
Armée Juive

Association des Juifs de Belgique

Armia Krajowa (Home Army, Poland)
British Broadcasting Corporation

before the Christian era

Board of Deputies (Great Britain)

British Union of Fascists

Comité d’Aide aux Réfugiés (Refugee Aid
Committee)

Central British Fund for the Relief of
German Jewry

Commission Centrale des Organisations
Juives d’Assistance

Comité de Défense des Juifs (Jewish Defense
Committee)

Christian era

Comité Général de Défense (General
Defense Committee)

Commission Inter-mouvements aupres des
Evacués

Centralny Komitet Zydow w Polsce (Central
Committee of Jews in Poland)

Conseil National de la Résistance (National
Resistance Council)

Comitato Assistenza Ebrei in Italia (Italian
Jewish Aid Committee)

Conseil Représentatif des Israélites de
France (Representative Council of French
Jews)

Centralverein

Deutsche Arbeiterpartei (German Workers’
Party)

Deutsche Austriistungswerke (German
Armaments Work)

Delegazione Assistenza Emigranti Ebrei (Aid
Commission for Jewish Refugees)

Danish National Socialist (Nazi) party
Displaced person

Ethnikon Apeletherotikon Metopon
(National Liberation Front)

EDES
EIF

EJPD

ELAS

EPD

FI
FPO

FS
FSJ(F)

FTP
HASAG
HG
HIAS

HICEM

HO
HSLS

HSSPF

HUTA
ICA
ICRC
IGC
IKG
IKL
IMT
IRO
ISLD

1ZL

Ellenikes Dimokratikos Ethnikos Stratos
(National Republican Greek Army)
Eclaireurs Israélites de France (French-
Jewish Scouts)

Eidgenossisches Justiz- und
Polizeidepartement (Confederal Justice and
Police Department, Switzerland)

Ellenikos Laikos Apeletherotikos Stratos
(Greek Popular Liberation Army)
Eidgenossisches Politisches Departement
(Confederal Political Department,
Switzerland)

Front d’Indépendance (National Front of
Belgian Independence)

Fareynegte Partizaner Organizatsye (United
Partisan Organization, Lithuania)
Freiwillige Schutzstaffel (Slovakia)
Fédération des Sociétés Juives (Federation of
Jewish Societies [of France])
Francs-Tireurs Partisans

Hugo Schneider Aktiengesellschaft

Hlinka Guard (Slovakia)

Hebrew Sheltering and Immigrant Aid
Society (New York)

Umbrella organization composed of HIAS,
ICA, and Emigdirekt (Berlin aid society)
Home Office (Great Britain)

Hlinkova Slovenska LL.udova Strana (Andre;j
Hlinka’s Slovak People’s party)

Hohere SS- und Polizeifithrer (Higher SS
and Police Leader/Leaders)

Hoch und Tiefbau Aktiengesellschaft
Jewish Colonization Association (Paris)
International Committee of the Red Cross
Inter-Governmental Committee on Refugees
Israelitische Kultusgemeinde Wien
Patriotic People’s Movement (Finland)
International Military Tribunal
International Refugee Organization
Inter-Service Liaison Department (Great
Britain)

Irgun Zvai Leumi



JAC
JDC

JFC
JIWB
JNF
JRSO
JSS
JUS
KdF

KPD

LICA
MBF

MIT
MOI

MP
MUR

NATO
NKVD

NSB
NSDAP

NSZ

NZO
oJC
OMGUS

ONE
ORT

OSE

OSI
0SS
OUN
POW
PPF
PPR
PPS

RAB
RAF

Jewish Antifacist Committee

(American Jewish) Joint Distribution
Committee

Joint Foreign Committee

Jung-Judischer Wanderbund

Jewish National Fund

Jewish Restitution Successor Organization
Judische Soziale Selbsthilfe

Judische Unterstiitzungstelle

Kanzlei des Fiihrers (Chancellery of the
Fihrer)

Kommunistische Partei Deutschlands
(German Communist Party)

International League against Antisemitism
Militirbefehlshaber in Frankreich (military
command in France)

Munich Jewish Theater

Main d’Oeuvre Immigrée (Immigrant
Workers Organization)

Military Police

Mouvements Unis de la Résistance (United
Resistance Movements)

North Atlantic Treaty Organization
Narodnyi komissariat voutrennikh del
(People’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs)
National Socialist Movement (Netherlands)
Nationalsozialistische Deutsche
Arbeiterpartei (National Socialist German
Workers’ [Nazi] party)

Narodowe Sily Zbrojne (National Armed
Forces, Poland)

New Zionist Organization

Jewish Fighters Organization (France)

U.S. Office of the Military Government for
Germany

National Committee for the Child (Belgium)
Institution for Vocational Guidance and
Training

Oeuvre de Secours aux Enfants (Children’s
Aid)

Office of Special Investigations

Office of Strategic Services

Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists
prisoner of war

Parti Populaire Frangais

Polish Communist Party

Polska Partia Socjalistyczna (Polish Socialist
party)

Reichsautobahn

Royal Air Force (Great Britain)

RCM
RJF

RLIN
RNP
RPZ
RSHA

RSI
SA

SD
SIG

SKIF
SNP
SOE
SS
UGIF

UHU
UJRE

UN
UNRRA

UPA
VEDAG

VNV
wJjC
WJRO
WRB
WVHA

Z0
Z0B

A

ZTOS
ZVfD
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ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS

Refugee Children’s Movement

Reichsbund Jiidischer Frontsoldaten (Jewish
war veterans’ union)

Research Libraries Information Network
Rassemblement National Populaire

Relief Council for Jews (Poland)
Reichssicherheitshauptamt (Reich Security
Main Office)

Repubblica Sociale Italiana (the Fascist state
after 1943)

Sturmabteilung (storm troopers)
Sicherheitsdienst (security police)
Schweizerischer Israelitischer
Gemeindebund (Swiss Israelite Community
Association)

Socialist Children’s Association (Poland)
Swedish National Socialist party

Special Operations Executive (Great Britain)
Schutzstaffel (Nazi protection squads)
Union Générale des Israélites de France
(General Union of French Jews)

Ustredny Hospodarsky Urad (Central
Economic Office, Slovakia)

Union des Juifs pour la Résistance et
IEntraide

United Nations

United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation
Administration

Ukrainian Insurgent Army

Vereinigte Dachpappenfabriken
Aktiengesellschaft

Flemish National Movement

World Jewish Congress

World Jewish Restitution Organization

War Refugee Board (U.S.)

Wirtschafts- und Verwaltungshauptamt
(Economic and Administrative Main Office)
Zionist Organization

Zydowska Organizacja Bojowa (Jewish
Fighting Organization)

Zentrale Stelle der Landesjustizverwaltungen
zur Aufklirung Nationalsozialistischer
Gewaltverbrechen (Central Office for the
Prosecution of National Socialist Crimes)
Zydowski Towarzystwo Opieki Spoleczne;j
(Jewish Mutual Aid Society, Poland)
Zionistische Vereinigung fiir Deutschland
(German Zionist Federation)

Zydowski Zwiazek Wojskowy (Jewish
Military Union, Poland)
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Agudat Israel [Society of Israel] Anti-Zionist
movement, founded in 1912, which functioned as a
political party of Orthodox Jewry in Poland and else-
where in Europe. See ORTHODOX RELIGIOUS THOUGHT

Albania Nation on the western edge of the Balkan
peninsula, home to a very small Jewish community
(200 in 1930) before the Italian invasion on 7 April
1939. The Italian forces deported some Jews to Italy,
but they and the Albanian population generally treated
the Jews well, and many Jews from Germany and Yu-
goslavia sought refuge in Albania. After the German
conquest of the other Balkan countries in 1941, the
provinces of Kosovo and Cameria were separated from
Yugoslavia and Greece, respectively, and annexed to
Albania, thus placing ethnic Albanians under the con-
trol of Italy. At the behest of Germany, Italy deported
the Jewish refugees held in the Pristina prison in
Kosovo to Belgrade, where they were executed. Ger-
many took control of the ethnic Albanian sector after
the Italian surrender in 1943 and in 1944 transported
about 400 Jews from Pristina to Bergen-Belsen, where
approximately 300 died. A somewhat greater number,
as well as a few hundred refugees, hid with the assis-
tance of the local population and survived.

Algeria See NORTH AFRICA

Aliyah B (Bet) Organized, clandestine immigration of
European Jews to Palestine, in order to circumvent
British mandatory restrictions on Jewish immigration.
See ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION

Althammer Satellite camp of Auschwitz, established
in September 1944 near Katowice to supply slave labor
in the construction of a power station. Most of the 500
Jewish prisoners died during a death march in January
1945 when the camp was evacuated.

American Jewish Committee Jewish organization

founded in 1906. See AMERICAN JEWRY

American Jewish Congress Jewish organization

founded in 1918. See AMERICAN JEWRY

American Jewry The reactions of American Jewry to

the plight of European Jews under the Nazis were made
known to the administration of President Franklin
Roosevelt primarily through 300 national Jewish orga-
nizations, each one representing a particular con-
stituency and ideology. Most suggestions for the res-
cue of European Jews from Nazi Germany and from
German-occupied lands could be implemented only
with government approval and through government
action. Though linked, the response of the American
Jewry should not be mistaken for the response of the
reluctant American government, through which it had
to act. American Jews possessed insufficient political
power to change national priorities. In the 1930s, be-
cause of the Depression, maintaining restrictive barri-
ers against mass immigration was a high priority of the
U.S. government; later, winning the war in Europe in
and the Pacific quickly, with as few casualties as possi-
ble, was the uppermost national goal. Saving the Jews
of Europe remained a minor issue throughout those
years.

When Hitler came to power in 1933, there were
about 4.7 million Jews in the United States. Some 15
percent were foreign-born, mostly from Eastern Eu-
rope. About one quarter lived in the New York metro-
politan area, which served as the cultural hub of Amer-
ican Jewry. On the eve of the Holocaust, the sons and
daughters of East European Jewish immigrants were
gaining a foothold in the American middle class and
assuming leadership roles in the major American Jew-
ish organizations. Jews had established a prominent
place in the garment, jewelry, and motion-picture in-
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dustries as well as a wide range of small businesses that
formed a specialized ethnic economy. As more and
more colleges and universities opened their doors to
Jewish students, the number of Jewish doctors, lawyers,
teachers, and social workers grew out of proportion to
the representation of other ethnic groups in the profes-
sions.

The Jewish ethnic economy also served as the incuba-
tor of the Jewish labor movement, which was composed
of a newspaper, The Forward, an umbrella organization
for the locals, the United Hebrew Trades; and a fraternal
order, the Workmen’s Circle. The only sector of Ameri-
can society where Jews exercised real power, if only over
other Jews, was in their labor unions. The Jewish labor
movement was strengthened by the Roosevelt adminis-
tration’s friendly attitude toward organized labor. In
1934 the International Ladies Garment Workers and
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America estab-
lished the Jewish Labor Committee for the specific pur-
pose of rescuing European labor leaders. Rescue agen-
cies were also established by the Agudat branch of
Orthodox Jewry and by those concerned about the fate
of European artists, writers, and musicians.

During the Depression thousands of Jewish busi-
nesses failed, and for a time the Jewish unemployment
rate outpaced that of the general U.S. population.
Support from organized Jewish philanthropy, which
had experienced rapid growth during the 1920s, also
declined precipitously. The growing number of unem-
ployed Jews were compelled to turn to the federal gov-
ernment for relief. That sudden change of fortune had
a strong bearing on the American Jewish response to
the crises faced by European Jewry. American Jews
were hard pressed to extend financial aid to their Euro-
pean brethren. Local Jewish communities, many of
whom were now saddled with heavy mortgages after a
synagogue-building spree in the 1920s, did not wel-
come the arrival of dependent refugees. Hence the
strategy of “ransoming” German and Austrian Jewry,
entertained in Berlin, L.ondon, and Washington after
the Anschluss of 1938 and shortly before the outbreak
of war in 1939, was never realizable.

The Depression also affected American Jews’ sense
of security. Social and racial tensions at home and fi-
nancial help from abroad fueled an antisemitism of un-
usual virulence. By 1936, 120 professional antisemitic
organizations were active in every region of the coun-
try. This renewed antisemitism limited employment

opportunities for young Jews, especially in basic in-
dustries such as the railroads and public utilities. Bol-
stered, after 1938, by the radio broadcasts of a Catholic
priest, Father Charles Coughlin, organized antisemi-
tism appeared to be gaining sufficient influence to place
a “Jewish question” on the American political agenda,
as it already had in Germany, Poland, and Romania.
The dread that what was happening to Jews in Europe
could happen in the United States drove the American
Jewish response.

Though outsiders viewed American Jewry as a single
religious and ethnic community, it had in fact become
extremely diverse. Its heterogeneity was advanced by
the different terms and pace of acculturation of Ger-
man-speaking Jewish immigrants from Central Eu-
rope, who came to America in the mid-nineteenth
century, and Yiddish-speaking Eastern European im-
migrants, who began to settle in great numbers after
1870. The religious practices of Eastern European
Jews were conservative and traditional, and therefore
not easily adapted to fit the Protestant Christian cul-
ture of America. Aside from the different ways they
came to terms with their religion, hostility toward the
earlier immigrants from Germany and central Europe
was fueled by differences in class and culture. The
terms uptown for German Jews and downtown for East-
ern European Jews are a shorthand way to state these
differences. The primary difference is that “down-
town” Jews continued to view themselves as a distinct
and separate people and were more inclined to accept
Zionism, which is based on the idea of a Jewish people-
hood. Also within each group there were numerous di-
visions based on political ideology. The only common
ground among these groups was their commitment to
the New Deal and their political support for the Roo-
sevelt administration. American Jewish voters became
the Democrats’ most loyal constituency. After 1936,
the Jewish electorate consistently gave Roosevelt
around go percent of its votes.

The crisis in Europe, rather than drawing Jews to-
gether, seemed to bring these latent divisions to the
surface. The assumption that during the Holocaust
there existed an American Jewish community able to
speak to national leaders with one voice was far re-
moved from reality. American Jewry was a community
in name only.

The proliferation of Jewish organizations could eas-
ily be mistaken for a sign of communal cohesion. The



multiplicity of organizations reflected the many con-
flicting ideological positions and interests among Amer-
ican Jews. Each faction—whether Zionist or socialist,
whether Reform, Conservative, or Orthodox—main-
tained a full panoply of organizations to serve the so-
cial, economic, and cultural needs of its adherents.
The American Jewish Committee, for example, repre-
sented the views of a much-diminished Reform, non-
Zionist constituency, while the more militant Ameri-
can Jewish Congress acted as the secular pro-Zionist
voice of the descendants of the “downtown” Jews of
Eastern Europe.

Conflict arose over how best to respond to the Nazi
threat. Some argued that the crisis required the imme-
diate establishment of a Jewish political commonwealth
in Palestine. There was conflict over the anti-Nazi
boycottand the notion of a Jewish army. In 1938 Jewish
organizations could not agree on whether to accept the
terms of the Rublee-Wohlthat plan, in which American
Jews would have paid ransom money to Nazi Germany
to allow Jews to emigrate. And in 1944, at the height of
the extermination, the American Jewish community
was riven by the SS ransom proposal to exchange Hun-
garian Jews for 10,000 trucks.

There were, for example, differences between reli-
gious and secular Jews regarding the saving of Jewish
lives through illegal means like ransoming. Usually re-
ligious Jews bound only by religious law were more
willing to disregard secular law such as trading with
the enemy in order to rescue lives. Agencies like the
World Jewish Congress and the Jewish Agency for
Palestine, both dominated by the ideology of Labor
Zionism, tended to favor their own. The Jewish Agency
was solely responsible for the distribution of life-sav-
ing Palestine Certificates which allowed refugees to
find haven in Palestine. Vaad Hahatzala, which repre-
sented anti-Zionist Orthodox Jews, complained that
their clients were being discriminated against in the
distribution of the certificates. The World Jewish Con-
gress and the non-partisan American Jewish Joint Dis-
tribution Committee (JDC), both involved in the spir-
iting of Jewish children across the Pyrenees to safety in
Portugal and Spain, came into conflict about who
should receive credit for the handful that were brought
out. It disrupted the operation. The urgent need for
unity between the organizations was difficult to achieve.

Between 1939 and 1944 the major national organi-
zations (the American Jewish Committee, the Ameri-
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can Jewish Congress, and B’nai B’rith, later joined by
the Anti-Defamation League, the American Jewish
War Veterans, and the Jewish Labor Committee)
mounted four attempts to create a united front. But
each time the organizations were reluctant to surren-
der their sovereignty, and the ideological differences
could not be bridged. The final and most serious effort
at achieving unity came in 1943, when B’nai B’rith
convened the American Jewish Conference. But when
the delegates supported a Zionist-sponsored resolu-
tion to form a Jewish commonwealth in Palestine, the
anti-Zionist American Jewish Committee and Jewish
Labor Committee withdrew.

Disunity also compromised the community’s polit-
ical effectiveness. In 1928, in support of the presiden-
tial candidacy of Al Smith, a Catholic, many Jewish
voters switched their allegiance from the Republican
to the Democratic party. Franklin Roosevelt, Smith’s
successor as governor of New York State, retained
Smith’s practice of welcoming Jewish talent into his
inner circle. But in the antisemitic atmosphere of the
1930s, that strategy of inclusion earned the Roosevelt
administration’s New Deal the derisive name “Jew
Deal.” Roosevelt’s reaction to being labeled a philo-
semite may account for his later reluctance to support
risky and costly rescue plans that could be made to ap-
pear to show that the war was being fought to save the
Jews. In September 1941 the aviator and folk hero
Charles Lindbergh warned in a nationwide address
delivered in Des Moines, lowa, that Jews were the ma-
jor group advocating intervention in the war in Europe.
The so-called Jewish love affair with Roosevelt may
also have indirectly affected Jewish political leverage
on rescue activity. Unable to threaten Roosevelt with
the removal of the Jewish vote, Jewish leaders were
compelled to rely on less certain rewards for loyalty.

Nevertheless, Jewish loyalty to Roosevelt persisted
throughout the crisis. Even the Jewish labor move-
ment sought a vehicle to support Roosevelt without
compromising its socialist principles. The American
Labor party was founded in 1935 in New York State for
that purpose. In the election of 1936, 250,000 Jewish
votes were cast for Roosevelt on the American Labor
ticket. The American Labor party thus broke the so-
cialist hold on the left wing of the Jewish electorate and
gave the liberal Jewish voter access to mainstream
American politics.

One might expect that the Jews in Roosevelt’s inner
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circle—Isador Lubin, Benjamin Cohen, Felix Frank-
furter, Sam Rosenman, Henry Morgenthau, Jr., Sid-
ney Hillman, and others—would have appealed di-
rectly to Roosevelt on behalf of Jewish causes. But with
the exception of Treasury secretary Morgenthau, none
lobbied the president to support rescue operations.
These officials considered themselves Americans who
happened to be Jews—sometimes unhappily so. For
different reasons, the 10 members of the Jewish con-
gressional delegation, three of whom chaired commit-
tees that were in a position to aid in rescue—Foreign
Affairs (Rep. Sol Bloom), Immigration and Natural-
ization (Rep. Samuel Dickstein), and Judiciary (Rep.
Emanuel Celler)—were also loath to press the issue of
liberalizing the immigration laws. Aware that public
opinion opposed the admission of refugees, they were

convinced that championing the admission of Jewish
refugees would boomerang to produce even more re-
strictive legislation.

The earliest American Jewish reaction to Nazi anti-
Jewish actions was the organization of a boycott of the
sale of German goods. First proposed by the Jewish
War Veterans and soon joined by other organizations,
under the leadership of Samuel Untermeyer the boy-
cott had become a worldwide movement by 1934. But
from the outset it led to inordinate communal bicker-
ing. Some believed that the very idea of mobilizing
purchasing power might appear to confirm an antise-
mitic stereotype of an all-powerful Jewish commercial
conspiracy. Acknowledging that a key to the Roosevelt
administration’s economic recovery program was the
promotion of free trade by reciprocal tariff agree-
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Protestors in New York City’s Madison Square demonstrating against Adolf Hitler’s anti-Jewish activities in Germany. 10 May
1933(?)



ments, the leaders of the American Jewish Committee
also opposed the boycott. They argued that it made no
sense to enter a trade war with Germany, which was
one of the biggest customers for American products
and therefore had to be a partner in the economic re-
covery of the United States.

The boycott movement also placed the Zionist
organizations in a quandary. It threatened the lucrative
commerce that had developed as a result of the transfer
agreements permitting the Jewish community in Pal-
estine (the Yishuv) to import German capital goods,
purchased with money from the blocked accounts of
Jewish “capitalists” anxious to get some of their wealth
out of Germany. Behind the contretemps over the boy-
cott was a historic argument between Zionists and
anti-Zionists regarding the viability of Jewish life in
the Diaspora. In proposing to rebuild a Jewish state in
Palestine, Zionists were rejecting the idea that civil and
political equality was possible for Jews in the modern
secular state. For Eastern European Jews, the deterio-
ration of Jewish life served as confirmation of this pes-
simistic vision, but for Jews in the parliamentary
democracies of the West, hope for full integration pre-
vailed. American Jews especially remained convinced
that the promise of full citizenship rights was realizable,
at least in their country. At the turn of the century, the
major sectors of the American Jewry—the Orthodox
and the Reform branches of the religious community
and the socialist-oriented political community—were
either indifferent or opposed to Zionism. Germany
was generally believed to be an enlightened nation of
the West, where Jewish integration had been success-
fully completed under the Weimar constitution (1919).

The continual differences over Zionist nation-build-
ing aspirations did not magically disappear during the
Holocaust. Rather, the conflict took a new form: Should
the goal of rescue be separated from the commonwealth
goal? If that were done, argued non-Zionists, commu-
nal support, especially the pioneering experience of
the Zionist movement, could be mobilized to support
Roosevelt’s resettlement schemes outside Palestine.

In 1943 a small group of Jewish leaders organized
the Council for American Judaism to oppose the estab-
lishment of a Jewish state. But increasingly that pas-
sionate antinationalist posture became the position of
a dissident minority. As early as 1935, when the Nurem-
berg Laws expelled Jews from the German pays légal,
American Jews began to accept the Zionist reading of
the Jewish condition, at least as far as the refugees were
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concerned. It was apparent that what was required to
resettle the refugees, when no nation offered haven, was
a territory in which Jews were sovereign. The new con-
sensus made possible the passage of the first common-
wealth resolution by an Extraordinary Zionist Confer-
ence convened at the Biltmore Hotel in New York in
May 1942.

Yet even after its rapid increase in membership and
influence, the American Zionist movement remained
riven. Its organizations represented the Jewish politi-
cal spectrum from left-wing socialism to liberal capi-
talism and everything in between. After the Nazi inva-
sion of Poland in September 1939, a group of Zionists
affiliated with the militant right-wing Revisionist move-
ment Irgun Zvai Leumi, led by Hillel Kook, alias Peter
Bergson, founded an organization advocating the re-
cruitment of a Jewish army to be composed of stateless
and Palestinian Jews. For American Jews who wanted
to strike back at the Nazis, and particularly for Zionists
who recalled the Jewish mule corps of World War I, the
idea of a Jewish army was very attractive. Capitalizing
on an image of activism and militancy, the Bergson
“boys” were catapulted into prominence. But from the
outset the idea of a Jewish army was chimerical be-
cause the training and arming of such a Jewish militia
was adamantly opposed by the Arab world. The
British Foreign and Colonial Office therefore rejected
the proposal. Not until 1942, when it appeared that
Rommel’s Africa Corps might occupy Palestine, did
the British agree to train a brigade of 15,000 Palestin-
ian Jews.

Having no rescue apparatus of its own, the Bergson
group was limited in its activities to undertaking pub-
lic relations and to prodding the mainline organiza-
tions. Unencumbered by formal and extensive mem-
bership branches, this small group was able to react
quickly and sometimes imaginatively to the develop-
ing crisis in Europe. Acting as self-appointed commu-
nity spokespersons, the Bergson group raised hackles,
especially in the Zionist-oriented American Jewish Con-
gress, whose president was Rabbi Stephen Wise.
Decades earlier, the congress had, in the name of
democracy, challenged the leadership of the oligarchic
American Jewish Committee. The Bergson group
seemed unaware that they were at odds with a move-
ment that had placed democratic governance as its
highest ideal.

Yet despite the fact that Bergson and his followers
were viewed as outsiders unwilling to accept the disci-
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pline of the established leadership, their talent and en-
ergy in making the United States aware of what was
happening to European Jewry was undeniable. Particu-
larly successful were the numerous broadsides written
by Ben Hecht which appeared in leading newspapers
and the theatrical pageant “We Will Never Die,” di-
rected by Moss Hart and starring Paul Muni and Ed-
ward G. Robinson. During the spring of 1943 the
pageant was viewed by thousands all over the nation.
Unless the American public could be rallied in support
of rescue actions, little could be expected from a reluc-
tant administration. Predictably, the Bergson group’s
publicity activities aroused bitter conflict, not only
within American Jewry generally but especially within
the Zionist camp, where strife between Revisionist and
mainline Zionism was constant. Whether the Bergson
group saw the danger earlier than others and better un-
derstood what had to be done, as their supporters claim,
or whether they intensified communal discord, as their
detractors assert, is an open question.

The government and Jewish response falls naturally
into two parts. In the first phase, from Hitler’s ascen-
sion to power in 1933 through 1941, the central ques-
tion was whether the Jews of Europe could be saved by
resettling them outside the Nazi-occupied area. The
second phase, beginning with the U.S. entry into the
war in December 1941 and the Wannsee Conference of
January 1942 and lasting until the German surrender
in May 1945, is marked by the systematic implementa-
tion of the Final Solution—the extermination of the
Jews of Europe. Although sporadic attempts to help
Jews escape from German-occupied Europe continue,
the primary efforts are aimed at halting deportations to
the death camps and stopping the genocide.

American Jews’ advocacy of a more open U.S. policy
toward refugees during the first phase met with scarcely
any success. President Roosevelt’s refusal to support the
Wagner-Rodgers bill of 1939, which would have admit-
ted 20,000 Jewish refugee children outside the quota,
doomed the legislation. And although a high proportion
of the clergy, artists, scientists, and labor leaders from
Germany and occupied lands who were granted special
visas was Jewish, the number of these “special care”
visas, probably less than 10,000, was small in compari-
son with the millions who needed to be rescued.
Refugee admission procedures actually became more
difficult after the outbreak of war. In June 1941 U.S. reg-
ulations were changed in order to deny visas to all those
who had “close relatives” living under German occupa-

tion. The dismal record of relief efforts in the first phase
presaged continued frustration in the second.

The almost total exclusion of refugees after Pearl
Harbor lasted until 1944, when pressure by Jewish
refugee advocates, together with the support of Henry
Morgenthau, Jr., helped circumvent the immigration
laws. The high point of the refugee phase was Roo-
sevelt’s convening of a conference at Evian in July 1938
for the Western nations, particularly the United States
and Great Britain, to address the refugee problem.
The conference raised hopes among American Jews
that the thousands of German and Austrian Jews seek-
ing to escape from Nazi persecution would be saved.
But the failure of Evian to produce concrete results
made Jewish leaders who attended the conference real-
ize that no Western country intended to be a haven for
the Jews of Germany and Austria, no matter how dire
the conditions became for Jews in Nazi-controlled ter-
ritories. Many foresaw and bemoaned the imminent
destruction of Europe’s rich Jewish culture, but geno-
cide remained beyond the imagination. When news of
the systematic killing of Jews leaked out of Switzer-
land in 1942, American Jews found the stories too
gruesome to believe and hence were slow to urge the
U.S. government to take action to stop Nazi imple-
mentation of the Final Solution.

In May 1939 the British issued a white paper that
called for limiting Jewish immigration to Palestine.
Many Zionists advocated resisting the white paper by
all means. They opposed alternatives to resettlement
in Palestine, such as proposals to establish British
Guiana or the Dominican Republic as the primary
destination of Jewish refugees, for those plans would
drain scarce resources away from the resettlement ef-
fort in Palestine and would help the British to under-
mine the Yishuv. The position taken by the Zionists in
Palestine divided the American Jewish community.
The nonpartisan Joint Distribution Committee, which
supported many individual projects in Palestine, coop-
erated with the State Department in the search for al-
ternative resettlement areas and subsidized the settle-
ment of Jewish refugees in Sosua, near Puerto Plata, on
the northern coast of the Dominican Republic. Ameri-
can Zionist leaders spoke out against the Dominican
Resettlement Association and the dozens of other re-
settlement projects proposed by the President’s Advi-
sory Committee on Political Refugees.

In the first months following the German invasion
of the Soviet Union in June 1941, events moved too



fast for the refugee-oriented Jewish rescue effort to
confront the new and deadly threat to Eastern Euro-
pean Jews. Not until March 1943 did the Jewish orga-
nizations propose a unified rescue plan. The bombing
of the rail lines and gas chambers, which today some
see as the most practical response, was not included in
the program in 1943.

Rescue advocacy became more insistent after the
German defeat at Stalingrad in February 1943, but it
never was able to convince the Roosevelt administra-
tion to include the rescue of the Jews in the labor and
extermination camps as one of its war priorities. The
official policy was that the way to save the Jews was to
win the war as quickly as possible, and that nothing
should be done that might interfere with that goal.
Almost every proposal by rescue advocates, from send-
ing food parcels to designating camp inmates as pris-
oners of war, from threats of retribution to the bombing
of rail lines and gas chambers, was rejected on that ba-
sis. But the largely Jewish community of rescue advo-
cates did have small victories, such as the removal of
Breckinridge Long, the assistant secretary of state
most responsible for blocking U.S. rescue efforts, from
the position of power over the Roosevelt administra-
tion’s rescue policy. After L.ong was identified as the
principal roadblock during congressional hearings in
November 1943, the rescue initiative within the
administration shifted to the Treasury Department,
where three of Secretary Morgenthau’s assistants com-
piled a report detailing the State Department’s sabo-
tage of the rescue effort.

Four factors ultimately led to a breakthrough on the
rescue front: the turn of tide in the war toward the Al-
lies in mid-1943; the intense pressure of an aroused, al-
beit still divided, Jewish community; the mobilization
of Henry Morgenthau, Jr., the most prominent Jew in
the Roosevelt administration; and the election cam-
paign of 1944, when Roosevelt sought a fourth term as
president. In January 1944, Roosevelt issued Federal
Order 9417, which established the War Refugee Board.
Some of its key administrators were drawn from the
Jewish community, and most of the funding came from
the Joint Distribution Committee. No sooner had the
agency been established than John Pehle, its director,
was faced with the crisis in Hungary, the only Jewish
community in Central Europe that remained relatively
unscathed.

The War Refugee Board undertook an imaginative
effort to save Hungarian Jewry. Embassies of neutral
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countries were alerted to the plight of the Jews, agents
such as Raoul Wallenberg were recruited to help the
Hungarian Jews emigrate, and stern warnings of ret-
ribution were issued. But although those efforts did
manage to save thousands of people, between April and
July 1944 more than 2,000 of the Jews of Hungary were
deported to extermination camps and slaughtered,
within full view of an alerted world.

It took almost four years for American Jewry to mo-
bilize sufficient pressure on the Roosevelt administra-
tion to act to save European Jews. But although the Al-
lied governments could influence Axis satellites or
cobelligerents such as the Horthy regime in Hungary,
such efforts had little influence on decisions in Berlin,
where solving the so-called Jewish problem was the
centerpiece of Nazi racial cosmology. Nazi atrocities
against Jews were never more than a minor concern
among the American people and their government.
American Jewry never succeeded in convincing the
American people that genocide warranted decisive ac-
tion. By April 1945, photographs and stories pub-
lished in the newspapers provided the American pub-
lic with gruesome confirmation of the work of the
extermination camps. But a year later it still took con-
stant pressure from Jewish groups to get the Truman
administration to separate Jewish displaced persons
from their tormentors, Ukrainians and others, who
ended up in the same displaced-persons camps.

The political influence of American Jews in the
1930s and during World War II was insufficient for the
task history and kinship had assigned it. That conclu-
sion remains valid even if we acknowledge that some of
American Jewry’s resources were dissipated by inter-
nal bickering among Jewish organizations. In the first
phase of the crisis, it is certain that many thousands of
German and Austrian Jews could have been saved had
American Jews wielded enough political clout to effect
changes in U.S. immigration policy. It is less clear,
however, whether any action in the second phase—
even bombing of the gas chambers and rail lines—
could have severely hampered the extermination of the
Jewsin Eastern Europe. Nevertheless, no effort should
have been spared to thwart a catastrophe of such awe-
some dimensions. Henry L. Feingold

American Policy The U.S. government was slow to
take action in response to the Nazi persecution and
mass murder of European Jews. In a simplified Holo-
caust world divided into perpetrators, victims, res-
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cuers, and bystanders, the U.S. government was, until
1944, generally a bystander.

In spite of Franklin D. Roosevelt’s reputation as a
great liberal president, the atmosphere in the United
States during his terms in office, from 1933 to 1945, was
unfavorable for American humanitarian initiatives. The
Great Depression had sharply reduced Americans’ will-
ingness and ability to involve their country in foreign
problems. Polls consistently showed that many Ameri-
cans thought that Jews had too much power: even in
June 1945, after news of the Holocaust had been con-
firmed, 58 percent held that view. So the constraints of
democracy may have imposed serious limits on the ef-
forts that the Roosevelt administration devoted to the
cause of Jewish refugees.

The response of the American government to Nazi
persecution of Jews varied according to the political
climate in Washington. During the first phase of Amer-
ican policy, from 1933 until the start of World War II,
there were no centrally organized mass killings of Ger-
man Jews—only a set of escalating Nazi policies to iso-
late, expropriate, and terrorize them. In these years the
Roosevelt administration took a series of small steps to
accommodate German Jewish refugees. The second
phase, from late 1939 to late 1943, coincided with the
period when most Nazi killings of Jews occurred.
Paradoxically, in this phase the United States did re-
markably little to save Jews and even reversed some
earlier positive moves. The third, active phase of
American refugee policy began in January 1944 and
continued to the end of the war.

American immigration laws established an annual
quota of immigrants from each nation outside the
Western Hemisphere based on the share of that na-
tion’s population within the United States in 189o0.
Had all quotas been filled, total annual immigration to
the United States would have been 153,800, but in no
year from 1933 to 1945 did the number of immigrants
approach that figure. The biggest barrier to German
Jewish immigration during the early and mid-1930s
was not the German quota limit of 25,957 but State
Department policy. In 1930 the department had in-
structed American consuls, who interviewed appli-
cants for immigration visas, to adopt a harsh inter-
pretation of a regulation barring the immigration of
persons who were likely to become a public charge.
Previously the regulation had been applied mainly
against the aged, infirm, or those without economic
prospect, but now, as domestic unemployment contin-

ued to rise, it was used to prevent entry of any prospec-
tive immigrants who would need to work to support
themselves.

In the face of Nazi legislation against Jews, the early
(temporary) Nazi boycott of Jewish businesses and
other confiscatory measures, and sporadic acts of anti-
Jewish violence, some American Christian liberals and
American Jewish leaders sought an active refugee
policy to take in victims of Nazi persecution. After in-
ternal debates and occasional signs of interest from
President Roosevelt, the State Department relaxed its
immigration regulations and made possible a signifi-
cant expansion of immigration from Germany during
the mid-1930s. In late 1936, progressives within the
State Department, bolstered by President Roosevelt’s
easy reelection, effected a quiet change in the inter-
pretation of the public-charge regulation. American
consuls in Europe were advised that, in evaluating im-
migration applications from German Jews, the test
should be whether an applicant would probably be-
come a public charge, not whether he or she could pos-
sibly become one. Consuls were to take into considera-
tion the level of education and job skills of applicants
as well as affidavits of support from American rela-
tives. The number of immigration visas granted nearly
doubled within a year, from less than 7,000 in fiscal
1936 to about 12,500 in fiscal 1937.

Shortly after the German annexation of Austria (the
Anschluss) in March 1938, President Roosevelt sug-
gested further liberalization of immigration proce-
dures—as well as combination of the German and
Austrian quotas, giving Austrian Jews a better chance
at obtaining immigration visas. Soon the German quota
was in full use. Roosevelt also created a President’s Ad-
visory Committee on Political Refugees to coordinate
efforts among government, private agencies con-
cerned with immigration, and a new international or-
ganization still to be created. This committee lobbied
State Department officials to ease immigration regula-
tions; it also drew up lists of talented and noteworthy
victims of Nazi persecution whose admission to the
United States would be in the national interest. In cre-
ating this committee, President Roosevelt avoided use
of the term Jewish refugees, or even religious and racial
refugees, in favor of the broader and less controversial
political refugees, showing a politician’s awareness of the
unpopularity of Jews.

Immediately after Kristallnacht in November 1938,
and upon the prompting of Secretary of Labor Frances



Perkins, Roosevelt also announced that he was extend-
ing the visitor’s visas of 12,000—15,000 German Jews
already in the United States by at least six months.
Largely through administrative measures the govern-
ment increased the flow of German refugees (primar-
ily German Jewish refugees) from fewer than 2,000 in
1933 to more than 30,000 in fiscal 1939. Even so, the
German quota could not accommodate anything like
the number of Jews desperate to leave Nazi Germany.
By early 1939 more than 300,000 Germans, perhaps 9o
percent of them Jews, had applied for visas to immi-
grate to the United States.

By the late 1930s German ships carrying Jewish
refugees with inadequate assurances of admission to
the United States were arriving at South American
and Central American ports. This practice provoked
some countries in the Western Hemisphere to tighten
immigration restrictions. The most publicized exam-
ple of this development was the unfortunate voyage of
the St. Louis, a ship of the Hamburg-American Line,
in May 1939.

The St. Louss carried 933 passengers, virtually all of
them Jewish refugees seeking temporary asylum in
Havana, Cuba, where there was already a colony of
about 2,500 Jewish refugees. Some of the passengers
had applied for American immigration visas and had
secured affidavits of support from Americans, but Nazi
authorities were using force and intimidation to ship
them out immediately. In effect, the refugees were hop-
ing to wait in Havana for their turn to enter the United
States under the quota system, a practice that was legal
under American regulations.

Shortly before the St. Louis had set sail from Ham-
burg, however, Cuba’s president Laredo Blu tightened
immigration regulations and increased the entry fees for
aliens. He also made shipping lines responsible for com-
plying with the new requirements or returning passen-
gers to Europe. When the St. Louis arrived in Havana,
Cuban authorities refused to allow most of the refugees
to disembark. The passengers sent a telegram to Presi-
dent Roosevelt asking for help. While negotiations with
Cuba dragged on, the ship was forced to leave Havana
harbor, and it maneuvered along the coast of Florida. A
U.S. Coast Guard cutter followed it, with orders to pre-
vent anyone from trying to swim ashore. State Depart-
ment officials were opposed to putting strong pressure
on the Cuban government and even more opposed to
taking the refugees into the United States. President
Roosevelt declined to intervene.
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Eventually the ship headed back to Germany, where
its passengers feared they would be sent to concentra-
tion camps. At the last minute, officials of the Ameri-
can Jewish Joint Distribution Committee, by offering
large financial guarantees, succeeded in persuading
Britain, France, Belgium, and the Netherlands to take
in the desperate passengers

Given the opposition to increased immigration in
Congress and among the public, the Roosevelt admin-
istration shied away from efforts to increase or circum-
vent the immigration quotas. In early 1939 New York
senator Robert F. Wagner pushed a bill to admit 20,000
German Jewish children to the United States outside
the regular immigration quota. But the hope of wide
public support for sheltering refugee children proved
to be vain: two-thirds of Americans, according to one
poll, opposed the Wagner-Rogers bill. The Senate Im-
migration Committee amended the bill to give the
20,000 children preference within the German quota,
leaving only 7,370 visas for German adults. The House
Immigration Committee never reported the bill out.

Because of the restrictions of the American quota
system, international diplomacy and resettlement out-
side the United States seemed to offer the only hope of
haven for most German and Austrian Jewish refugees.

In a 1938 article in the journal Foreign Affairs,
Dorothy Thompson had proposed the establishment
of a new international organization to deal with the
refugee problem. The plan appealed to President Roo-
sevelt, because it promised that responsibility for re-
settling refugees would be shared among many nations
and would not fall exclusively on the United States.
And if the organization were funded privately, primar-
ily with money donated by Jewish groups, Roosevelt
could avoid having to ask for congressional approval.

State Department officials were eager to avoid the
impression that holding a conference on refugee reset-
tlement and establishing a new international refugee or-
ganization were purely American initiatives. Some of
them doubted the wisdom of calling attention to the
refugee question at a time when Europe was already in
crisis and was heading directly toward war. Although
strongly critical of the Nazi regime, Assistant Secre-
tary of State George S. Messersmith feared that Nazi
Germany might seek to use the refugee problem to ex-
tract economic concessions and create other dilemmas
for the Western democracies. Secretary of the Trea-
sury Henry Morgenthau, Jr., who was Jewish, person-
ally championed the refugee initiative, but the Trea-
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sury Department took no official position. So the in-
ternational conference that convened in the French re-
sort town of Evian, near Lake Geneva, in July 1938
lacked American leadership.

Myron Taylor, a retired executive of U.S. Steel,
headed the American delegation to the conference.
Taylor urged the official representatives of 32 nations
to cooperate in establishing a special refugee organiza-
tion for Germans and Austrians. Following the exist-
ing line of U.S. government policy, Taylor described
American laws and practices as liberal, and he indi-
cated that the full annual German quota of 27,370
would be used. But if the United States was not willing
to change its laws, most other countries present saw no
reason why they should be expected to do so either. Al-
though some officials expressed concern about per-
secution and hope for the eventual resettlement of
refugees, many did not even identify the country creat-
ing the refugee problem; virtually no country offered
to accept more refugees, and some nations explicitly
declared that Jewish refugees could not be assimilated
in their lands. The Evian Conference did, however, es-
tablish an Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees,
headquartered in London, which was given a mandate
to negotiate with Germany about the fate of those
wishing to emigrate.

The situation in Berlin was clouded. Hjalmar
Schacht, president of the Reichsbank, and Hermann
Goring, minister of the economy, were interested in al-
lowing some German Jews to leave for places of settle-
ment abroad in return for economic benefits to Ger-
many: seizure of Jewish property in Germany, the
financing of resettlement by “world Jewry,” and stim-
ulation of German exports. But other Nazi officials
were opposed to negotiations with the Intergovern-
mental Committee on Refugees as well as any regu-
lated Jewish emigration. No one could fathom where
Adolf Hitler stood, and Hitler’s approval was essential
for any bargain. For some time the director of the In-
tergovernmental Committee on Refugees, the Ameri-
can lawyer George Rublee, could not even get an invi-
tation to Berlin.

Eventually, Rublee and Helmut Wohlthat of the Ger-
man Economics Ministry did exchange memoran-
dums of understanding in February 1939. Without
signing a formal agreement, the two sides consented to
an arrangement that would have provided Germany
with economic benefits from refugee resettlement fi-
nanced by Jewish money from outside Germany. But

the SS and police authorities ignored the arrange-
ment, continuing to force Jewish emigration through
intimidation and illegal means. American Jewish lead-
ers and organizations were reluctant to take part in
anything that might benefit Germany economically
and sanction the confiscation of German Jewish assets.
The deal smacked of ransom for Jewish hostages.

What was the alternative? In December 1938 the
American consul general in Berlin, Raymond Geist,
had warned Assistant Secretary of State Messersmith
that the Jews in Germany were being condemned to
death, and he urged measures to rescue them. In May
1939 Geist sent a clear warning to Washington: if re-
settlement opportunities did not open up soon, the
Jews of Germany would be doomed. At a meeting that
month with a small group of prominent American
Jews and officials of refugee organizations, Roosevelt
insisted that haste was essential: it was “not so much a
question of the money as it was of actual lives”; the
warnings from the American embassy in Berlin were
“sound and not exaggerated.” But the outbreak of war
was only a few months away, and all the negotiating ef-
forts went for naught.

Some critics of American policy have argued that if
the United States had sponsored the large-scale reset-
tlement of German and Austrian Jews, Hitler’s march
toward the destruction of European Jewry would have
been halted. This argument overlooks both the limits
on Nazi Germany’s willingness to negotiate and the
breadth of Hitler’s ambition. Even under the Rublee-
Wohlthat arrangement, hundreds of thousands of Ger-
man Jews would have had to remain in Germany as
hostages. Moreover, Hitler was obsessed not just with
German Jews but with “world Jewry.” Not hundreds
of thousands, but the millions of Jews in Eastern Eu-
rope, France, and the Balkans would have had to be re-
moved from Nazi reach to have averted mass extermi-
nation. Still, a stronger American role might have
saved some lives in 1938 and 1939.

The outbreak of war and the shockingly rapid Ger-
man military victories in 1939 and 1940 brought about
amajor shift in American policy toward Jewish refugees.
The U.S. government not only shied away from steps
to alleviate Nazi persecution of Jews; a new and
tougher stance toward foreigners pervaded Washing-
ton and spread throughout the country. Previous mea-
sures to enable more German Jews and other German
refugees to enter the United States in accordance with
the American immigration quota were swiftly overrid-



den by new restrictions on immigration in response to
concerns about possible espionage by foreign nationals
on American soil.

The American public and government officials be-
came preoccupied with the dangers of fascism, commu-
nism, and internal subversion. German Jews who had
relatives remaining in Germany were thought to be vul-
nerable to Nazi extortion, as President Roosevelt him-
self warned at a press conference in 1940. As early as
November 1939, State Department officials had told
American consuls to issue fewer visas and in June 1940
they were instructed not to issue a visa if there was any
doubt about the applicant’s qualifications for a visa.

The one official most directly in charge of the cut-
back in immigration was Assistant Secretary of State
Breckinridge Long, head of the Special War Problems
Division. A scion of two Southern aristocratic fami-
lies, Long was a political appointee with personal ties
to the president. Long held to some negative stereo-
types about Jews, but he was more xenophobic than
antisemitic. Long was one of many government offi-
cials in the State Department, the War Department,
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation whose single-
minded focus on protecting the United States from
foreign subversion during the war led to excessive sus-
picion of refugees.

In June 1941 Congress passed the Bloom—Van Nuys
Act, which authorized consuls to withhold any type of
visa if they had reason to believe that the applicant
might endanger public safety. New and more extensive
application and screening procedures added delays
and provided opportunities for further denials of visas.
For the rest of the war only a small fraction of the Ger-
man quota and some other European quotas were filled,
although Jewish refugees in some neutral countries
continued to apply for visas under the quotas of their
countries of origin.

As the Nazi regime shifted in 1941 toward a policy of
murdering as many Jews as possible, the U.S. govern-
ment was preoccupied with military and political dan-
gers created by the prospect of German conquest of Eu-
rope. Even after America entered the war in December
1941, the military situation was so critical for the Allies
that there was little disposition to assist civilians in en-
emy territory. All governmental efforts were concen-
trated on winning the war as quickly as possible.

Reports about specific massacres of civilians by the
Nazis were published in the Western press during late
1941, although the major American newspapers tended
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to understate the facts so as to attenuate the horror.
Some intelligence reports of Nazi mass shootings of
Jews during 1941 and early 1942 reached Washington
through various sources, including Jewish officials and
American diplomats in neutral countries and the Pol-
ish underground.

Unfortunately, many Americans likened reports of
Nazi treatment of Jews to stories about German atroc-
ities in occupied Belgium and northern France during
World War I, claims that turned out to have been in-
vented by Allied propagandists. Another factor in the
slow public reaction to Nazi atrocities against Jews was
that all citizens of German-occupied Europe were suf-
fering under brutal Nazi occupation, and it was not al-
ways easy to see that the Nazis had different policies
for different peoples. Pressure from American Jewish
groups to recognize the growing tragedy overtaking
the Jews of Europe was sometimes perceived as a re-
quest for special favors from the Allies. Those who
were unsympathetic to these pleas believed that at-
tempts to complicate the war effort and negotiate with
Germany or its satellites regarding the release of Jews
might delay a complete military victory. But the most
important barrier to support for intervention to save
European Jews was psychological: the calculated mur-
der of millions of civilians was not only illogical and
unprecedented, it was literally inconceivable.

The U.S. government was interested in broadcast-
ing atrocity reports only if they helped to mobilize the
public and the outside world to win the war. Foreign
Jews were not among the most popular groups in the
United States. Nazi radio propaganda and other media
outlets daily broadcast the view that the Allies were
fighting the war on behalf of the Jews—a false charge
that Allied governments did not want to seem to sup-
port.

To overcome the political and psychological forces
behind denial or even suppression of information
about the mass killings, one needed hard evidence of
the Nazi plan, including details of how and where the
Final Solution was being carried out. Until the second
half of 1942 the outside world knew little about the gas
chambers and the extermination camps. One person to
succeed in getting out word of the Final Solution was
the German industrialist Eduard Schulte, who passed
the information to Isidor Koppelmann, Benjamin Saga-
lowitz, and Gerhart Riegner of the World Jewish Con-
gress in Switzerland. Riegner sent a telegram to Rabbi
Stephen Wise, president of the American Jewish Con-
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gress, via American diplomatic channels in Switzer-
land in August 1942. One State Department official
wrote off the message as a “wild rumor inspired by
Jewish fears.” Elbridge Durbrow of the European Di-
vision wrote in an internal memorandum, “It does not
appear advisable in view of the . . . fantastic nature of
the allegation, and the impossibility of our being of any
assistance if such action were taken, to transmit the in-
formation to Dr. Stephen Wise as suggested.” State De-
partment officials criticized the American Legation in
Switzerland for agreeing to pass unsubstantiated infor-
mation to third parties. Shortly after the State Depart-
ment had blocked the telegram, President Roosevelt an-
nounced at a press conference, “Our Government has
constantly received additional information from de-
pendable sources, and it welcomes reports from any
trustworthy source which would assist in keeping our
Government—our growing fund of information and
evidence—up to date and reliable. In other words, we
want news—from any source that is reliable—of the
continuation of atrocities.” The State Department bu-
reaucracy was not exactly following the president’s lead.

Wise eventually received Riegner’s telegram through
the World Jewish Congress in London. He rushed to
see Sumner Welles, the second in command at the
State Department. Welles argued that it would make
no sense for the Nazis to kill large numbers of Jews
when they needed laborers. He urged Wise to refrain
from releasing the telegram to the press until further
investigation confirmed or refuted the story. Wise met
with representatives of the major Jewish organizations,
including the Agudat Israel World Organization, which
had received its own reports from Switzerland of the
killing of Jews. Wise also got in touch with some other
sympathetic government officials. Then he and other
Jewish leaders carried on their campaign to arouse
public attention to Nazi brutalities and mass murder,
but without using the specific information from Rieg-
ner about the Final Solution.

By late November 1942 the State Department had
gathered enough information from other sources to
convince Welles of the veracity of the Riegner telegram.
He summoned Wise to Washington and told him that
his deepest fears were confirmed. Wise then arranged
for press conferences in Washington and New York
and made public what he knew. The Associated Press
carried the story, which appeared in the New York Her-
ald Tribune under the headline “Wise Says Hitler Has
Ordered 4,000,000 Jews Slain in 1942.”

[To view this image, refer to
the print version of this title.]

Rabbi Stephen Wise delivering an address at an anti-Nazi
protest at Madison Square Garden, New York City.
14 March 1937

With considerable difficulty, Rabbi Wise obtained a
White House meeting for himself and four other Jew-
ish leaders. On 8 December they gave President Roo-
sevelt a memorandum entitled “Blue Print for Exter-
mination,” which included a section on Hitler’s direct
order to annihilate the Jews. Wise appealed to Roo-
sevelt to bring the extermination program to the atten-
tion of the world and to try to stop it. Roosevelt said
that the government was familiar with most of the
facts, but it was hard to find a suitable course of action.
He agreed to release another statement denouncing
mass killings. From London, Samuel Zygielbojm of
the Polish National Council and the Jewish Bund sent
a cable to the White House in which he estimated that
the Nazis had already slaughtered 2.25 million Jews in
Poland. Zygielbojm pleaded for Allied action to pre-
vent further killings. The pressure brought to bear in
London and Washington, and the fact that Prime
Minister Churchill took a personal interest in the mat-
ter, helped to overcome bureaucratic resistance in the
British Foreign Office and the U.S. State Department



to any kind of Allied statement. On 17 December the
United States, Great Britain, and 10 Allied govern-
ments-in-exile issued a joint declaration denouncing
Nazi implementation of “Hitler’s oft-repeated inten-
tion to exterminate the Jewish people in Europe.” The
statement omitted any reference to extermination
camps and the use of poison gas, although that infor-
mation was available to Western governments. It also
avoided any pledge of rescue efforts. Nonetheless, the
declaration represented a turning point in at least offi-
cial recognition of the reality of the Final Solution.

The period between December 1942 and January
1944, marked by steady Allied military gains, was one
of missed American and British opportunities to re-
spond to the Holocaust. British public opinion, led by
the archbishop of Canterbury, become more openly
critical of government inaction, while in the United
States a range of Jewish organizations, labor unions,
some liberal Christian groups, and other humanitarian
activists sought to rally public opinion with mass
meetings, marches, demonstrations, and articles and
advertisements in the press. They were, however, fight-
ing against the general current, as polls showed a rise
in antisemitic sentiment.

Given the growing criticism of government inaction
and the cross-currents in public opinion, something
had to be done. So the United States and Britain sent
representatives to a bilateral conference on refugee
problems, to be held on the island of Bermuda in April
1943. In closed session, both sides in effect agreed not to
tread on sensitive areas: the British did not want to take
action that might inflame Arab opinion in the Middle
East or might involve negotiations with Germany for
the release of Jews or might require shipping food
through the Allied blockade of Nazi-occupied Europe.
The United States did not want to commit to any plan
that would compromise its tight immigration policy.
The restrictions left only limited options, such as estab-
lishing small refugee camps in North Africa and in-
forming neutral countries of the American and British
concern for refugees. The results of the deliberations
were so meager that they were kept confidential.

The official American view began to change in July
1943. The American and British invasion of Italy and
Soviet successes on the eastern front were likely one
factor. Roosevelt also may have been influenced by a
dramatic firsthand account of the organized murder of
Jews given to him on 28 July by the Polish under-
ground courier Jan Karski. At any rate, Roosevelt di-
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rected the Treasury Department to take responsibility
for possible relief and evacuation measures for Jews in
Romania and France.

Treasury Secretary Morgenthau was the president’s
neighbor and a political confidant. Morgenthau had
encouraged Roosevelt to pursue refugee initiatives in
1938 and 1939, but he did not stress the issue once the
war began. Like many Americans, Morgenthau appar-
ently believed the official line that the quickest way to
end everyone’s suffering was to win the war as soon as
possible. Under the influence of information from
Rabbi Wise about the Final Solution and private meet-
ings with the Jewish activist Peter Bergson (Hillel
Kook), Morgenthau began to shift his view. Then his
own subordinates took up the cause.

Key officials in the Treasury Department—]John
Pehle, Randolph Paul, and Josiah DuBois (none of them
Jewish)—not only discovered that certain State De-
partment officials were obstructing the proposals for
Jewish relief in Romania and France; they also turned
up evidence of earlier State Department efforts to shut
off the flow of information from Switzerland about the
Final Solution. In a separate development, Assistant
Secretary of State Long was found to have given to a
congressional committee inaccurate and inflated esti-
mates of the numbers of refugees who had entered the
United States since 1933. Armed with this evidence,
Morgenthau aggressively backed a plan drafted by Os-
car Cox, head of the Lend-I.ease Administration, for a
special refugee commission that would remove jurisdic-
tion over refugee matters from the State Department.

Josiah DuBois spent Christmas Day, 1943, drafting
a document entitled “Report to the Secretary on the
Acquiescence of This Government in the Murder of
the Jews.” He charged State Department officials not
only with gross procrastination and failure to act, but
also with attempts to prevent action by others to rescue
Jews. He warned that a response was imperative, and
he privately threatened to resign unless the president
took initiative. Morgenthau retitled the document “Per-
sonal Report to the President,” and he probably did
not pass along DuBois’s threat to resign, but he did
warn Roosevelt of the danger of a scandal unless the
White House acted swiftly.

On 22 January 1944 the president issued an execu-
tive order creating a War Refugee Board headed by the
secretary of the treasury, the secretary of state, and the
secretary of war. Key officials from the Treasury De-
partment moved over to staff the board, and John
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Pehle became the first director. Roosevelt gave the
board $1 million from his emergency fund, and the
War Refugee Board was authorized to accept funding
from private persons and organizations. In the end,
government money covered staffing and administra-
tive expenses, and Jewish organizations financed most
of the board’s operations in Europe. No one was eager
to ask for an appropriation from Congress.

The board received an official mandate to take all
measures within U.S. policy to rescue victims of en-
emy oppression in imminent danger of death and to
“provide relief and assistance consistent with the suc-
cessful prosecution of the war.” What that language
meant in practice was to be determined through the
interaction of various government agencies. State De-
partment and War Department officials, as well as offi-
cials in the Office of War Information, remained con-
cerned about any action that might complicate the task
of winning the war, and some sought to frustrate the
board at each opportunity. Some British officials saw
the board as part of an election-year maneuver by the
president that would, in the end, put pressure on them
to take more Jews into Palestine. Even the Intergov-
ernmental Committee on Refugees, which had shown
little energy during the war, complained that the War
Refugee Board would encroach on its mission. On the
other hand, key officials in the Office of Strategic Ser-
vices (OSS, the forerunner of the Central Intelligence
Agency) supported the board in part out of self-inter-
est: persons rescued from Nazi-controlled territories
might provide a great deal of valuable intelligence.
One OSS official in neutral Sweden, Iver Olson, was
permitted to serve simultaneously as the local repre-
sentative of the War Refugee Board.

In one area, not much changed. Pehle and DuBois
hoped to dramatize the shift in American policy by ad-
mitting into the United States, on a temporary basis,
substantial numbers of refugees who had found safe
haven in neutral countries. By doing so, the United
States would create space and resources in countries
on Germany’s borders for new escapees from territo-
ries controlled by Germany or its allies. But Secretary
of War Henry Stimson, a defender of immigration re-
strictions, fought this proposal within the War
Refugee Board, and in the end the president decided to
admit only about 1,000 refugees in southern Italy as a
special measure. To avoid immigration regulations,
these refugees were interned in a camp at Oswego,
New York.

The War Refugee Board was nonetheless able to
effect a fundamental change in American government
policy. The board raised American recognition that
Nazi Germany had marked Jews for complete extermi-
nation, and that victory in the war might come too late
to save virtually all of Europe’s Jews. The president
was persuaded to issue a statement describing the
wholesale systematic murder of European Jews as one
of the blackest crimes in history. Those who took part
in deportations of Jews were threatened with postwar
punishment.

Beginning in mid-1944, certain subordinate Nazi
officials who claimed to be able to halt the killings or
protect particular groups of Jews—or Jewish emis-
saries from these Nazi officials—contacted represen-
tatives of the War Refugee Board in Sweden and
Switzerland and elsewhere. Precluded from any polit-
ical discussions by the Allied policy of unconditional
surrender and unable to deliver the Nazis any financial
benefits for the release of Jews, board representatives
Iver Olson in Sweden and Roswell McClelland in
Switzerland nevertheless dangled potential benefits
before Nazi officials and challenged them to show
good faith. Once Heinrich Himmler became attracted
by the prospect of using these negotiations as a chan-
nel for separate peace negotiations with the West, he
authorized the release of several groups of thousands
of Jews to Switzerland and Sweden.

During 1944 the War Refugee Board had consider-
able impact upon developments in countries allied
with Germany and upon neutral countries. The show
of strong American interest in the fate of European
Jews provoked second thoughts among some govern-
ments and individuals previously cooperating to en-
force Nazi policies. Neutral countries received reas-
surance that, if they took in larger numbers of Jewish
refugees, the United States would provide assistance.

Hungary, where approximately 800,000 Jews be-
came vulnerable to deportation to extermination camps
after the German occupation in March 1944, was of
particular concern to the board. After the board re-
ceived reports of the first deportations of Jews from
Hungary, it sent out requests to all neutral govern-
ments, asking that they obtain as much information as
possible about developments in Hungary and that they
expand their diplomatic representation in that coun-
try. The board asked the Red Cross and Pope Pius XII
to use their influence to intercede on the part of the
Hungarian Jews. On 27 May 1944 President Roosevelt



warned publicly, “Hungary’s fate will not be like that
of any other civilized nation . . . unless the deporta-
tions are stopped.”

In late May, Iver Olson asked the Swedish Foreign
Office to cooperate in this effort to block the deporta-
tion of Jews from Hungary. A parallel effort by the
Swedish government was already under way. In June
1944 Olson asked Kalman Lauer, a Hungarian Jew and
the owner of an export-import firm in Sweden, to help
him find a Swede to go to Budapest in order to rescue
Jews. Lauer introduced Olson to one of his employees,
Raoul Wallenberg, who was a member of a prominent
Swedish business family.

With the assent of Washington and Stockholm, Wal-
lenberg was appointed secretary of legation in the
Swedish mission in Budapest. Olson arrived in Bu-
dapest on g July and began to use American funds and
Swedish documents to protect Jews. For a time the
Hungarian government responded to outside pressure
by halting the deportations, but more German pressure
and a change in government brought a resumption in
October. Swedish and Swiss diplomats had by then set
up a special protected ghetto for 33,000 Jews in Bu-
dapest, and Wallenberg continued to confront Nazi offi-
cials and extract other Jews from the death machinery.
In the last days of the German occupation Wallenberg is
said to have persuaded an SS general not to carry out a
massacre of up to 70,000 Jews in the central ghetto in
Budapest. Although the great majority of Hungary’s
Jews died, some 120,000 in Budapest managed to sur-
vive until the Soviets liberated the city. Aware of Wallen-
berg’s connection with the American board—and
American intelligence—through Iver Olson, the Sovi-
ets arrested him as a spy. He apparently died in a Soviet
prison some years after the end of the war.

The failure to disrupt the killings at Auschwitz-
Birkenau by bombing the rail lines to Auschwitz or the
gas chambers and crematoriums is often cited as the
central demonstration of the American government’s in-
difference toward the fate of the Jews during the Holo-
caust. The War Refugee Board investigated the possibil-
ity of bombing the rail lines, only to learn that, even if
successful, such action would cause but a temporary
disruption. Moreover, in January 1944 the War Depart-
ment had ruled out Allied military operations to rescue
victims of Nazi persecution. In the face of some Jewish
requests for bombing the gas chambers and crematori-
ums, on several occasions from June to November 1944
the board passed along the proposal to the War Depart-
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ment, which rejected it out of hand, claiming that air
support would have to be diverted from military opera-
tions. In actuality, the I. G. Farben complex at nearby
Monowitz was being bombed, and aerial reconnaissance
photographs of Birkenau were available.

Historians and military experts continue to debate
the American rationale for not bombing the gas cham-
bers and crematoriums. The studies of precision
bombing suggest that there would not have been a high
likelihood of a successful mission. On the other hand,
there is little documentary evidence that the logistical
difficulties were the reason why the War Department
rejected the proposal. A humanitarian operation that
consumed military resources would have violated the
War Department’s basic premise of focusing all efforts
on bringing the war to a speedy conclusion, and Assis-
tant Secretary of War John J. McCloy, as well as many
subordinate War Department officials, showed little in-
terest in even examining the feasibility of such bombing.

Bombing the gas chambers would have been a po-
tent symbol of American concern for European Jews.
But it could not have been accomplished until the sec-
ond half of 1944, and even a successful bombing of
Auschwitz-Birkenau would only have reduced the effi-
ciency of the killing machinery. The Nazi regime mur-
dered more than 1 million Jews by shooting, and it
continued to carry out death marches from various
camps until the final days of the war. Moreover, one can-
not entirely dismiss the humanitarian argument against
diverting military resources; if the war had ended even
a few days later, thousands of malnourished and sick
Jews and other inmates in concentration and work
camps would not have survived to be liberated.

Notwithstanding the limited action that the War
Refugee Board was able to undertake, it is clear that the
presence of a small government agency committed to
humanitarian measures on behalf of Jews and others
threatened by Nazi persecution managed to turn a nega-
tive policy into a positive one. Even tens of thousands of
lives saved do not seem “enough” in view of the magni-
tude of the slaughter. Still, American refugee policy dur-
ing the war at least closed with definite achievements.

Over the 12 years of the Third Reich, the shifts in
U.S. government policy regarding Jewish refugees and
the Final Solution preclude any simple and single
characterization of the American attitude. One lesson
is clear—and it has been reinforced by events since
1945 in such places as Bosnia and Rwanda. American
politicians and government officials do not instinc-
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tively rush to save the lives of foreigners by risking
those of American soldiers and civilians. If they are
willing to act at all, they must first be convinced that
humanitarian initiatives will work and that their con-
stituents are willing to make necessary sacrifices, in-
cluding potential loss of American lives. Elected offi-
cials normally pursue what they regard as national and
political interests, not humanitarian ideals. Yet if pub-
lic attitudes and sentiment in Congress imposed con-
straints on the Roosevelt administration, they were not
so strict as to preclude all rescue and relief efforts, as
the example of the War Refugee Board shows. A War
Refugee Board created in 1942 or even earlier could
have saved, if not millions, certainly thousands of lives.
Richard Breitman

Amsterdam Capital of the Netherlands and home of

more than half (75,000 in 1940) of all Dutch Jews. See
NETHERLANDS

Anielewicz, Mordechai (1919-43) Leader of the

Hashomer Hatzair underground movement and of the
Warsaw ghetto uprising in April 1943, in which he per-
ished.

Antisemitism The term antisemitism was launched in

1879 by the German journalist Wilhelm Marr to de-
fine the terms on which the conflict between Jews and
their neighbors was to be conducted in a secularized
Europe. It assumed that under modern conditions race
and nationality were the main agents of political iden-
tity, and proclaimed that the differences between Jews
and non-Jews were therefore irreconcilable and would
culminate in the victory of the one and the defeat of
the other. Thus formulated, hostility to Jews was to
move center stage in the political arena and to affect all
those political, economic, and civic rights that Jews
had acquired in most of Europe outside the Russian
empire in the preceding 100 years.

The word was new, but the concepts it articulated
were not. Conflicts between Jews and their neighbors
are recorded for more than 2,000 years. An analysis of
the origins of modern anti-Jewish movements and sen-
timents must ask whether they share features with
older forms of Jew-hatred, or whether modern anti-
semitism and its culmination in the Shoah is a distinc-
tive phenomenon.

The Ancient and Medieval Worlds

There is no reason to suppose that in the multiethnic,
polytheistic Roman Empire there was systematic hos-

tility toward Jews. It is doubtful that the occasional
outbreaks of violence against them, especially in Alex-
andria, were qualitatively different from manifesta-
tions of other interethnic or political rivalries. In con-
trast with other populations in the Roman Empire,
however, Jews maintained their internal cohesion
through a monotheistic religion, thus highlighting
their separateness and on occasion calling into ques-
tion their loyalty to the emperor. Their self-chosen ex-
clusiveness was a characteristic that they were to carry
with them throughout their diasporas and that was to
become an invitation to discrimination in Christian
Furope.

Christian Europe had greater problems coexisting
with the Jews than did pagan Rome. As Christianity
sought to separate from Judaism, it held Jews in con-
tempt for refusing to recognize Jesus as the Messiah
and blamed them for Jesus’ crucifixion. The declara-
tion, in 392 by the emperor Constantine, of Christian-
ity as the official religion of the Roman Empire turned
the church into a political force. When, over the course
of several centuries, the pagan religions of Europe gave
way to Christianity, Judaism remained as the only vital
non-Christian religion on the continent.

Although Christianity had its roots in Judaism and
embraced the Hebrew Bible, which it called the Old
Testament, as part of Holy Scripture, once it ceased to
be a Jewish sect its apologists needed to emphasize the
distinction between themselves and the residual Jew-
ish community. At first Jewish nonbelief was attrib-
uted merely to spiritual blindness, but in time the per-
sistence of Judaism was ascribed to wickedness. The
resulting Christian intolerance was founded, ironi-
cally, on Christian tolerance. Though the universal
truth of Christianity made the conversion of all man-
kind imperative, Jews were not to be forcibly con-
verted. Saint Augustine taught that Jews were to be
preserved as a witness to the truth of Christianity.
Pope Gregory I explicitly decreed that Jews “ought to
suffer no injury in those things that have been granted
to them.” In this way Christian doctrine ensured the
survival of Jews, even if under unfavorable conditions.

Thus by the early Middle Ages, the Jews had be-
come an outgroup, in theory under the protection of
the state but in practice subject to intermittent abuse.
Some of the greatest mistreatment came at the instiga-
tion of early church fathers. Both Tertullian and Ori-
gen accused Jews of having incited the Roman perse-
cutions of Christians. In 388 Bishop Ambrose of Milan
reproved the emperor Theodosius for disciplining a
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SA men with signs that read, “Germans! Defend yourselves against Jewish atrocity propaganda! Buy only at German shops!”

bishop whose flock had burned down a synagogue.
John Chrysostom, bishop of Antioch, denounced Jews
in his sermons of 587 in the most extreme terms as
“wild beasts who murder their own offspring . . . and
worship the avenging devils who are the foes of our
life.”

The most draconian anti-Jewish measures were en-
acted in the Visigothic kingdoms of Spain and south-
ern France, including prohibitions on intermarriage,
of public office holding, Sunday work, and proselyti-
zation. Isidore, bishop of Seville in the seventh cen-
tury, warned against indiscriminate conversion, since
the converts, given the known obstinacy of Jews, could
not be expected to keep to the faith. These accusations
summarize a number of themes that were to become
common: Jews as the authors of Christian misfortunes;
Jews as devotees of an illegitimate religion; Jews as per-
jurers; and Jews as a people who are not full members
of the human race. In the early Christian period, per-

secution based on these premises was unsystematic,
and discriminatory measures were often ignored. Espe-
cially in northern Europe, where the Roman Empire
had not reached and there was no tradition of theologi-
cal dispute, social and political relations between Jews
and Christians were mainly peaceful. By the eleventh
century, the Roman church had established doctrinal
uniformity, and a trans-European Christian conscious-
ness had emerged. At the same time, Christian Europe
was threatened by pagan invasions from the east, by Is-
lam, and by heresy within. The church needed to coun-
terattack and had the means to do so, a course of action
of which the Jews were, more often than not, the inci-
dental rather than the intended victims.

The First Crusade (1096) was accompanied by mas-
sacres of Jews and attempts at forced conversion in the
Rhineland: it seemed logical to combat the enemies of
Christ at home as well as abroad. Within the church
there was a growing emphasis on Christ’s sacrifice, as
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evidenced by the adoption of the doctrine of transub-
stantiation as dogma in 1215, the institution of the
feast of Corpus Christi in 1264, and the increasing
prominence of the cross as a unifying symbol. These
trends made it easier for popular beliefs to arise about
Jews as mockers of sacrament. The first accusation of
“ritual murder”—that Jews required the blood of a
Christian child for ritual purposes, especially for the
baking of matzo at Passover—arose in Norwich, En-
gland, in 1150; a century later, 19 Jews were executed
on the basis of a similar accusation in York. From there
the accusation spread to continental Europe, to be fol-
lowed by accusations of ritual crucifixions, ritual can-
nibalism, and profanation of the Host—accusations
and rumors that frequently led to riots and murder. By
the time of the Black Death in the 1340s, well poison-
ing had been added to the list of charges.

Although the church lent no official support to
these superstitions, it took other steps that facilitated
their acceptance. The Fourth Lateran Council of 1215
instituted the Inquisition—not primarily directed
against Jews, but incidentally making them its vic-
tims—and decreed distinctive clothing for Jews,
which led to the widespread adoption of the “Jew
badge.” The stricter the segregation between Jews and
Christians, the greater the ignorance among Chris-
tians about the real lives of Jews, and the easier it be-
came to harbor fantastic beliefs about a Jewish threat to
Christianity. After the eleventh century, increased en-
forcement of the prohibition against Christians’ en-
gaging in usury, or interest taking, along with the
growth of artisan and merchant guilds, which tended
to exclude Jews from membership, narrowed the range
of professions open to Jews and forced them into dis-
dained occupations such as moneylending.

Between the middle of the twelfth and the middle of
the fourteenth centuries, the place of the Jew in Chris-
tian society underwent a revaluation. The Jew was now
fixed as the symbol of hidden menaces, evoking deep
hostility, and was stripped of humanity and therefore
made exempt from the normal restraints of civilized
conduct. Popular outbreaks of violence, almost all in
northern Europe, became common. Although popes
and bishops generally sought to protect Jews from the
worst excesses of the mob, their teachings established a
degraded and dehumanized stereotype of the Jew
within the European Christian mentality. Although re-
ligious beliefs continued to define the antagonists, in-
creasingly the conflicts between Jews and Christians
were caused by social and economic tensions.

Once the status of Jews as semi-outlaws was estab-
lished, secular rulers could engage in persecutions with
impunity. Jews were expelled from England in 1290,
from France in 1394, from Prague in 1400, and from
Vienna in 1421. The completion of the Christian re-
conquest of Iberia in 1492 was crowned by the expul-
sion from Spain (and, in 1497, from Portugal) of all
Jews and Moslems who refused to convert. Where
they were not expelled, they were compulsorily segre-
gated, beginning in 1516 in Venice, which established
the first Jewish ghetto, named after the unused foundry
near which the Jews were required to settle.

Renaissance, Reformation, and Counter-Reformation

By the end of the fifteenth century the physical and
economic segregation of the Jews of Europe was near-
ing completion and irrational popular beliefs about
them were widespread. The intellectual upheavals of
the sixteenth century associated with Renaissance hu-
manism and the Reformation at first promised some
relief, but on balance the situation of the Jews deterio-
rated further as a result of them.

The humanists placed the study of man in this
world in the center of their thought and condemned
religious dogmatism. Some, like the German Johannes
Reuchlin, showed a sympathetic interest in Jewish the-
ology, following in the footsteps of Giovanni Pico della
Mirandola; others, like Erasmus of Rotterdam, were
prominent in their denunciation of bigotry. But many
humanists shared the prevalent image of Jews as back-
ward and fanatical, in this way anticipating the views
held by many luminaries of the eighteenth-century
Enlightenment.

In the Lutheran Reformation, with its reverence for
the Old Testament and its hostility toward Rome, Jews
also saw prospects of relief. But, disappointed in the
Jews’ failure to convert to his new doctrine, Luther
published Concerning the Jews and Their Lies (1543),
which not only repeated all medieval libels against
Jews but went further than his predecessors in explic-
itly preaching violence: “We are at fault in not slaying
them,” Luther wrote. In two respects, however, the
Reformation eased the burden of hatred. Because
Protestant churches rejected the doctrine of transub-
stantiation, accusations of ritual murder became rare
in Protestant Europe. Calvinism, with its even stronger
roots in the Old Testament, was in the main better dis-
posed toward Jews. Spanish and Portuguese Jews
found a haven in Amsterdam, and Oliver Cromwell in-
vited Jews back to Reformation England in 1655. In



both places they lived under conditions that were,
though short of equality, benign by the standards of
the day.

The Catholic Counter-Reformation, with its em-
phasis on the reaffirmation of doctrinal orthodoxy,
was predictably hostile to Jews. The Jesuit order was
founded in 1534 to spearhead the defense of the Ro-
man Catholic church, and in 1542 Pope Paul III re-
vived the Inquisition. Following the reconquest of
Spain, the church turned its attention toward the sup-
posed danger from marranos, Jews who had converted
to Christianity but continued—or were suspected of
continuing—to be faithful to Judaism. Hence the Je-
suits instituted the “purity of blood” test, restricting
membership in their order to those of proven Christ-
ian parentage.

One further element exacerbated Catholic-Jewish
relations. In the course of the Middle Ages, knowledge
of the Babylonian Talmud, completed around 600
C.E., spread to Western Europe, where it was per-
ceived as a challenge to the church’s claim to doctrinal
monopoly. From 1240 onward, disputations between
Christian theologians and Jewish scholars were staged
with the aim of discrediting the Talmud. In 1555 Pope
Paul IV tried to prohibit all talmudic study. Jewish
pressure led to a compromise, but thenceforth the
church claimed the right to censor not only Christian
but also Jewish teaching.

In addition, the sixteenth century saw an intensifi-
cation of popular anti-Jewish discourse, which the new
technology of printing helped to spread. The coarse
anti-Jewish carvings that had begun to appear on late
medieval churches now gained wide circulation through
woodcuts. One of the commonest of these images was
the “Jew sow,” which showed Jews in various obscene
or humiliating positions with a pig. One legend, the
origin of which is obscure but which gained popularity
in print from the beginning of the seventeenth cen-
tury, was that of Ahasuerus, the Wandering Jew, con-
demned to live forever for having demanded the cruci-
fixion of Christ. Ballads and caricatures, cheaply
reproduced, completed the repertoire.

The two centuries following the Counter-Reforma-
tion marked the nadir of Jewish existence in Christian
Europe. The more efficient administration of the ab-
solutist state meant that discriminatory ordinances
were strictly enforced. In much of Europe, Jews were
now confined to ghettos under conditions of increas-
ing overcrowding. They were restricted to commercial
occupations, which in most cases meant peddling.
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They were frequently expelled from cities or states,
and plundered by mobs. Segregated and impover-
ished, the Jews of Europe were the object of almost
universal contempt. Even those who rose to wealth as
court bankers led dangerous lives. Joseph Siiss Oppen-
heimer, banker to Duke Karl Alexander of Wiirttem-
berg, was tried on trumped-up charges after his pro-
tector’s death, and his execution in 1738 was the
occasion for a gruesome festival.

Literary antisemitism did not abate in this period.
Its most ambitious product was Johann Andreas Eisen-
menger’s Entdecktes Judentum (Judaism Revealed,
1710), a compendium of medieval and later theological
arguments against Judaism and its adherents, which
was frequently plundered by later propagandists. But
Eisenmenger’s book also marked the end of an epoch,
in that it restricted its arguments to the religious level.
From the second half of the eighteenth century on, ra-
tionalism and enlightenment dominated the public de-
bate. Though the outcome of rationalism was Jewish
emancipation, the new learning was not an unmixed
blessing for Jews.

Enlightenment and Emancipation

A central enterprise of the Enlightenment was a cri-
tique of religion. Though the primary object of scrutiny
was Christianity, Judaism was not spared attention.
Immanuel Kant criticized the alleged primitiveness
and intellectual stagnation of Judaism, Baron d’Hol-
bach tarred Judaism as the precursor of Christianity,
and Voltaire denounced Jews in traditional terms for
their parasitic and decadent lifestyle.

Advocates of toleration and emancipation, of whom
the most influential was the Prussian civil servant
Christian Wilhelm Dohm (Uber die Biirgerliche Verbes-
serung der Juden, On Civic Improvement of the Jews,
1781-82), differed from their contemporaries in be-
lieving that human beings, including Jews, were capa-
ble of reform. Their starting point, however, was usu-
ally the supposed squalid condition of Jewry; they
thereby helped unintentionally to perpetuate the tra-
ditional unfavorable image of the Jew. When in 1791
Jews were granted full civil rights in revolutionary
France, Count Stanislas Clermont-Tonnerre de-
clared, “Everything for the Jews as individuals, noth-
ing for the Jews as a nation.” Similar propositions ap-
peared in Wilhelm von Humboldt’s memorandum
(1810) in favor of Jewish emancipation in Prussia.
There emerged what became known as the Emancipa-
tion contract: Jews, in exchange for civil liberties, were
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to cease to be “a state within the state” and were to as-
similate to general society. This development added
two new dimensions to antisemitism. On the one hand,
it consisted of those who resented the emergence of
Jews from the ghetto. On the other, there were those
who complained that emancipated Jews had failed to
fulfill their part of the contract. Combined with the in-
herited prejudices, these new dimensions defined the
agenda of post-Emancipation antisemitism.

Postrevolutionary Antisemitism

Whereas the effect of prerevolutionary antipathy to-
ward Judaism was to emphasize the otherness of Jews,
post-Emancipation antisemitism was a response to the
Jewish attempt to enter general society and to the de-
mand for equality—and hence access to power—in
place of mere toleration. Before 1791 there had been a
consensus concerning the inferiority of Jews but no
systematic campaign against them. After 1791, the prej-
udice turned into an ideology, and slogans became pol-
icy. This evolution was possible because the new fear of
Jews did not replace the old contempt; indeed, the
firmly implanted consensus on Jewish inferiority
taught that Jews were unfit for equal status.

This reaction to Jewish aspirations to equality
spread from west to east in Europe. The earliest evi-
dence of it appeared in France; it was formulated by
the Abbé Auguste Barruel, who, having first blamed
the French Revolution on freemasonry, in 1820 pro-
claimed that the Masons were dominated by Jews. Bar-
ruel’s thesis served as the wellspring of belief in a Jew-
ish world conspiracy. Also in France there appeared
the first systematic antisemitic literature, stimulated
by the rise of such banking houses as Rothschild,
Pereire, and Fould and their close links with the
French government. The hostile propaganda came on
from antirevolutionary Catholic conservatives (such as
Vicomte de Bonald), but even more from anticapitalist
radicals like Pierre-Joseph Proudhon, Charles Fourier,
and Fourier’s disciple Alphonse Toussenel. Toussenel’s
Les Juifs, Rois de I’Epoque (1847) launched a slogan that
has been a mainstay of antisemites worldwide: “Death
to parasitism! War on the Jews!” French antisemitic
literature of this type, which combined elements of the
antiliberal right with those of the anticapitalist left,
reached its apogee with Edouard Drumont’s antise-
mitic best-seller La France Juive (1886) and his news-
paper, La Libre Parole.

Further east, in German-speaking Europe, orga-

nized antisemitism developed later, in accordance
with the later emergence of a public political sphere.
Whereas in France it was directed against an Emanci-
pation already achieved, elsewhere it was directed
against an anticipated one. As in France, antisemitism
was based both on inherited, prerevolutionary stereo-
types and on a fear of the economic and political power
that free and equal Jews might wield. Moreover, the
notion of Jewish Emancipation challenged the Christ-
ian-Germanic ideology of cultural and even racial ex-
clusiveness; it became tarnished by an association with
French revolutionary ideas, as some of the most
prominent political radicals of the first half of the
nineteenth century—Karl Marx, Heinrich Heine,
and Ludwig Borne, among others—were of Jewish
parentage.

The outbreak of the revolutions of 1848 made an-
tisemitism a pan-European phenomenon. Jewish
Emancipation was one of the objectives of the liberals
and radicals who led the revolutions. Many of the lead-
ing revolutionaries were Jews, thus reinforcing the
equation of Jews with democracy and subversion.
Above all, the large number of Jewish journalists gave
rise to the right-wing denunciation of a so-called Ju-
denpresse (Jewish press).

The nationalist element in the revolutions of 1848
opened another potential source of Jewish-Gentile
conflict. Where would the allegiances of Jews lie in the
new Europe of ethnic identities? Some of the new na-
tionalist movements, such as the Hungarian, were ea-
ger to recruit Jews to their cause; others, like those of
the Slav nationalities, resented the Jews’ traditional
economic roles and viewed them as allies of the domi-
nant nation-states—as agents of German, Hungarian,
or Russian power. In the years 1848—49 throughout
Europe the so-called Jewish question became part of
the public political agenda. Four themes dominated
the debate: Jewish political radicalism, Jewish control
of the media, the threat of Jewish economic domi-
nance, and the question of whether the political and
cultural gulf between Jews and non-Jews could be

bridged.

Antisemitism as Mass Politics

Organized antisemitism, a phenomenon of the age of
mass politics, emerged in the second half of the nine-
teenth century. Its ideological components were in place
by the time of the 1848 revolutions, but their distribu-
tion and popularity varied from country to country. At



one extreme, anti-Jewish sentiment amounted to little
more than social snobbery directed at newly wealthy
Jews, though such attitudes created serious obstacles
to Jewish entry into elite institutions and professions.
As a mass phenomenon, modern antisemitism repre-
sented two elements of unease in a changing world: the
challenge that the growth of a money economy posed
to the traditional occupations of peasants and artisans;
and the insecure political identities of young nation-
states. Organized antisemitism could take the form of
specifically antisemitic political parties or of move-
ments that included antisemitic paragraphs in more
general programs.

The antisemitism of economic resentment first took
organized political form in Germany and Austria-
Hungary. In Germany, it was at the heart of the Chris-
tian Social party, launched in 1879 by the court
preacher Adolf Stoecker, and of the more radical par-
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ties, led by Otto Bockel and Hermann Ahlwardt, that
displaced it in the early 189gos. In Austria, economic
antisemitism appeared in the early 188os in the artisan
defense movement of the Osterreichischer Refor-
mverein (Austrian Reform Association) and achieved
political success in 1895 when Karl Lueger, leader of
the Christian Social party, was elected mayor of Vi-
enna. These movements did not restrict themselves to
economic resentment; both the Lutheran Stoecker
and the Austrian Catholic journalist Karl Freiherr von
Vogelsang, the chief intellectual supporter of the anti-
semitic movement, blamed Jews for the decline in tra-
ditional moral values.

Austria, a multinational polity torn by ethnic strife,
also saw the rise of the antisemitism of national exclu-
siveness, pioneered by Georg von Schonerer, who
sought to deny the aspirations of most educated and
prosperous Austrian Jews to identify with German
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Photographic propaganda in the Vienna “Eternal Jew” exhibition. 2 August 1940
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culture. Doubts about Jewish loyalty to national causes,
and indignation at their commercial role, also arose
among other national movements in the Habsburg
monarchy and beyond, especially among the Czechs;
but, except in Poland, which was under Russian domi-
nation, nationalist antisemitic political parties were
ephemeral and uninfluential. The antisemitism of na-
tionalist exclusiveness was strongest among students in
Central Europe. The younger generation felt most
strongly the frustrations of the unfulfilled promise of
nationhood that attended the creation of the German
empire in 1871 and the adoption of the liberal constitu-
tion of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy of 1867. In
both countries, student corporations progressively ex-
cluded Jews from membership, those of Austria resolv-
ing in 1896 to ban duels with Jews. In Germany, the
antisemitic Verein Deutscher Studenten (German Stu-
dents’ Association), founded in 1881, derived its inspi-
ration from the unsuccessful anti-Emancipation peti-
tion of 1880 and the series of articles published in 1879
by the historian Heinrich von Treitschke, which con-
cluded with the cry, “The Jews are our misfortune!”

The decades before the First World War saw the
further spread of organized antisemitism. The antise-
mitic revival in France, associated with Drumont, was
a response to the liberalism of the Third Republic,
founded in 1875. Its apparent failure to respond ade-
quately to the 1870 defeat by Prussia fed a revanchist
movement of all-embracing nationalism that was cat-
alyzed by the Dreyfus affair, in which Alfred Dreyfus,
a captain in the French army and a Jew, was falsely
accused of espionage. The affair fed the antisemitic
nationalism of Maurice Barrés and the reactionary
monarchism of the Action Francaise under Charles
Maurras (1868—1952). Antisemitism also spread to
North America, where it was fostered by the same
mixture of economic resentment and nationalist inse-
curity. Anti-Jewish overtones appeared in some pop-
ulist propaganda but were especially prominent in
mixture with the anti-immigrant and anti—African
American rhetoric of nativist groups such as the Ku
Klux Klan, to name the most extreme. The lynching of
a Jewish factory-owner’s nephew, Leo Frank, in Geor-
gia in 1915, was dramatic evidence of this antisemitic
reaction.

In this period, manifestations of antisemitism were
most frequent and appalling in tsarist Russia. A series
of pogroms broke out following the assassination of
Tsar Alexander III in 1881 and again between 1903 and

1906. These mob actions, in which Jews were assaulted
and their homes and businesses destroyed, occurred
with the connivance or at least the tacit tolerance of the
authorities. They were inspired by the familiar mix-
ture of anticapitalism and the identification of Jews
with revolutionary politics, though most of the victims
of the random violence were neither rich nor revolu-
tionary. The intensity with which conservative Rus-
sians feared Jews was shown by the publication in 1905
of the Protocols of the Elders of Zion, a plagiarism of an
earlier French satire of the emperor Napoleon III,
which purported to expose a conspiracy for Jewish
world domination.

Any politically effective antisemitic movement be-
fore 1914 had to be ideologically eclectic, combining
populist anticapitalism with exclusive nationalism and,
at times, religious prejudice. Der Talmudjude, by the
Catholic theologian August Rohling, rehashed Eisen-
menger’s denunciation of the Talmud; it went through
a number of editions after initial publication in 1871.
Accusations of ritual murder reappeared, first in
Tisza-Eszlar in Hungary in 1882; there followed a se-
ries of incidents in Germany, Bohemia, and Poland,
culminating in the trial (and acquittal) of Mendel
Beilis in Kiev in 1913.

An ideological innovation of this reaction against
Jewish emancipation was the resort to arguments
based on race, as, for instance, in Houston Stewart
Chamberlain’s The Foundations of the Nineteenth Cen-
tury (1899). Many anthropologists and other students
of “race science” asserted that Jewish inferiority was
immutably determined by nature and could not there-
fore be remedied by legislation. This mixture of anti-
modernist and modernist arguments demonstrates
that antisemitism at the beginning of the twentieth
century did not form one coherent ideology but could,
whether out of fanaticism or opportunism, be modeled
to appeal to different clienteles in different places at
different times.

The High Tide of Antisemitism, 1918—45

Antisemitic movements were, with few exceptions,
fringe phenomena before 1914. No government that
had granted emancipation seriously thought of re-
scinding it. Only in tsarist Russia were Jews physically
threatened by bodies like the League of the Russian
People (the Black Hundreds). The ideological arsenal
of antisemitism that was assembled in those years helped
propel antisemitic activity after the First World War.
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A march against antisemitism.

The causes of this escalation were manifold: the
economic distress and social dislocation caused by the
war; the intensified nationalism of the newly indepen-
dent states of Europe; the fear of the spread of com-
munism after the Bolshevik revolution in Russia; and
opposition to the introduction of parliamentary democ-
racy in the wake of revolutionary upheavals in Central
Europe at the end of the war. Russian émigrés to the
West brought with them the Protocols of the Elders of
Zion, which now enjoyed widespread circulation, even
after they were proved to be a crude fraud.

The strongest antisemitic outbursts after the war
were in the defeated imperial states—Germany, Aus-
tria, and Hungary—and the newly created states—
Poland, Romania, Lithuania, and Latvia—whose frag-
ile national identity and underdeveloped economies
seemed threatened by large Jewish populations. The
multiple resentments in Germany led to a proliferation
of organizations of the radical right, which recruited

heavily among ex-servicemen and which engaged in vi-
olence against Jews and political opponents. The
biggest of these was the Deutschvolkischer Schutz-
und Trutzbund (Racist Protection and Defiance
League), which was responsible for a number of polit-
ical assassinations, including that of the Jewish foreign
minister Walther Rathenau in 1922. The vandalization
of synagogues and Jewish cemeteries and calls to boy-
cott Jewish businesses persisted throughout the time
of the Weimar republic.

The most extreme of the many radical-right bodies
was the National Socialist German Workers’ (Nazi)
party, led from 1920 by Adolf Hitler. Although it out-
did its rivals in the virulence of its propaganda, it in-
vented no new arguments. It differed from the rest of
the radical right only in its ability to assemble a mass
following after the onset of the 1929 economic depres-
sion. Whether the Nazis’ electoral victories were at-
tributable primarily to antisemitism is difficult to es-
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Four SA pickets sing in front of the F. W. Woolworth department store on the Alexanderplatz in Berlin. The Nazis assumed that
the international chain was owned by Jews and included this store in their boycott of Jewish businesses. New York officials of the
company later denied this claim.



tablish, but it seems to have been no obstacle. National
Socialism also grew in Austria, where violence against
Jews was even more widespread than in Germany. In
both states, the various factions of the radical right
found common ground in their denunciations of the
newly democratic “Jew Republics.”

In Eastern Europe, ultranationalism and anticom-
munism led to direct discrimination against Jews. Ex-
plicitly antisemitic movements were influential in
Poland (National Democrats, or Endecija), Hungary
(Arrow Cross), Romania (L.eague of Saint Michael, or
Iron Guard), and Slovakia (Hlinka Guards). In both
Hungary and Poland, discriminatory measures were
implemented, imposing quotas on university entry and
participation in certain trades and professions, espe-
cially the state service.

Under the impact of post-1918 uncertainties and,
after 1933, the example of Nazi Germany, antisemitism
also spread in the liberal West. In France a number of
radical-right movements appeared, in addition to Ac-
tion Francaise, fanned by the scandal involving the fi-
nancier Serge Stavisky. In Britain, the principal antise-
mitic forces were Sir Oswald Mosley’s British Union
of Fascists and the more extreme Imperial Fascist
League. In the United States, antisemitism was vigor-
ously propagated by Henry Ford’s newspaper, the
Dearborn Independent, and the Union party of the ra-
dio priest, Father Charles E. Coughlin, which con-
tested the 1936 presidential election. But where liberal
institutions were firmly implanted, antisemitism was
politically containable; it was restricted to social atti-
tudes and to literature, such as the works of Hilaire
Belloc and G. K. Chesterton in Britain and of Louis-
Ferdinand Céline, Pierre Drieu la Rochelle, and
Robert Brasillach in France.

Antisemitism became an object of public policy
most notably in Germany, where the Nazi party gained
power in January 1933. There its implementation took
three principal forms. The first was the exclusion of
Jews from public life and government service, the de-
privation of citizenship on the basis of descent (not re-
ligious affiliation) through the Nuremberg Laws of
1935, and the step-by-step expulsion from professions
and commercial life that was virtually complete by
1938. Jewish property was either confiscated or forcibly
bought up at depressed prices. The second form was
publicly licensed violence, as in the boycott of Jewish
shops and the book burnings of 1933 and the destruc-
tion of synagogues on Kristallnacht in November
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1938. The third was the arbitrary detention and ill-
treatment of Jews—and, indeed, many non-Jews—in
concentration camps. These policies were extended to
areas annexed or occupied by Nazi Germany, begin-
ning with Austria in March 1938 and followed by the
Sudetenland and then the rest of Bohemia and
Moravia in 1938 and 1939.

The culmination of applied antisemitism came after
the outbreak of the Second World War, with the de-
portation of the Jews of Europe to ghettos in Eastern
Europe and then their murder in extermination camps.
Although the Nazi leadership was responsible for ini-
tiating this policy, its implementation was possible
only through the aid of collaborators in the occupied
countries of Western and Eastern Europe. It is incon-
ceivable that the thousands of individuals—from SS
officers to captains of industry to average citizens who
reported Jews in hiding—who willfully participated in
the Shoah could have acted as they did had they not in-
herited prejudices that developed over two millennia,
the effect of which was to dehumanize Jews and create
a consensus that they were not entitled to equal civil
rights.

Antisemitism after 1945

The Shoah discredited antisemitism, at least as it was
openly practiced before 1945. This does not mean that
antisemitism disappeared from Europe and North
America, the regions where it had been most wide-
spread. But overt discrimination, even in private in-
stitutions, was gradually outlawed, and public ex-
pression of antisemitism has come to be considered
shameful. It is no longer possible to base a mainstream
political career on an explicit antisemitic program.
There are, however, some developments that have
aided a revival of antisemitism. The increasingly na-
tionalist tone of Soviet politics under Stalin and his
successors led to denunciations of “rootless cosmopoli-
tanism” and, under the rule of Nikita Khrushchev
(1953—64), to targeting Jews as scapegoats for eco-
nomic shortcomings. The establishment of a Jewish
state in Israel in 1948 led to the reintroduction of tradi-
tional antisemitic themes into anti-Zionist polemics,
including the emphasis on Jewish financial power or
influence in the media. Themes borrowed from Euro-
pean antisemitism have found their way into Arab or
Islamic anti-Zionist discourse. The emergence of ex-
treme nationalist movements and the social dislocation
that followed the collapse of communism in the late
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1980s have also helped to revive some of the cruder
propaganda of the 1930s in Eastern Europe. At the
turn of the twenty-first century, while in many of the
old heartlands of antisemitism, particularly Central
Europe and North America, an effective countervail-
ing culture has been established, in more credulous re-
gions, such as parts of the former Soviet Union or of
the Arab-Muslim world, older beliefs have enjoyed a
new life, buttressed in some cases by a resuscitation of
the Protocols of the Elders of Zion. Peter Pulzer

Antonescu, Ion (1880-46) Pro-Nazi dictator of Ro-
mania (1940—44), responsible for the deportation and
murder of more than 250,000 Jews. Antonescu was ex-
ecuted in 1946 as a war criminal. See RomaNia

Armia Krajowa See HOME ARMY

Arrow Cross Hungarian fascist movement and pro-
Nazi political party, founded by Ferenc Szalasi in
1937. During its brief time in power from October
1944 to January 1945 the Arrow Cross party sent
80,000 Jews on a death march to the Austrian border.
See HUNGARY

Art When World War II ended in Europe in May 1945
and the concentration camps were liberated, the Allied
nations were suddenly confronted with the reality of
Nazi criminality. Despite the desperate situation of the
survivors after liberation, they began almost immedi-
ately to collect documents, eyewitness testimonies, ar-
tifacts, and memorabilia that would show the horrors
that they had experienced and witnessed. One aspect
of this endeavor was the retrieval of art produced by
professionally trained painters and sculptors in the
ghettos, transit camps, and concentration camps be-
tween 1939 and 1945. Thus, the Czech artist L.eo Haas
(1901—83) returned to Terezin (Theresienstadt) after
liberation to find 400 clandestine drawings that he had
hidden inside the barracks’ walls that he subsequently
donated to the Terezin Memorial and the State Jewish
Museum in Prague. Art made during the Holocaust
was also discovered by accident: the U.S. Army med-
ical officer Marcus Smith, for example, received sev-
eral drawings made by Zoran Music, who had been a
political prisoner in Dachau. Art often remained in the
possession of the creators or their families. Not all
Holocaust art, however, could be recovered, even when
the locations where they were hidden were known.
Thus, Esther Lurie was not able to retrieve 200

sketches buried in pottery jugs under the rubble of her
sister’s house in the former Kovno ghetto.

Despite the availability of this substantial but frag-
mentary record of Holocaust art in 1945, the immedi-
ate postwar period was not propitious for a broader re-
ception and appreciation of art produced by victims.
Unknown and underutilized for many decades, and
overshadowed by the immense written record about
the mass murder of European Jews and other groups,
their works were initially considered a historical and
aesthetic curiosity. The value of art and creative litera-
ture as a form of Holocaust documentation was not
understood until the basic history of the Holocaust
was written. Furthermore, historians and political sci-
entists, untrained in evaluating visual sources of his-
torical evidence, were uncomfortable with the nuances
and symbolic language of the artistic record.

A number of factors led to the resurgence of interest
in Holocaust art during the 1960s and 1970s. The rise
of a new generation unfamiliar with the history of the
Holocaust contributed to the demand for images that
would provide explanations, immediacy, and authen-
ticity. Hollywood had already discovered the Holo-
caust in such dramatic films as The Diary of Anne
Frank (1959), Exodus (1960), and Judgment at Nurem-
berg (1961). Coincidentally, the television coverage of
the Eichmann trial in Jerusalem was widely seen in the
United States. Moreover, serious academic literature
such as Raul Hilberg’s classic Destruction of the Euro-
pean Jews (1961) and Isaiah Trunk’s Judenrar (1972)
became available. This context led museums and schol-
ars after the mid-1970s to discover the subject of
Holocaust art.

Until the 1970s the American public had perceived
the Holocaust as an uncomfortable foreign experience
whose primary impact was felt in Israel and Europe. The
NBC television film Holocaust, which aired in 1979—8o,
marked a decisive shift by making the Holocaust a house-
hold term with more flexible meanings. Ironically, the
film depicted the story of a persecuted artist and was
based loosely on the life of L.eo Haas. A new distinction
arose between two parallel and overlapping phenomena:
Holocaust art and art about the Holocaust.

The term Holocaust art refers to those works created
in situ in Europe between 1933 and 1945 by artists who
were simultaneously victims of Nazi persecution. It is
not limited to a single school or style of art and reflects
works produced by several different generations of
artists trapped in Nazi Germany and occupied Europe.



It refers to works produced mostly by professionals,
but also by amateurs and sometimes by children, in
certain distinctive physical settings: in prisons, transit
camps, concentration camps, labor camps, ghettos,
hiding places, and the resistance. The artist and victim
were one and the same person, not social critics or po-
litical artists like Daumier and Goya, who worked re-
mote from actual events. The affected artists could not
work openly; nor could they exhibit in museums or
galleries if they were proscribed as racial or political
opponents of the Nazi regime. The victim as artist
served as his or her own chronicler, historian, archiv-
ist, and audience, having to improvise the materials
needed for clandestine work, utilizing the backs of SS
circulars, wrapping paper, medical forms, and even
paper recycled from SS target practice for drawings.
Color came from charcoal, rust, ink, food, and veg-
etable dyes. Unlike artists working in normal condi-
tions, whose reputations derived from a careful selec-
tion of the finished products of their creative labors,
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the victim-artists of the Holocaust are usually evalu-
ated through preliminary sketches and studies for
works that often were never completed. Sometimes
the surviving works of art were unsigned, and the
artists’ identities consequently remained unknown.
The second category, art about the Holocaust, or
the Holocaust in art, refers to works whose subject
matter concerns the Holocaust. It includes works cre-
ated both during and after the war by survivors,
refugees, and artists not directly involved in the events
of 1933—45. Despite substantial differences in indi-
vidual styles and in genres, art about the Holocaust has
a cosmopolitan character, whereas Holocaust art cre-
ated in situ is more self-contained. The iconography
and motifs of art about the Holocaust are frequently
derived from the broader symbolic vocabulary associ-
ated with art against war and oppression. Art about the
Holocaust also includes postwar monuments, public
sculpture, and memorials. These works are clearly more
polished than the sketches, paintings, and small sculp-
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Jozef Szajna, “Drang nach Osten—Drang nach Westen.” 1987
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Drawing by Bertalan Gondor. 29 April 1944

ture created under conditions of captivity. Individual
stylistic preference, aesthetic judgments, and the skill
and personality of the artist are obvious determinants
of the character of the artistic product. Postperiod art
about the Holocaust—that is, works created after
1945—1involves a transformation and extension of the
strictly historical usage of the term Holocaust, thereby
testifying to the impact of the subject on the present-
day imagination. What unites the art created during
and after the Holocaust is that such art satisfies the
need to give meaning to human suffering through cre-
ative expressions in art and literature.

The transition between Holocaust art and art about
the Holocaust is reflected in the life of Alfred Kantor
(born 1923, Prague). As a survivor of Theresienstadt,
Schwarzheide, and Auschwitz, he had destroyed many
of the in situ drawings he had completed in concentra-
tion camps and ghettos, fearing reprisals by the Nazis.
His art was a mnemonic device used to imprint his ex-
periences as documentary evidence. After the war he

wrote, “My commitment to drawing came out of a
deep instinct for self-preservation and undoubtedly
helped me to deny the unimaginable horrors of life at
that time. By taking on the role of observer, I could at
least for a few moments detach myself from what was
going on in Auschwitz and was therefore better able to
hold the threads of sanity.”

An artist’s detachment and aesthetic decision, step-
ping back to judge spatial relationships and composi-
tion, enabled victim-artists temporarily to transcend
the brutal realities of life as prisoners in concentration
camps. After liberation Kantor noted, “I packed my
drawings and my sketches and joined a group of ex-
prisoners who were going to a displaced persons’ camp
in Deggendorf, Germany. And it was here that I imme-
diately began to work. Within a matter of days I went
to look for a bookbinder. A week later a book of blank
pages was ready and I proceeded to fill them, to record
what I had seen and observed.”

The art created in situ between 1933 and 1945 re-



flects what Jean Améry called “a spiritual frame of ref-
erence in the widest sense.” The extant Holocaust art
consists of approximately 30,000 drawings, paintings,
and several sculptures. The number of works is proba-
bly even higher, if art by racial and political opponents
and refugees between 1933 and 1939 is included. Ex-
trapolating from known statistics and the thousands of
localities containing concentration camps, it would be
reasonable to estimate that the original corpus of the
clandestine works may have exceeded 100,000 paint-
ings, drawings, sculptures, and other objects, such as
dolls and puppets. This figure is based on the assump-
tion that, at best, only one out of 10 works survived. Zo-
ran Music made 200 drawings in Dachau between 1943
and 1945; only 36 works survived. Of the 200 sketches
that Esther Lurie buried in pottery jugs in the Kovno
ghetto, only 11 were found in 1945. Almost none of the
works that Max Linger completed between 1939 and
late 1940 survived, because the artist had been unable
to arrange secure hiding places while he was being
transferred to a succession of internment camps in
southern France. A collection of drawings done by
Sachsenhausen prisoners was destroyed during the
death march from Sachsenhausen to Buchenwald.
Aleksander Kulisiewicz, a Polish political prisoner and
musicologist safeguarding more than 50 works, awoke
one morning to discover his fellow prisoners burning
his collection as fuel for a bonfire so that they would not
freeze to death in subzero weather.

It is not surprising that so small a proportion of
Holocaust art survived, for the conditions that threat-
ened human life also endangered the preservation of
art. Many works fell prey to Nazi confiscations, van-
dalism, Allied bombings, vulnerable hiding places, the
artists’ deaths, repeated deportations, and the inherent
fragility of the materials the artists had been able to ac-
quire for their work. We do not even know the loca-
tions of all works that did manage to survive. Works
were often traded for food and clothing; occasionally
they were smuggled out of the camps by friends, fellow
inmates, and members of the resistance, their destina-
tions untraced. Some works were extorted from artist-
victims by corrupt camp guards; others were given
voluntarily as gifts to relief workers and Red Cross vol-
unteers who had tried to ameliorate conditions in
camps like Gurs in southern France. The Polish pris-
oner artist Karol Konieczny wrote of losing works that
he had completed in a Gestapo prison in Vienna: “I did
eight pieces of a small album in postcard size. I offered
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these to my cellmates; the rest were taken by a friendly
Viennese guard who promised to hold them for me un-
til the end of the war. He also transferred one album il-
legally to my mother. After the war, I learned that he
had been caught carrying prisoners’ letters, and was
court-martialed and beheaded in Vienna in May 1944.”

Artists also destroyed their own works because of
“menacing SS surveillance.” Alfred Kantor destroyed
the works he made nightly from July 1944 to April
1945 in the Schwarzheide camp near Dresden. Janina
Tollik and Halina Olomucki told of works they had
voluntarily destroyed in Auschwitz-Birkenau for fear
of discovery and subsequent torture. It is thus impos-
sible to reconstruct the full range of art produced dur-
ing the Holocaust. Nevertheless, the surviving works
from hundreds of artists in various concentration
camps and ghettos provide a representative cross-sec-
tion of individual styles and common themes.

It is even more difficult to establish the absolute
number and identities of the murdered artists. Depor-
tation lists by profession rarely exist, and concentration
camp registers and arrest records are incomplete. Many
artists hid their profession, believing that physical
strength and job skills rather than artistic imagination
would lead to survival. The German Jewish Commu-
nist artist Herbert Sandberg, for example, survived the
deportation of most Jews from Buchenwald to
Auschwitz-Birkenau because he had become a skilled
bricklayer and stonemason at Buchenwald. Moreover,
the precariousness of Holocaust art in the face of viru-
lent and destructive events is clear from the compara-
tively large number of works that were not signed so
that they could not be traced back to specific prisoners
if discovered by SS camp guards. In other instances,
lists bearing names of artists survive, but their artworks
have vanished. Several Jewish painters and sculptors,
whose names were listed in an August 1943 report on
the extermination of Polish Jews, were deported from
the Warsaw ghetto to Treblinka in September 1942, but
their ghetto artworks were never found.

Clandestine Holocaust art was preserved by a combi-
nation of conscious planning and fortuitous accident.
The victim-artists were conscious of their role as wit-
nesses and instinctively tried to preserve their diaries
and artworks as historical evidence. When the artists hid
their works in secret caches and smuggled them to the
relative safety of the outside world, they assured that
their probable deaths would not be compounded by si-
lence and the loss of their documentary art.
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Artists contributed to the well-established efforts at
documentation in most ghettos. Emmanuel Ringel-
blum’s secret archives hidden below the rubble of the
Warsaw ghetto, code-named Oneg Shabbos (Hebrew
for “enjoyment of the Sabbath”), included the diary
and several portraits by Gela Seksztein. The Kovno
ghetto archives included the works of several artists. In
Theresienstadt artists hid their works in metal cases
that were bricked and plastered into the walls of ghetto
buildings. Other works were buried in the ground or
hidden in attic lofts. Zoran Music chose a particularly
ironic hiding place, storing them in a hollowed-out
copy of Hitler’s Mein Kampf shelved in the Dachau
concentration camp library. Aldo Carpi secreted his
works in a wall of a Gusen munitions factory that func-
tioned as a satellite camp of Mauthausen. Other works
survived because they were smuggled out of the ghet-
tos and concentration camps. The artist Bruno Apitz
smuggled his works out of Buchenwald with the help
of a friendly Kapo; they were hidden with a family in a
nearby village and retrieved after the war.

In addition to concealment and smuggling, some art
was sent through the censored postal system. Bertalan
Gondor openly mailed eight postcards, postmarked be-
tween March and May 1944 and stamped with censor-
ship cachets, from the labor camps at Bereg in eastern
Hungary to his wife in Budapest. Similar mailing op-
portunities existed in many other camps and ghettos;
even in Auschwitz, some inmates were permitted to
write at least one reassuring letter to their families.
Obviously all mail by prisoners from concentration
camps and ghettos was censored and limited in fre-
quency, content, and format; only small amounts of art
of relatively small size, usually decorating the margins
of postcards or short letters and seemingly innocuous
in content, were able to reach safety via the postal
route.

Even works of art that had been carefully hidden
from 1939 to 1945 were not all recoverable after the
war. The survival of art followed the pattern of the sur-
vival of most Nazi and Jewish records. Much of it was
barely intact even in 1945. Some of the works of Holo-
caust art were damaged during Allied bombing raids;
other works were destroyed by moisture and mold in
improvised storage locations. Loose paper was looted
as souvenirs by soldiers and noncombatants alike, and
documents as well as artworks were also used as fuel
and toilet paper. Some art was found immediately in
the displaced persons camps. This postwar recovery of

Holocaust art began immediately upon the liberation
of camps and the end of the war in 1945 and continues
today.

Holocaust art can be divided into five main cate-
gories: portraits and self-portraits, inanimate objects
(including landscapes and still lifes), evidentiary art,
caricatures, and abstract or nonrepresentational art.

The largest single group of Holocaust art is por-
traits and self-portraits, representing almost 25 per-
cent of surviving drawings and sculptures. This over-
whelming number of portraits is not an accident, as
diaries and documents indicate that this was the most
common genre. Portraits had a magical meaning in the
setting of the concentration camps, as they do in many
native and folk art forms. They gave the subject a sense
of permanent presence among the living, extremely
important when temporal physical presence was so
fragile and tenuous. The German Jewish artist Felix
Nussbaum, for example, conveyed his own plight in
self-portraits. Occasionally portraits were also com-
missioned by Nazis for use as gifts to superiors and
even as documentation of medical experiments: Josef
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Self-portrait of Felix Nussbaum (1904—44) holding
Judenpass. 1943



Mengele commissioned a Czech Jewish artist, Dinah
Gottliebova, to do portraits of Gypsies as illustrations
for a book he hoped to publish about his medical ex-
periments.

The second largest category in the extant works of
Holocaust art, representing about 20 percent of the
surviving works, consists of drawings of inanimate ob-
jects, landscapes, and still lifes. These were especially
numerous in the art of the Theresienstadt ghetto, where
attics were crammed with confiscated and involuntar-
ily abandoned Jewish property. Art produced in the
ghettos, prisons, transit camps, and concentration
camps reveal certain common architectural features
that expressed the impact of incarceration—barbed
wire, guard towers, closed gates, ghetto walls, prison
bars, railroad tracks, and corpses or mannequins with
blank faces. Imprisoned artists also depicted the bu-
colic landscapes outside the camps—especially at
Theresienstadt—in vivid contrast to the interior land-
scape within the barracks.

The third type of Holocaust art was evidentiary.
Thus, Karl Schwesig’s miniatures show the daily life
of internees in Gurs and Noé. Other drawings por-
trayed conditions in camps whose history is less well
known, such as Compiegne in occupied northern
France and Fossoli in northern Italy. Evidentiary art
ranged from generic pictures of camp life (roll calls,
selections, torture, food distribution, and forced labor)
to specific images of skeletal corpses with their pris-
oner identification numbers, as for example in the work
of Léon Delarbre in Buchenwald or Zoran Music in
Dachau. This category accounts for about 20 percent
of the surviving Holocaust artwork.

Holocaust art was also sometimes used as evidence
in postwar trials. Thus, seven sketches about the cre-
matoriums and gas chambers at Auschwitz-Birkenau
by the Czech Jewish survivor Yehuda Bacon and 19
drawings made between 1943 and 1945 by the Polish
Jewish prisoner Zofja Rosenstock were entered into
evidence at the Eichmann trial in Jerusalem.

Caricatures (20 percent) and abstract nonrepresen-
tational art (20 percent) show the artists’ ability to dis-
tance themselves from their surroundings and even to
mock their tragic situation or to transform actual daily
terrors into nonobjective symbols. Most of these
works were relatively small in size (usually 15 X 23
centimeters or less) and drawn in pencil, ink, and
sometimes in primary ink colors. Bertalan Gondor
drew cartoon sketches in pencil on the reverse side of
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censored postcards in Jewish labor camps in eastern
Hungary, and the Czech artist Cisar filled a small note-
book with satirical sketches in blue ink of daily life in
Dachau. Hans Reichel produced 42 abstract works in
watercolor in his notebook (later published under the
title Cahiers de Gurs) during the summer of 1942. The
diary accompanying these sketches relates conditions
to color selections and the abstractions of flora and
fauna.

Other Holocaust artwork included stage sets for
cabaret and theater performances in the Theresien-
stadt ghetto, and illustrations were drawn in song
books at Buchenwald, Sachsenhausen, and the Moor
camps. Sculpture exists in very few concentration camp
settings, primarily Buchenwald, Hinzert, and Maj-
danek. Many surviving artists extended their camp
drawings in larger postwar cycles of paintings. In Nous
ne Sommes pas les Derniers, for example, Zoran Music
combined images of atomic annihilation with themes
from Dachau reflecting death and torture.

Illegal art as well as officially commissioned art even
came to the attention of the Auschwitz camp comman-
dant Rudolf Hoss, who complained in his Order No.
24 of 8 July 1942 that “prisoners are to be used for use-
ful labor, art leads to an irresponsible and wasteful use
of materials that are difficult to get.” Such compulsory
art was technically excellent as the interned artists’ fate
depended on compliance with SS orders and whims.
This official art was not as significant as the artists’
clandestine, self-motivated work.

Clearly, Holocaust art forms the beginning of a con-
tinuum between past and present. Although Jean-Paul
Sartre, Theodor Adorno, and Elie Wiesel have theo-
rized that artistic works and horror are incompatible,
artist-survivors like Karol Konieczny and Jozef Szajna
continued to paint to remind the world of their own
haunted memories and the legacy of the Holocaust. A
few of the survivor artists, such as Zoran Music and
Boris Taslitzky, moved from specific camp-related
themes to more general contemporary scenes of
inhumanity after 1945. Others, like L.eo Haas, Max
Lingner, Halina Olomucki, and Yehuda Bacon have
continued to draw on their Holocaust experiences and
incorporate them in their postwar work. Mauricio
Lasansky (born 1914), who trained in Argentina and
emigrated to the United States in 1943, indicted the
Nazi regime in a cycle of pencil and red-wash works
first exhibited at the Philadelphia Museum of Art in
1967 under the title The Nazi Drawings. The Holo-
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Karl Schwesig, ink-drawn postage stamps illustrating Liberty, Equality, Brotherhood, and Flight from the Gurs transit camp.
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caust has persisted as a theme of contemporary art in
the works of Christian Boltanski, Jochen Gerz, R. B.
Kitaj, George Segal, and many younger artists in Eu-
rope, Israel, and the United States. The haunting
legacy and imagery of the Holocaust has enlarged our
understanding of the role of memory of this tragic
past.  Sybil Milton

Aryan Paragraph Clause, originating in the nine-

teenth century, that was inserted into the bylaws of
certain clubs, associations, and political parties to ex-
clude Jews from membership. The Aryan Paragraph
served as the basis for many of the anti-Jewish racial
laws in the early years of the Nazi regime.

Athens Capital of Greece, with a Jewish population of

3,500 in 1941. See GREECE

Auschwitz Auschwitz was founded as a German con-

centration camp in southwestern occupied Poland,
about 60 kilometers west of the city of Krakow. Before
the war the compound, located near the town of Os-
wiecim, served as a Polish artillery base. On 27 April
1940 the German army transferred the compound to
the SS Inspectorate of Concentration Camps. Later
this inspectorate was incorporated into the SS Eco-
nomic and Administrative Main Office without change
of function.

At first Auschwitz was to become a transit center
(termed a “quarantine” center) for 10,000 hostile Poles
who were to be sent on to Germany as forced laborers.
Before long that purpose was reformulated to make the

Interior view of a barracks at Auschwitz-Birkenau. Circa 1944
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Construction of Crematorium II at Birkenau. 1942—43

site an ordinary concentration camp. The original
buildings were one- and two-story red brick structures
that could not hold a sizable inmate population. Ac-
cordingly a second floor was added to the low build-
ings, and new houses were erected. Each of these
structures was called a Block and given a number.

The man chosen to head the camp, Hauptsturm-
fithrer (SS captain) Rudolf Hoss, did not hold a rank
commensurate with a position of importance. He did
have the distinction of having been the youngest sergeant
in the German army during World War I and of having
acquired Nazi credentials when the movement was still
young. With experience of some years in the Dachau and
Sachsenhausen concentration camps, his background,
competence, and trustworthiness qualified him for com-
mand of a small camp in conquered territory. As
Auschwitz grew, he was promoted to Obersturmbann-
fithrer (SS lieutenant colonel).

During the first half of 1941 the chemical concern
I. G. Farben was looking for an appropriate location to

produce synthetic rubber and fuel. Attracted by tax
advantages, the presence of raw materials, and a rail-
way junction, officials selected a place just east of
Auschwitz. Inmates assigned to the company could be
transported to work by train. For the SS construction
chief Hans Kammler, this development was a signal
for expansion. On 17 June 1941 he ordered the capac-
ity of the camp to be enlarged to hold 18,000 inmates
by the end of the year. At that moment the principal
source of labor was newly arrested Poles from prisons,
who were shipped to Auschwitz in daily batches rang-
ing from a few to a few hundred. After the invasion of
the Soviet Union on 22 June 1941 and the capture of
several million Red Army men during the following
months, an opportunity was glimpsed to obtain a much
larger number of prisoners. When the German army
agreed to hand over several hundred thousand of its
captives, the Auschwitz complex was widened to in-
clude an expanse about three kilometers to the west,
the SS prisoner-of-war camp Birkenau. Although that



tract was partially a swamp, the SS planners believed
that 125,000 inmates could be quartered there.
Beginning in 1941 construction on a major scale was
a daily feature of Auschwitz. Locally three organiza-
tions were continually drawing up plans: the SS Zen-
tralbauleitung (Central Construction Directorate), the
construction office of the German railways, and the I.
G. Farben construction staff. The Zentralbauleitung
was responsible for roads, lights, water, guard towers,
wire, and buildings, including the barracks in
Auschwitz-Birkenau and two industrial halls near the
Auschwitz main camp built initially for the Krupp
company. The personnel of the Zentralbauleitung, un-
der Karl Bischoff, consisted of barely a hundred archi-
tects, engineers, draftsmen, and clerks. Several SS en-
terprises and about 200 private firms delivered
supplies and participated in the actual construction.
Inmates were used for much of the manual labor. For
all the projects, permission had to be obtained—from
the Armaments Ministry to acquire materials, from
the railways for the allocation of freight cars, from the
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labor offices to station German employees in the area.
The railroads in turn laid down track and added facili-
ties for increased traffic. To eliminate daily commuting
of prisoners, I. G. Farben built barracks for them adja-
cent to its rising plant. Opened at the end of October
1942, the company’s camp, known as Monowitz, was
administratively a part of Auschwitz.

Soviet prisoners began to arrive on foot at the end of
1941 from the nearby prisoner-of-war camp Lams-
dorf. Soon the flow was stopped. Three thousand had
been sent in to be executed, and the attrition among
12,000 who were intended for labor was so rapid that at
the end of February 1942 fewer than 1,000 men were
still alive. Yet given the ongoing investments in con-
struction projects, the clock could not be turned back.
One other major group now came into view: the Jews.
Their destiny, however, was to be shaped by an over-
riding consideration. They were to disappear as a mat-
ter of principle, and Auschwitz was to play a major role
in that operation.

Hoss notes in his memoir that in mid-1941 he was
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Prisoners at forced labor constructing the Krupp factory at Auschwitz. 1942—43
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called to Berlin by Reichsfithrer-SS Heinrich Himm-
ler, who told him that Hitler had decided to annihilate
the European Jews and that Auschwitz, by virtue of its
location and railway communications, would be a camp
for their destruction. The details, said Himmler,
would be given to Héss by Adolf Eichmann, the spe-
cialist in Jewish affairs in the Reich Security Main Of-
fice (RSHA). Hoss could not remember a precise date
of his meeting with Himmler, and Himmler’s appoint-
ment calendar, in which the pages for 25 June through
12 August 1941 are missing, contains no reference to
Hoss. Eichmann confirmed at his trial in Jerusalem
that he had visited Auschwitz, but he recalled no date
either.

During the summer of 1941, shooting was still the
only method for active mass killing, and camps for
pure annihilation were not yet on the drawing board.
Hoss did not know how many Jews would be sent to
him or when, and he had no idea of how he would kill a

Hungarian Jews upon their arrival at Auschwitz-Birkenau. May 1944

great many people efficiently. One day, when Hoss was
absent, his deputy, Karl Fritzsch, poisoned a group of
Soviet prisoners with hydrogen cyanide, a potent gas
that was in stock for fumigation. Another gassing took
place, with Hoss present, in Block 11. It took two days
to air the building. The experiment was repeated, this
time in the mortuary of the crematorium. The prison-
ers tried to break out, but the door remained bolted
shut. A camp physician assured Hoss that they had
suffered no agony, and Hoss concluded that this blood-
less method would not burden his own men. The
cyanide, under the trade name Zyklon B, became the
standard lethal agent in the gas chambers of Auschwitz.

The first gassing of Jewish deportees in the mortu-
ary took place in mid-February 1942, when a transport
assembled in the Silesian city of Beuthen arrived. In
those early days a practice was instituted to deceive the
incoming victims. An SS-man would make a speech to
them about their having to take a shower before being



assigned for work. Without their clothes they walked,
unsuspecting, into the chamber. The ruse was so suc-
cessful that it was used over and over for years.

The improvised facility was in operation at various
times in 1942, but the capacity of its two ovens was
limited. A new capability was created when two farm
houses just outside the electrified fence of Birkenau
were converted into gassing buildings with windows
walled up and heavy airtight doors installed. One of
the structures was ready in March, the other in June,
1942. They were designated Bunkers 1 and 2. Next to
each of them, barracks were set up for undressing. The
corpses were moved several hundred yards to exca-
vated pits in forested terrain.

Jewish transports were now coming in not only from
Upper Silesia but also from Slovakia, the Netherlands,
Belgium, France, and Croatia and from other Polish
regions. The prisoners were taken from the unloading
ramp to the bunkers by truck, men separately from
women and children. In the chambers the hydrogen
cyanide gas produced death in minutes, but when the
chamber doors were opened, some of the bodies were
found covered with vomit, excrement, or blood. Himm-
ler, when touring Birkenau during his visit to Auschwitz
on 17—18 July 1942, watched without offering any
comment as the living stepped out from a train and the
dead were dragged from Bunker 2. Afterward he said
to Hoss that there would be a surge of transports and
that Jews not capable of work would have to be annihi-
lated.

As the pits at Birkenau were filled, they became a
source of pollution, and between the end of summer
and November 1942 they were opened to burn 107,000
maggot-covered bodies. In the meantime other camps,
more primitive than Auschwitz and without industrial
annexes, were operating on a much larger scale with
slower-working carbon monoxide gas. Kulmhof (known
as Chelmno in Polish), Belzec, and Sobibor were killing
Jews from western and southern Poland, and Treblinka
obliterated the Jews of Warsaw and Radom. Auschwitz
did not maintain such a pace. As of 31 December 1942
it had received barely 175,000 Jews, while its competi-
tors had already gassed more than 1.4 million.

Body disposal was always a problem in Auschwitz
because of the high death rate of the inmates. On 27
February 1942 the SS construction chief Kammler
came to Auschwitz to discuss a second crematorium,
which at that point was to have two furnaces, each with
three retorts. Kammler decided that the number of
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furnaces should be increased to five. But that was not
the only alteration. In the course of the next few
months several other changes were made in the blue-
prints. A chute for dropping bodies to the morgues in
the basement was eliminated, and a staircase that peo-
ple would use to step down into it was inserted instead.
One of the two morgues became an undressing room,
and the other was to be equipped with drainage and
ventilation systems. The redesigned structure, listed
as Bauwerk 30 among the projects of the Zentral-
bauleitung, had evolved into a combination gas cham-
ber and crematorium unit. It was designated Cremato-
rium II and placed on a site in Birkenau, where its
construction was begun on 2 July 1942.

Three additional crematoriums were on the list:
30a, 30b, and 3oc. Bauwerk 30a became a twin of 3o0.
Each of the other two, without a cellar, was to have its
gas chamber and a double furnace fitted with eight re-
torts on the ground floor. The numeration was ex-
tended from Crematorium II to ITI, IV, and V, but some
time after the original crematorium in the main camp
was shut down, the combination units in Birkenau
were renumbered [-IV.

The four crematoriums came on line between 31
March and 26 June 1943. It took nine months to finish
the two with the underground chambers and about five
months to construct the smaller one-floor models. For
the ovens and gas chamber design the firm J. A. Topf
and Sons of Erfurt was engaged. Its representative,
Kurt Priifer, was a regular visitor in Auschwitz. For
the foundations, walls, roofs, smokestacks, plumbing,
drainage, ventilation, and electricity, a dozen private
contractors were brought in. The doors were assigned
to an SS company specializing in carpentry.

The prolongation of the work was due to shortages,
disputes, and the delays inherent in approval proce-
dures. Thus the Allgemeine Elektrizititsgesellschaft
(AEG), which was responsible for the power station,
told the SS that used parts in the crematoriums would
render simultaneous gassing and incineration impossi-
ble. The German inmate in charge of prisoner work
crews at the crematoriums was consulted to settle an
argument about a faulty chimney. In the midst of
interrupted deliveries at the end of January 1943 Bi-
schoff wrote to Kammler that Hitler himself had or-
dered the accelerated completion of the camp. The
highest priority, said Bischoff, was to be given to the
“special measures” in Birkenau.

To the Zentralbauleitung the actual, albeit belated,
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View of a construction site in Auschwitz III (Monowitz). 1942—43

commissioning of the gassing installations was a tri-
umph. The maximum theoretical daily capacity for
incineration in the five crematoriums of Auschwitz-
Birkenau could now be projected at 4,756. To be sure,
this estimate did not take into account repeated mal-
functions, particularly in the new Crematorium IV
(later designated III), which was one of the trouble-
some double-oven facilities. Still, Auschwitz had come
into its own at last.

The year 1943, however, did not resemble 1942. Pol-
ish Jewry had already been reduced to remnants, and
heavy inroads had been made into the Jewish commu-
nities of Germany, Slovakia, and the Western coun-
tries. Romania and Bulgaria refused to surrender Jews
from their prewar territories, and Hungary was a hold-
out. During the first three months of 1943 Auschwitz
received about 105,000 Jews. In the next 12 months the
figure was 160,000, making a daily rate of less than a
tenth of the calculated capacity for cremation. At the
same time inmate labor for industrial production was
becoming more important. Older Jewish men and
women, as well as Jewish children, could be gassed,

but able-bodied individuals were to be selected for la-
bor. In 1943 the total inmate population rose from
25,000 to 85,000. On average more than half were Jews.

The industrialization of Auschwitz spread to outly-
ing areas, where satellite camps came into existence.
Eventually this network comprised three dozen loca-
tions. The allocation of inmates to a company was fixed
by a contract specifying their number and the wages,
payable to the SS. The labor was inexpensive, but there
was some anxiety among industrial negotiators that
skilled prisoners or even the entire rented labor force
might suddenly be “withdrawn” for political reasons.
The officer in charge of labor in Auschwitz, Haupt-
sturmfithrer Heinrich Schwarz, had to reassure a ques-
tioner at a Krupp conference that such a contingency
was unlikely.

The largest employer of inmate laborers was the SS
itself, which used them for construction projects,
camp administration, and its own industrial and agri-
cultural enterprises. In second place was the I. G. Far-
ben plant in Monowitz, by far the biggest industrial
complex of Auschwitz under construction. I. G. Far-



ben, not relying on inmate labor alone, made use of
Poles hired in the free market as well as British prison-
ers of war. The third-largest user was Oberschlesische
Hydrierwerke (Upper Silesian Hydrogenation Works)
at Blechhammer. Krupp, also a major employer, was
replaced by the firm Weichsel Metall-Union, which
took over the Krupp work halls.

The labor force did not grow exponentially, because
its turnover was considerable. Many weakened inmates
died, and those who did not recover quickly in an infir-
mary would be killed, either by injections of phenol or
in a gas chamber. Other deaths were the result of a ty-
phus epidemic, starvation, overwork, exhaustion, acci-
dents, and often enough injuries willfully inflicted by
SS and inmate overseers. Because of high mortality
rates two of the outlying camps, Blechhammer and a
construction site of the Erdol-Raffinerie company at
Trzebinia, had their own small crematoriums. Even in
times of perceived labor shortages the general attitude
of camp personnel, passed down to inmate functionar-
ies, was that prisoners were disposable and replaceable.

The SS physicians, headed by Eduard Wirths, who

was stationed in Auschwitz because of a heart ailment,

AUSCHWITZ

performed a variety of tasks. One was the quarantining
during the typhus epidemic of almost all uniformed
and civilian personnel from July 1942 to April 1943.
Temporary quarantines were also imposed on incom-
ing transports if typhus was suspected. Another activ-
ity was the selection of people at the ramp and in the
sick bays, separating those who were to live from those
who were to die. These decisions were made rapidly,
with just a glance at an individual. A third was the uti-
lization, mostly of healthy inmates, for medical experi-
ments ranging from the testing by Dr. Hellmuth Vetter
of anti-typhus medication, prepared by the pharma-
ceutical division of I. G. Farben, to sterilization tech-
niques developed by Dr. Carl Clauberg, to studies of
twins and dwarfs by Dr. Josef Mengele. Over the years
the experiments multiplied alongside the industrial
expansion. They too swallowed thousands of inmates.

In the course of these developments, construction
of institutional buildings and barracks for inmates
continued. The SS budget for these projects was ris-
ing, as the replacement of aging watchtowers, which
were without amenities, was considered, or when a
kennel building and a kitchen with refrigeration was
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View of the prisoners’ latrines in Auschwitz. 1943—44

proposed for the 250 dogs of the canine guard company.
Savings were possible by cramming the inmates into
so-called horse stable barracks (Pferdestallbaracken),
which were prefabricated and comparatively inexpen-
sive. They were placed on bare earth or provided with
a thin concrete floor. The same barracks were erected
for latrines and washrooms. Space in the latrines was
limited, and their use by inmates was timed.

One item of unfinished business was the rail spur
for transports bringing deportees. For a long time a
temporary ramp close to but outside of Birkenau was
used. The SS wanted tracks to be laid through the gate
of the Birkenau guard building so that the Jewish
transports could be unloaded near the new gas cham-
bers. With such an arrangement fewer guards would
be needed, and potential problems would be lessened.
There would also be a smaller chance that a train
would be held back during times of congestion—a sin-
gle horse stable barrack was carried by five freight cars.
The desired spur, however, was classified as “private”
because it would not be open to general traffic. The SS
would have to finance the project and obtain the per-

mits for required materials. After many months the
firm Richard Reckmann of Cottbus was given the con-
tract, and on 19 April 1944 railroad inspectors ap-
proved the spur for use by locomotives.

The period from the completion of the gas cham-
bers to the early spring of 1944 was one of solidifi-
cation and reorganization. At the beginning of No-
vember 1943 Hoss was transferred to a post in the
Economic and Administrative Main Office, and his re-
placement, Obersturmbannfithrer Arthur Liebehen-
schel, divided the camp into three autonomous sec-
tions: the main camp (Stammlager), now designated
Auschwitz I; Birkenau, no longer a prisoner-of-war
camp but Auschwitz II; and Monowitz with the satel-
lites, now Auschwitz III. Each of the camps had a
commander: Liebehenschel himself took over I,
Sturmbannfiihrer Fritz Hartjenstein reigned in I, and
Schwarz in III. That month the SS garrison com-
prised one staff company and four guard companies in
Auschwitz I; one staff company, three guard compa-
nies (one of which was filled with Ukrainian collabora-
tors), and the guard dog company in IT; and two guard
companies in III. A substantial number of SS men
were on rotation from or to combat units, and a grow-
ing portion of the Auschwitz force was made up of eth-
nic Germans from occupied countries and states allied
with Germany. By April 1944 the combined strength
of the SS companies and military personnel guarding
satellite camps was nearing 3,000.

Augmenting the guards were inmates put in charge
of barracks and work parties. The ranks of those in
the barracks were camp elder (Lagerdltester), block el-
der (Blockdltester), and room orderly (Stubendienst).
The rank order in work parties was senior over-
seer (Oberkapo), overseer (Kapo), and foreman (Vorar-
beiter). In the early years of the camp the top positions
in this hierarchy were given to German “habitual
criminals.” Later these men were afforded a chance to
“redeem themselves” in a disciplinary unit of the SS.
They were replaced by political prisoners, under whom
the hardships of the ordinary inmate were somewhat
attenuated. Jews had no access to the higher positions,
but they could be assigned to indoor work as physi-
cians in the dispensaries or clerks (Schreiber) in bar-
racks. These people also held some power, and they
had a better-than-average chance to survive.

Work parties (Arbeitskommandos) were clothed in
striped pajama-style uniforms to frustrate escapes.
Colored patches were used throughout the camp area
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Prisoners at forced labor in Auschwitz.

to distinguish types of prisoners: red for political
opponents, violet for Jehovah’s Witnesses, green
for criminals, yellow for Jews, black for “asocials”
(Asoziale), brown for Gypsies, pink for homosexuals.
All inmates—other than Jews and Gypsies sent to a
gas chamber on arrival or anyone quarantined or in
transit—were given a number. In later years the low
numbers were a sign of longevity and carried a certain
prestige. The numbers were tattooed on the arms of
virtually all except the German prisoners from the be-
ginning of 1943 to late 1944.

Inmates recall that their principal respite was sleep,
usually shared with one or two fellow prisoners on
straw mattresses in a bunk, and that in the morning
they would awake to a daily nightmare. The routine be-
gan with a lengthy roll call (Appell). Those in work
parties would leave for their stations accompanied by
music played by an inmate orchestra. The outdoor
workday usually lasted 11 hours, including a half hour
allotted to lunch. Inmates performed heavy labor knee-
deep in water, or in the mines, or in rain and snow. The
corpses of those who died during the day had to be car-
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ried back to the compound. Advantaged were men in
workshops or women sorting the clothes of the gassed
in a Birkenau section called Kanada (Canada). For
most inmates, hunger never abated; their staples con-
sisted of a meager ration of bread, a coffee substitute,
and a soup with cabbage, turnips, carrots, and pota-
toes. The long day was not finished until after another
roll call in the evening.

A special work party was the Jewish Sonderkom-
mando, which ushered the doomed into the gas cham-
bers and dragged out the bodies to burn them. Several
inmates referred to as “dentists” tore gold fillings and
inlays from the mouths of the dead, to be melted into
bars in the camp and shipped with confiscated jewelry
to Berlin. Severe punishments for minor infractions
were part of the routine. Inmates were flogged, or were
placed four men at a time into small dark rooms known
as standing cells (Stehzellen) with no space to sit down,
or were hanged. Several thousand prisoners, in the
main Poles, were shot between Blocks 10 and 11 in the
main camp, at a wall specially cushioned to absorb bul-
lets. In this group were hostages who forfeited their
lives when resistance activities took place in occupied
Poland.

Jews were in a worse position than non-Jews to sur-
vive the camp ordeal for long, and Jews from Greece
and Italy, who knew no German or Yiddish and could
not understand commands, were more endangered
than other Jews. Still, those inmates who were re-
sourceful, tenacious, and circumspect had a chance of
surviving the dangers and deprivations. They would
eat anything and make themselves as inconspicuous as
possible. If they were in an especially oppressive work
party, they looked for a transfer to a safer post. But
many inmates were bewildered and helpless. Some of
them gave up any hope of survival. Recognizable be-
cause of their listlessness, they were called Muselmdn-
ner (Muslims). They would stop eating entirely or ap-
proach the electrified fence to be shot.

A sea change occurred in Auschwitz in the early
spring of 1944. In little more than six months, more
than 600,000 people, about 95 percent of them Jews,
poured into the camp. The irreversible German retreat
on the eastern front and the growing specter of a Ger-
man defeat precipitated a determination in Berlin to
root out the remaining Jews in its sphere of power. Af-
ter German troops invaded Hungary on 19 March
1944 to forestall its surrender to the Allies, feverish
preparations were launched to deport the 750,000
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Hungarian Jews upon their arrival at Auschwitz-Birkenau. The man in the center wearing glasses is Sigmund
Bruck, a mechanical engineer from Tab, Hungary. Bruck was denounced as a Communist, arrested, and de-
ported to Nagy Kamizsa. He was sent to Auschwitz-Birkenau and then on to Gleiwitz, where he was killed by
a guard during an escape attempt. May 1944
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Arrival at Auschwitz.



Hungarian Jews. About 440,000 were moved out, all
except the Hungarian Jewish labor companies and the
Jewish population of Budapest. When a revolt broke
out in the satellite state of Slovakia, Jews still living in
that country were seized. The largest work ghetto, in
Lodz, was emptied out as Soviet forces advanced into
eastern Poland. Throughout that time, transports of
Jews continued to depart from the Netherlands, Bel-
gium, France, Italy, and Greece, from labor camps in
Poland, and finally from the “Old People’s” Ghetto of
Theresienstadt. Except for Auschwitz and a briefly re-
opened Kulmhof, the death camps inside Poland had
been closed down before 1944. Auschwitz was the re-
maining center for mass killing, the receiving station
where the gas chambers and crematoriums were still in
operation.

Hoss returned to Auschwitz from Berlin on 8§ May
1944, replacing Liebehenschel, and stayed until 29
July. After his departure Sturmbannfiihrer Richard
Baer, an adjutant to the chief of the Economic and Ad-
ministrative Main Office, took over the camp, and in
Birkenau Hauptsturmfiihrer Josef Kramer, who had
served in several concentration camps, followed Hart-
jenstein. Auschwitz remained in reliable hands.

Atamuch lower level SS sergeant Otto Moll, a wid-
ower who had acquired a reputation as a consummate
sadist, was appointed on 9 May 1944 as chief of the
crematoriums in Birkenau, a position he had held a
year earlier. The Jewish Sonderkommando was en-
larged until, by 29 August 1944, it contained 874 men.
The gas supply had to be increased substantially, de-
spite difficulties in gas production and distribution.
Since the furnaces could no longer handle daily multi-
ple transports arriving from Hungary with 3,000 Jews
each, Bunker 2 had to be put back into operation for a
short time as Facility 5. Meanwhile pits were dug un-
der Moll’s meticulous guidance to burn bodies en masse
in the open.

The inundation of deportees brought with it an
unprecedented wave of gassing coupled with a rising
inmate count. For the Auschwitz command the higher
numbers raised new concerns about security. Not-
withstanding precautions to give no hint to newcom-
ers about the fate awaiting them and to contain the in-
mates in their barracks and work places, a major
breakout was considered a distinct possibility. By early
April 1944 the highest-ranking SS officer in Upper
Silesia, Ernst Schmauser, concluded an agreement
with his army counterpart, Gen. Rudolf Koch-Erpach,
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that in the event of a mass escape troops would man a
line on an outer defense perimeter.

A resistance movement, in which political prisoners
were predominant, had been in existence for some
time. Its members collected information, and by Au-
gust 1943 they prepared a detailed report with statis-
tics and names that was smuggled out of the camp and
transmitted to the Polish General Staff in LLondon in
January 1944. Copies were passed on to the U.S. Office
of Strategic Services and to Military Intelligence at the
War Department in Washington. Another copy was
sent to the U.S. delegate to the United Nations War
Crimes Commission. From London the Polish radio
station Swit broadcast the gist of the report. These
revelations produced no action.

When a young Jewish inmate from Slovakia, Rudolf
Vrba (then Walter Rosenberg), who was a clerk in the
camp, heard that the rail spur to the large Birkenau gas
chambers was nearing completion, he assumed that
the deportation of the Hungarian Jews was imminent.
Aided by the underground, he and another Slovak
Jewish inmate, Alfred Wetzler, escaped on 10 April
1944 and, walking at night, reached Slovakia. They
were met there by a delegation of the remnant Jewish
leadership on 25 April. Two days later a Slovak text was
prepared, and then the 40-page document, emphasiz-
ing that Auschwitz was a death camp, had to be trans-
lated into Hungarian for church dignitaries, selected
officials, and Jewish leaders in Budapest. The report
was also brought in excerpt and in full to the
Czechoslovak envoy in Switzerland, who received it in
early June. Again nothing happened.

On 4 April 1944 an aircraft of the Mediterranean Al-
lied Photo Reconnaissance Wing flew over Auschwitz.
The mission was prompted by a desire to find out
whether the construction of the I. G. Farben plant was
still in progress. It was. After more photographs were
taken in June and July, four raids were launched be-
tween 20 August and 26 December 1944. Altogether
367 planes dropped 3,394 bombs, but Birkenau was
not targeted. Jewish requests for bombing the gas
chambers were turned down in both Washington and
London.

In Auschwitz gassing continued without interrup-
tion until 1 November 1944. Incidents at the portals of
the chambers were few. The deportees were aware that
large segments of European Jewry had vanished. Many
had heard rumors about Auschwitz and gas, but they
knew nothing about the layout of the camp, and they
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were caught in the unloading, selection, and undress-
ing procedure before they could be certain that this
was the end. Those who were led to the barracks for la-
bor could not grasp that their next of kin were already
dead. They were novices, locked into the routines of
the camp. Among the experienced prisoners, Jews
hoped for bombing raids that would demolish the cre-
matoriums, but for non-Jewish inmates, explosions in
or near the tightly packed barracks could only be an-
other danger.

Most desperate was the situation of the men in the
Jewish Sonderkommando. When word came from the
underground on 7 October 1944 that the SS planned a
large reduction of the work party, the crew of Crema-
torium IV (renumbered III) discussed open resistance.
During their deliberations the Jewish prisoners were
surprised by a German inmate informant, and they
immediately killed him. When SS men approached,
the crew attacked the guards with hammers, axes,
stones, and secreted grenades and set the building on
fire. In Crematorium II (renumbered I) members of
the Sonderkommando mistakenly believed that the
flames were a signal for a general insurrection, and
they too struck. The SS trained its machine guns on
the Jews escaping from IV and encircled a party that
had broken out from II. Three SS men and 250 in-
mates were killed.

During the climactic period of 1944 an acute labor
shortage in German industry led to a decision to trans-
fer a substantial number of inmates from Auschwitz to
other camps. Poles were placed at the head of the line,
because they were considered a special security risk.
Jews were included in the shift, and young Jewish
women from Hungary made up a large contingent of
this human cargo. On 12 January 1945 the Red Army
launched an offensive in the direction of Auschwitz,
and on 17 January the SS held the final roll call. There
were still 67,000 inmates in the Auschwitz complex,
and orders were given that day to march them out. Left
behind were 1,000 corpses and more than 8,000 pris-
oners who were ill or in hiding. Soviet troops captured
Auschwitz on 27 January.

According to calculations by Danuta Czech and
Franciszek Piper, 1.3 million people had been de-
ported to Auschwitz, close to 1.1 million of them Jews.
The death toll was 1.1 million: almost 1 million Jews,
nearly 75,000 Poles, more than 20,000 Gypsies, 15,000
Soviet prisoners of war, and more than 10,000 mem-
bers of other nationalities. For the 200,000 inmates

who survived Auschwitz, the travail was not over.
Thousands died of exhaustion or were shot to death
during the marches to the railheads, still others per-
ished in open coal cars of the trains, and many more
succumbed to privation in Bergen-Belsen, Stutthof,
Mauthausen, Buchenwald, Dachau, Flossenburg,
Sachsenhausen, Neuengamme, and other destina-
tions. Raul Hilberg

Auschwitz Protocols Detailed information about
Auschwitz transmitted to the West in April and
May 1944 by two Jewish inmates, Rudolf Vrba and Al-
fred Wetzler, who had escaped from the camp. See
AuscHWITZ

Austria Following defeat in the First World War, Aus-
tria, with a population of 6.5 million, was left as a mere
rump after the dissolution of the Habsburg empire.
The political parties generally regarded the state, cut
off from its sources of raw material and its industrial
centers, as inviable; they tended to favor union with
Germany, which still held a dominant position in Cen-
tral Europe despite having lost the war. Political al-
liance with Germany (then socialist) in 1919 and an at-
temptin 1931 to form a Customs Union were foiled by
the victorious Allied powers. Vienna first displayed a
nationalist tendency in March 1933, when Chancellor
Engelbert Dollfuss, imitating Hitler, dissolved parlia-
ment: in February 1934 he crushed the socialists in a
bloody civil war and, with assistance from Italy, intro-
duced a one-party system, the Fatherland Front
(Vaterlandische Front). The murder of Dollfuss dur-
ing an attempted Nazi coup in July 1934 and Mus-
solini’s closer relations with Hitler following his foray
in Abyssinia deprived Austria of support. Conse-
quently, in July 1936 the successor to Dollfuss, Kurt
Schuschnigg, was forced to come to an agreement with
Berlin that would constitute a preliminary to the An-
schluss (union with Germany) of 13 March 1938.

The Jews in Austria had gained equality of status
and residential rights in 1867: the monarchy encour-
aged their immigration, since Jews as a group were
perceived as promoting industry. The Jewish popula-
tion of Vienna increased from 6,217 in 1857 to a peak
of 201,513, or 10.8 percent of the city’s population, in
1910. Virulent antisemitism and the economic crisis
caused a flood of emigration: at the beginning of 1938,
169,978 Jews were living in Vienna and 16,050 in the
provinces.

The leader of the middle-class antisemitic Christ-



AUSTRIA

[To view this image, refer to
the print version of this title.]

ian Social party was Karl Lueger, mayor of Vienna
from 1897 to 1910. The party represented the inter-
ests of large estate owners and backed a return to
guilds and fraternities. Under the leadership of Otto
Bauer, Jews had played an important role in the social-
ist development of the “Red Fortress of Vienna” be-
tween 1919 and 1934, and this further heightened the
contrast with the Austrian Ldnder (federal states).
During 1932—36, dissolution of the socialist trade
unions and the dismissal of Jewish doctors from the
hospitals led to increased burdens on the social de-
partment of the Israelitische Kultusgemeinde Wien
(IKG), the Jewish community association in Vienna.
The work load grew from 11,000 cases (relating to
44,000 recipients of welfare) to 23,000 cases (with
60,000 receiving assistance).

In 1935, out of 47,782 Jewish taxpayers, 25,000 were
traders and manufacturers, 15,000 were employees and

Austrian Nazis and local residents look on as Jews are forced to scrub pro-Schuschnigg government slogans off the pavement.
Circa March 1938

workers in the private sector, 4,500 were professionals;
only 600 were state employees and only 150 worked in
local government. The city of Vienna granted no federal
subsidy to either the Jewish religious community or the
Rothschild Infirmary; destitute Jews who were not enti-
tled to permanent residence in Vienna were not ac-
cepted in the hospitals or nursing homes.

Antisemitism was an issue in Austrian universities.
Although before the First World War the possibility of
an academic career depended largely on the fact of
baptism, after 1918 almost no Jews were appointed to
professorships. In 1897 the Waidhofen Decree de-
clared that Jews were “devoid of honor,” so that
no “satisfaction” was owed to Jewish students. The
German-nationalist Reichstag deputy Georg von
Schonerer incited student fraternities and athletic
clubs to adopt racist principles. In 1930 Graf Wenzel
Gleispach, the rector of Vienna University, and in
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1932 Emmerich Czermak, the minister of education,
attempted to introduce the so-called Aryan Paragraph,
a regulation that limited the right of Jews to a univer-
sity education. In September 1934, by Czermak’s se-
cret order, special classes for Jewish children were set
up in primary schools. The Zionists, who in 1932 had
replaced the liberal Union Osterreichischer Juden in
the community leadership, responded by founding a
Jewish primary school, alongside the Chajes Realgym-
nasium and two religious schools. Jewish dueling fra-
ternities such as Kadimah in Vienna and Caritas in
Graz were formed to counter student terrorism at the
universities. External pressure intensified social intro-
version. In 1937, out of 444 Jewish organizations in Vi~
enna, there were 120 welfare societies, 88 synagogue
groups, and 82 Zionist organizations. In the provinces,
there were 181 associations; 72 of them, mostly reli-
gious, were in Burgenland (which in 1921 had opted to
leave West Hungary to join Austria).

The Emigrant Welfare organization (Wanderfiir-
sorge), founded in 1930, decided in 1937 to provide
support for emigrants as far as the port of departure.
An amalgamation of Jewish religious communities,
initiated in 1935, did not receive government approval
until 1936.

From the Anschluss to the November Pogrom

In the first few weeks after the Anschluss, thousands of
Jewish homes were looted and the resident Jews ousted.
Persecution and eviction of Jews satisfied the immedi-
ate economic and social needs of large parts of the Aus-
trian populace and were a substitute for the social wel-
fare assistance promised by the Nazis. On 18 March
1935 the Reichsfithrer SS and Gestapo chief Heinrich
Himmler was empowered to enforce new ordinances,
including measures “even beyond the usually ap-
pointed legal limits,” and to establish Gestapo centers
in provincial capitals. And so the prerequisites for le-
galized violence were put in place.

On the same day, the IKG was closed down and its
board and the leaders of other Jewish organizations were
arrested. Jewish-owned factories and businesses were
seized. Elderly Jews were forced to clean roadways with
toothbrushes and caustic soda (the Reibaktion, or
Scouring Operation) and to join in the desecration of
the main synagogue in Vienna. During March 1938, 220
Jews committed suicide. In two transports, on 1 and 15
April, 110 Jews were among 160 prisoners sent to the
Dachau concentration camp. Under the rule of Gau-
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A crowd of Viennese children looks on as a Jewish youth is
forced by Austrian Nazis to paint the word JFude on his father’s
store. March 1938

leiter Joseph Biirckel, the Reichskommissar for the Re-
union of Austria with the German Reich, Austria be-
came the training ground for anti-Jewish practices.

When the IKG was reopened on 3 May, the first
“compensatory payment” was exacted from Josef
Lowenherz, the community office manager. The pre-
text was that contribution lists, which had fallen into
the hands of the Gestapo, showed that 850,000
schillings had been paid “for the election of an inde-
pendent Austria,” whereas the money had really been
smuggled out of the community box by social workers
and used to relieve local poverty.

On Passover night, gangs of civilian marauders
marched through the streets, attacking and beating
Jews along the way. Orthodox Jewish women were
force