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~~· ------G--ER_M __ A_N __ M_I_LI_r_A_R_IS_M ____ ~-~ 
A Study of -Militaristic Tendencies in Germany Today 

As Revealed by the Attitudes of Opinion Leaders 

Introduction and Background 

W HEN the Allies set out to conquer Ger
many, they pledged themselves, among 

other things, to eradicate German militarism, which 
after a short period of hibernation between the 
two world wars had again secured a powerful grip 
on the minds of the Germans. In world public 
opinion, militarism, even more than nazism, is 
associated with the German name, and rightly so; 
saber rattling, glorification of death on the battle
field, and military . tone, gestures> and discipline in 
ciyilian life are as typical of the behavior of the 
composite German male as the inclination toward 
beer, Teutonic race theories, geopolitical groping 

. on a global scale, and Deutsche Kultur. Ever 
since the days of Frederick the Great, the manifes
tations of militarism in Germany have been as 
striking as they -have been numerous. Colorful 
uniforms until the time of the Kaiser, Prussian drill 
by schoolboys of all ages, even during the days of 
tpe Weimar Republic; philosophic systems center
ing around the basic need for constant battle; and 
a ven table downpour of books, booklets, and 
pamphlets eulogizing the German Armed Forces 
and the experience of war itself are aspects of Ger
many's militaristic climate. 

Notwithstanding the tenuousness of all gen-
. eralizations on a national scale, there can be no 
doubt that militarism is, or at least has been, an 
integral part of the German way of life. It was 
everywhere. It was the \Y/ehrmacht officer who 

-_ exclaimed that his greatest desire on earth was 
· "to give my men a good demonstration of how 
. to die-in a ditch on the road to Paris." It was 
·the bureaucrat who ran his small section strictly 
like a platoon, the middle-class citizen who at his 
Stammtisch never ceased to dwell on all the cam
paigns in which he had participated and on all 
the wars that Germany would have won "if ... " 
It was the teacher who told his pupils that the 
German soldier, "man for man," had always been 
far superior to Americans and Russians, French 
and Chinese, and who kept telling beautiful stories 
about the Marne and the Ardennes, Y pres and 
Verdun, about zeppelins, submarines, artillery, and 
decorations until the eyes of his young listeners 
shone with envy and enthusiasm. It was. the Ger
man industrialist and nobleman who gravely de
plored Germany's tragic obligation to defend by 
force of arms every generation, its heritage, wealth, 

and culture against envious and predatory neigh
bors. 

Those are the carriers of the germ. They are 
easy to recognize, yet hard to fit into specific classi
ficatioru;. Nevertheless the Allies at Potsdam de
cided that the job of eliminating German mui
tarism had to be done no matter how complicated 
it might be. 

In order to implement this decision, the follow
ing legislation has been passed by the Allied Con
trol Authority: 

a) Control Council Directive No. 18, issued 
to zone commanders in November 1945, · estab
lished the procedure for the d1sbandmg ot rne 
German Armed Forces. It prov1ded tor umform 
action in all zones regarding war cnmma1s, con
trol of potentially dangerous ind1vidua1S, and tne 
exchange of _ PW s between zones. This duect .. ve 
also established i:he procedure for the repatr .. auon 
of non-Germans belonging to the German Armed 
Forces. 

b) In August 1946 Control Council Law No. 34 
was passed,. declaring the German Armed Forces 
with all their organizations, staffs, institutions, 
military schools, war veterans' organizations, other 
military or quasi-military organizatiOns, or c1ubs 
and associations which served to keep anve tne 
military traditioDt disbanded, completely d1SS01 ved, 
and illegal. The law repealed all former 1eg1.SJ.a
tion -relating to the German Armed Forces and 
provided for the confiscation of all property owned 
by them. 

c) Control Council Directive No. 38, signed 
14 October, 1946, established common po11cy tor 
the arrest and punishment of war cnmma1s, nazis, 
aQd militarists whom the zone commanders con
sidered -to be most dangerous and the mternm~.;.nt, 
control, and surveillance of potentially dangerous 
Germans. 

ACCORDING to an OM GUS report prepared 
.l'1.. for the Council of Foreign Min1sters in 
London, implementation of the above legislation 
is considered to be essentially completed in all 
AlviZON Laender. Ther{;! are no military forma
tions, units, sub-divisions, establishments, or or
ganizations in the U.S. Zone. All known or sus-
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peered war criminals, nazis, and militarisF.s are sai_d 
ro have been arrested and adjudicated or are under 
arrest awaiting adjudication. 

The Law for Liberation from National Socialism 
and M1htarism was the first legal instrument by 
wh1ch Germans could procede to clean their own 
house of militarists. It defines a militarist as 
follows: 

Article 8 (Law for Liberation from National 
SoCialism and Militarism): 

l. Militarists are:-

( 1) Persons who attempted to bring the life 
of the German people in line with a 
policy of militaristic force; 

( 2) Persons who advocated or are responsi
ble for the domination of foreign peo
ples, their exploitation or deportation; 
or 

( 3) Persons who promoted armament for 
these purposes. 

II. Militarists are, in particular, the following 
persons, insofar as they are not major 
offenders: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

Persons who, by word or in writings, 
formulated or disseminated militaristic 
doctrines or programs or who were ac
tive outside the Wehrmacht in any or
ganization which served to promote 
militaristic ideas; 

Persons who, before 1935, organized 
or participated in the organization of 
the systematic training of youth for war; 

Persons who, as members of the Armed 
Forces ( W ehrmacht), Reich Labor Ser
vice (Reichsarbeitsdienst), the Organi-
zation "Todt" (OT), or the Transport 
Group "Speer," without regard to their 
rank, abused their authority to obtain 
special personal advantages or to mis
treat subordinates brutally. 

A , Section 1, from "German Armed Forces and 
Militarism," Class 2: 

( 8) All members of the training staff and 
executive officials of the war academies 
and naval colleges; 

- "·. 

( 9) All professors, speakers, and authors in. 
the field of military science since 1933. 

I N order to ascertain the degree to which mili
taristic tendencies are still prevalent in postwar 

Germany, ICD interrogators conducted intensive 
interviews with German opinio111 leaders in Berlin, 
Hesse, \Vuerttemberg-Baden, and Bavaria during 
the fall of 1947. Approx_imately two hundred 
people were interviewed, including public officials, 
leaders of the major political parties, Evangelical 
and Catholic churchmen, publishers, educators, 
and ~epresentatives of labor, business, and other 
pr9fesswm;. Individuals such as Bavarian ex
Minister-President Hoegner, LDP leader Kuelz, 
CDU leaders Joseph Mueller and Ernst Lemmer, 
ex-General -yon Stuelpnagel, Protestant Pastor 
Dillschneider of Berlin, and Buergermeister 
Friedensburg of Berlin were interrogated. 

An exploratory study conducted during the 
summer of 1947 m which leading Germans of the 
four zones had been requested to submit brief 
definitions of the term "militarism" was used as 
the basis for drafting the detailed questionnaire 
on which these intensive interrogations were based. 
The preliminary investigation revealed a strong 
tendency on the part of Germans to differentiate 
between militarisn1-which was universally con
demned- and soldierliness ( S old?ttentum), for 
which the majority expressed anything from toler
ance to admiration. Since no respondent was in
d ined to classify himself a:s a militarist, it was 
necessary to penetrate beyond surface protestations 
to determine actual convictions and underlying 
prejudices. 

A questionnaire was prepared designed to dis
close the respondents' viewpoints on the following 
issues: ( 1) the desirability of a military educa
tion as a method of building character and of cmn
b~tting juvenile delinquency; ( 2) the role which 
militarism has played in German history from the 
time of Frederick the Great through the nazi 
regime; (3) the degree to which militarism is in 
itself a threat to democratic government; (4) the 
possibility or desirability of reconstructing a Ger
man army; ( 5) the failure of pacifist efforts during 
the Weimar era; and (6) the process of demili
tarization as conducted by the denazification courts 
under the Law for Liberation from National So
cialism and Militarism. 
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1. · Militarism and Education 

T HE first question which respondents were 
asked concerned the desirability of military 

training for German youth. Two out of three re
plied that they considered t~e da~gers of renascent 
militarism too great to permit theu endorsement of 
any program of military t~aining: . Dr. Joseph 
Mueller, Bavarian deputy pnme mims.ter? seemed 
m represent the viewpoint of the ~aJonty .V:hen 
he replied that, even though a. per10~ of mihtary 
training could inculcate the soldierly VIrtues of love 
of order, cleanliness, discipline, respect for duty, 
and a sense of group feeling, he preferred that 
such characteristics be developed by other, less 
dangerous methods. More violen~ critics . like 
Karl Esser, SPD publisher of the Mtttelbayensche 
Zeitung,· Dr. Duisberg, Bavarian landowner, ~n~ 
CDU leader Ernst Lemmer insisted that a mili
tary education offers no advantages but produces 
only Kadave·rf{ehorsam (blind obedience) ~?? a 
"puppet" mentality. Lemm~r advo~ate~ a fmal 
radiCal closing of all army Installano~s and the 
substituting of a program of profess10nal or of 
athletic training .. 

Proponents of a program of ID:ili~ary training 
qualified their endorsement by msistmg on a 
den10cratized army, pe.rhaps modeled after that 
of Switzerland or of the United States, which 
would train youth for citizenship rather t~an for 
war. The majority, however, feel that, wh1le such 
a program might be safe i.n countri~~ where 
democracy is a firmly established traditiOn, the 
historic German susceptibility to the .excesses of 
militarism would render any education under the 
army undesirable. 

Recognizing the necessity for some comprehen
sive program for the reorientation and social re
adjustment of German youth, many respondents 
suggested an alternative plan of compulsory or 
voluntary labor service. Such a program wo~ld 
in their opinion afford the ll:eeded charact~r tram
ing for young Germans Without pr~ucmg . the 
regimentation so destructive .of the .cnncal thir;tk
ing and independent analysis requt:r.ed of act~ve 
cinzens of a demO<;:racy. Others, hke Bavanan 
LandtaO' President Horlacher,' suggested that a 
replace~ent of military tra~ning .br sports activi
ties would be desirable but msuffiCient; more pro
found remedies such as the elimination of the 
black market and the improvement of economic 
conditions would be needed to rehabilitate youth. 

Leaders in Berlin, possibly for both traditional 
and strategic reasons, disphiyed a greater willing
ness to endorse a military training program. They 
emphasized both the desirability ?f cultivati?g the 
soldierly virtues and the practical necessity o~ 
preparations against "the menace from the East. 

South German leaders, on the ~ther hand, and 
Bavarians i·n particular, were more i~lined . t? 
condemn all soldierly training as Prussian rmh
tarism. In Wuerzburg, for example, not one of 
the twelve leaders questioned sanctioned any form 
of military education. 

The question of universal military traini~~ is 
evidently not one on which the vanous pohncal 
parties have made a policy decision. The leaders 
of only orte party, the LDP, responded consistently. 
Surprisingly enough, they were th~ only ones w~10 
unanimously rejected any suggestion of the rein
troduction of military training because they be
lieve that political democracy must be based on 
individualism, not on regimentation. Dr. Kuelz 
replied that soldierly training is the .first step to
ward militarism; and Oberbuergerme1ster Bleek of 
Marburg, also a Liberaldemokrat, feels that mili
tary traming fails to teach the most . necessary 
virtue, "namdy, civil courage." He beheves that 
training for citizenship must be a~complished by 
intellecmal development, not by dnll. 

The majority of SPD respondents opposed ID:ili
tary education because of the danger of recreatmg 
an officer caste and of returning the Junkers and 
militarists to power; but many other Social Demo
crats feel that present conditions warrant some 
carefully controlled, democratic system of a more or 
less military training that will work toward there
moraliza.tion of German youth. It is noteworthy 
that half the KPD-SED leaders, though officially 
opposed to any form of militarism, indicated -~hat 
military training to defend freedom and to "hght 
capitalism" was not only acceptable but necessary.* 
Members of the CDU-CSU were most concerned 
about the present moral corruption of European 
youth, and many of them feel that soldierly train
ing offers one solution to the problem. The 
majority, however, agreed that other methods 
equally effective and less dangerous can be found 
to combat delinquency. 

C HURCH leaders, on the whole, tended to feel 
that young people must be taken from the 

streets and taught discipline, order, and respect for 
society; and mn.e of the fourteen church leaders 
questwned believe that conscription ~o~ld pr?
vide an effective method of accomphshmg this. 
Two Berlin clergymen in particuhbr were very 
emphatic in their endorsement of a program which 
members of other professions tended to consider 
militaristic: Pastor Dilschneider, professor of 
dogma at the Berlin Theologi~al Se~inary, a~ 
Jesuit Domkapitular Adolph. D1lschneider, who Is 
a member of . the Prussian Church Council and 

"' In pre-Hitler days both the SPD and the KPD had 
organized para-military units. 
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who was formerly on the executive council of the 
Berlin Kulmrbund, stated that "Culture without 
struggle is unthinkable . . . man must learn to 
bear arms as well as his cross." Both he and 
Domkapitular Adolph underlined their support of 
military training by reference tO the "moral obliga
tion" of Western peoples to defend their civiliza
tion against the Eastern menace. The division of 
opinion between adherents and opponents of mili
tary training was substantially the same in Catholic 
groups as in Protestant. Only a minority in both 
groups believe that military training is neither 
a legitimate part of education nor a corrective for 
juvenile delinquency. 

As a group, journalists and educators proved 
to be the most outspoken critics of military train
ing. While opinion among the other professions 
was almost evenly divided, not one of the sixteen 
journalists and only three of the thirteen educators 
interviewed favored soldierly training. On the 
whole, the traditionally liberal, intellecnialgrotips, 
and the office-holders, who may feel that they must 
reflect the Alli:d viewpoint, were opposed to any 
new program of conscription, while the traditional
ly conservative circles, including church leacie;fS 
and independent professional men, who may feel 
relatively independent of occupation forces, wer~ 
more willing to advocate military training. 

II. .Militarism and German History 

AN overwhelming majority of the respondents 
1"'1. agreed that, from the time of Frederick the 
Great (or perhaps of his father, Frederick William 
I, the Soldter King) and excepting the brief inter
lude of the Weimar Republic, the German state 
had been controlled by militaristic leaders who 
built up the power of the army in order to imple
ment their policies of expanswn or to engage in 
aggressive wars. This same majority was ot the 
opmion that Frederick the Great, Bismarck, 
William II, and Adolf Hitler could all be classified 
as militarists of varying degree and that all four 
had intentionally embroiled Europe in war. 

A more cautious minority, although agreeing 
that German histOry had been strongly influenced 
by militarism, did not feel that all four leaders 
should be categorized as militarists. Bismarck was 
most frequently singled out for exception because 
of his firm opposition to the influence of the army 
over civilian affairs and because of his sincere 
efforts to maintain the European peace after Ger
man unity had been achieved. Fnedrich Kaeppel, 
Evangelical pastor of Regensburg, expressed the 
opinion that BismaJrck was primarily a politician, 
not a militarist, that he employed the military for 
his own objectives but was roo far-sighted and in
telligent tO allow himself to be dominated by it. 
Karl Esser, SPD chairman of Lower Bavaria and 
publisher of the Mittelbayerische Zcitung, con
stders both William It and Hitler militarists, but 
feels that in the case of Frederick the Great and 
Bismarck other characteristics outweighed their 
tendencies toward militarism. Some respondents 
excepted F!!ederick on the grounds that he was 
"a child of his times;" and those who defended 
the Kaiser against the charge of militarism, in
cluding Georg Mueller of the Berlin executive 
committee of the SPD, said that he was only the 
tool of the militaristic clique, not an instigator of 
militarism. Dr. Friedensburg, member of the CDU 
and deputy Oberbuergermeister of Berlin, believes 
that, although militarism has always occupied an 

unfortunate place in German history, only Hitler 
ha:i been a true militarist. Frederick the Great 
and Bismarck had been "free from the narrow out
look which characterizes militarists;" the Kaiser, 
although short-sighted and desirous to impress, was · 
too weak to be described as a militarist. . . . 

A SMALL group of respondents made up chief:.. 
ly of people who profess no party affiliation 

denied that Germany's history is particularly mili
taristic or that her leaders, at least until the advent 
of the Third Reich, were particularly aggressive. 
Representing this viewpoint, Dekan Langenfass, a 
Bavarian clergyman, contends that, since it is the 
duty of every state to defend itself against aggres
sion, it is perfectly legitimate for leaders of a 
country to encourage the development of a strong 
army. He pointed to other European states which, 
he believes, have been even more milita~ristic than 
Germany: F.rance under Louis XIV and Sweden 
at the time of Charles XII, for example. Since 
the army has never actually controlled the German 
government, he feels that Germany has never been 
dominated by militarism, even though he admitted 
that the militaristic spirit was strong during the 
nazi regime and that the entire population had 
been educated to "soldierly obedience." 

In general, this small group, although acknowl
edging the existence of aggressive militarism dur- · 
ing the national socialist regime, is inclined to 
feel that the fanatical nationalism of the Hitler 
period was the direct result of the frustration of 
national feelings caused by the Treaty of Versailles. 
Langenfass; who belongs to this group, stated that 
"Versailles was the true birth-hour of German 
militarism," that this 'l'impossible" peace activated 
the energies of the German people in a particular 
direction and made possible the disastrous com
bination of army, heavy industry, high finance, and 
political adventurers which was responsible for 
World War II. The group extols the virtues of 
soldierliness, feeling that a healthy admiration for 
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the army encourages courtesy and morality in a 
nation's youth. It carefully differentiates between 
fanatical militarists and true patriots. One re
spondent made the rather unusual distinction be
tween "tragic milita:rists and enthusiastic mili
tarists." Rommel, in his opinion, was a tragic 
militarist; · Keitel, Hitler's lackey, an enthusiastic 
militarist. 

T HE majority viewpoint that German history 
had been dominated by a spirit of militarism 

and controlled by militaristic rulers was supported 
by leaders of all major political parties and by 
outstanding educators, journalists, and public offi
Cials. Most vehement were the members of the 
KPD-SED, who unanimously decried the disastrous 
role which militarism had played in German 
history. One SED man, a Berlin educator, stated 
that · Frederick the Great had been a militarist out 
of thirst for power, Bismarck out of class spirit, 
the Kaiser out of stupidity and vanity, and Hitler 
as a handyman ·and hireling of monopoly capital
ism. Fritz Sperling, Bavarian chairman of the 
KPD, expressed the Communist viewpoint by 
blaming Prussian influence for German militar
ism: "The Prussian road to ... unification ... in 
1870 was dictated by the ruling classes, which 
stood on a foundation of militarism." In his view, 
Frederick, Bismarck, William, and Hitler were all 
militarists who prepared wars in the interest of 
economic forces-monopoly capitalism and Jun
kertum. Because no genuine democracy arose in 
1918, the rule of the monopolies and Junkers re
mained unchallenged, and so the basic foundations 
of militarism continued to exist. Heavy industry 
and the generals .could rely in mutual trust on the 
nazis to prepare their new world war. 

While SPD respondents also frequently regarded 
the "industrial barons of the Rhineland and 

Silesia in the first •ranks" of war agitators (in the 
worps of Munich SPD leader Marx); the average 
respondent, particularly in Bavaria, emphasized the 
specifically Prussian nature of militarism. Hans 
Bentz, Munich journalist, expressed the view _ that 
one of the most profound reaspns for the increas
ingly fatal role of militarism in German history 
was the nature of the Prussian people. He sub
stantiated his viewpoint by .a quotation from Prus
sian a•rmy slang to the effect that ,"to stand at 
attention is a substitute even for food." This ex
treme attitude, he believes, typifies the military 
soul and hardness of the Prussian people as con
trasted to the easy-going gentleness of other Ger
mans. Prof. Hans Held, Munich, referred to the 
"pernicious system prevailing in Prussia" of making 
ex-officers with purely military background high
ranking civil servants_. Dr. Schoeningh of the 
Stteddeutsche Zeitung contrasted the greater em
phasis on culture found in the southern German 
states with a different attitude in Prussia. Pro
fessor Held also pointed to the effect of the Refor
mation, which by undermining imperial power 
strengthened the feudal elements in Germany and 
encouraged the militarism of the northern princes. 
He also blamed the contemporary Protestant 
Church for its "evil role" in recent history and for 
maintaining its "German nationalist character even 
today." 

In general, Hitler is regarded as the arch mili
tarist-"the prototype . of the most dangerous, 
chauvinistic militarism" and the "absolute ex
ponent and final culmination of a development" 
in this direction. War guilt is charged chiefly 
to the nazis and the genera~ staff, although many 
agree that "differentiation among the chief mili
tarists is impossible; National Socialists, generals, 
and industrialists are all children of the militaristic
aggressive-arrogant spirit." 

Ill. Militarism and Democracy 

I T was the unanimous opinion of the respondents 
that the elimination of militarism is as impor

tant as the elimination of nazism to the establish
ment of democracy. In the words of Otto Grimm, 
Hesse Union leader with SPD affiliation, "The 
foundation of demo<;:racy is freedom of opinion and 
the expression of the will of the citizen, which mili
tarism never permits." A GYA leader stated that 
"militarism means compulsion and is therefore 
not compatible with democracy," and chairman 
Neumann of the Marburg SPD said that the two 
ideologies could not be combined. 

Bavarian Minister of Education Horlacher 
thought that German militarism was of a political 
nature. "The army did not confine itself to its 
duties, but sought also to influence politics." 
Rector !Yfartin of \X'uerzburg University said that 

militarism always went "hand in hand with ex
aggerated nationalism, the leading idea of national 
socialism," and that all militarists. were imbued 
with the lust for power, typical of the nazis. Since 
most respondents agreed that "the roots of ag
glression, and of the eternal desire for revenge lie 
in militarism," they concluded that its. complete 
elimination is basically essential for the recon
struction of a peaceful, democratic state. How
ever, many joined CDU leader Ernst Lemmer in 
the sober warning that militarism, because it is 
more deeply rooted than nazism in the German 
tradition, will be more difficult to eliminate. 
"Nazism is a superficial illness, militarism a basic 
one." 

A group of young people in Frankfurt feel that 
both militarism and national socialism can be de-
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srroyed only by a, demoq~tr~tion. of the positive ac
co.rn,plishment~ of qe.q1ocracy; so.rn,~ expressed con
cern that too' mud1; ep1p.basts on demilitarization 
would result in a co~pktely weak Gep.nany. 
SED-KPQ re$poqqepts believe th~t the extirpation 
of militarism is of p,rim,ary importance and that 
it would be effective only if accon;J.p<+nied by the 
disappearance of the. ,"great b\lsiness Il)agl).ate~ who 
will alw~y~ h~ tp~ m.asters" and will use their in
fluence .to begin ariorhe,r wru; forth~ sake of profit. 

I N view of the fact that the citizens of the young 
." Weimar Republic elected a · field marshal as 

pres1dent, the question was asked whether former 
military figures of accepta~le reputation qmld be 
useful to a new German de~ocracy. Opinion on this 
pomt was divided. The trend among respondents 
was to consider as unrealistic any differentiation 
between old-line, generals and political ge.Qerals. 
Leftist opinion as a whole was that, even though 
there might b~ a th~ore~ical diff~t;.epce, in practice 
all ge~eials were the same: they were m~1itarists 
who regarded military aiins above every other con
sideration. 

. Thqse w4q_ s~:w a v~lJci, f?a~js f.er differ~p~iation 
pointed' to the cll_ivaJry and regard for professjonal 
honqr of tl:w olcJ-liqe. officer.§. H~tr~ vo-9: Witzleben, 
indu~tr~~list_ aqq scio~ of, a f~~ll.P.US qer.rg~n f~.q1ily 
connected with the 20th of July Putsch, in~i~ted, 
t~at there was "a gre.at differ:enq; from the stand
point of character and of ability." Protestant Dean 
Schuster of Fulda based the distinction on the 
attitude toward religion of the two types; accord
ing to him, the general of the old school believed 
in t-he church and was interested in the spiritual 
welfare of his troops, wher~as the nazi general be
lieved only in parcy ideology. Others credited the 
old-line generals with having respect for interna
tional law and with refusing to follow Hitler 
blindly. President Meier of the Augsburg Chamber 
of Commerce and Industry referred to the at
tempted overthrow of the Hitlet;. regime in 1938 
and again in July 1944, and other · respondents 
specifically mentioned Generals von Fritsch and 
von Hammerstein as leaders of the opposition 
group. 

The maJority opigipn, hQwt:ver, seems. to be 
reflected in the, statement of a Bavarian educator 
who believes tha~ "an inve~erJLte militari$t remains 
a militarist even if he seems to be unpolitical;" he 
has no sympathy with the leaders of the 20th of 
July revolt because he suspects that they intended 
to keep power for themselves in order to support 
their militaristic ideology after the overthrow of 
Hitler. Even though old-line generals may be 
less danger9us politically, it is the majority view
point that they and nazi generals are equally mili
taristic. 

In the opinion of a Catholic youth leader, per
mitting generals to assume office r·'would awaken 

and fqster the hope that by quiet waiting, and 
patience the old glorious t1mes would return." 
!'he example of Hmdenburg was frequently cited 
to demonstrate the dangers to democ):acy inherent 
in etectwg a military man to high political office. 
SPD leaders in particular tended to tee~ that hardly 
any Germa,n army offic.er had ever been democratiC 
and that, as SPD leader Dr. Suhr of Berlin .p\lt it, 
"a general will always remain a professional 'mili
tanst." Many of them feel that a military man 
in any phase of government can exterid' his influ,. 
ence beyond his particular office to endanger the 
entire demooi:atic structure of the government. 

. It is no~ surprising, therefore? that iC was the 
almost unanimous dec1sion of the respondents that 
former generals should n(_)t be · allowed to fill im
portant positions in democratic Germany. They 
3Jre rejected as potential leaders either because of 
their, war guilt, the threat of renascent militarism 
to demcqacy, or because of the nan;owness, of 
their military education. 

A few respondents stated that in the interest of 
fairness each case should be decided individually 
and that in a democracy a man should not a,, priori 
be disqualified from- public office because of . h~s 
uniform. Some feel that Germany cannot afford · 
to waste available talent; and Freiherr von Godin, 
chief of the Bavarian Land police, warned that, 
while nazi generals should not be assigned leading · 
posts, it would be equally dangerous to push the~ 
aside entirely. '''Russia is grateful for every ayail
able · expert." Some respondents are basically 
opposed to condemning anyone against whom 
personal guilt cannot be proved and feel that artifi.S 
cially keeping capable men in inferior positions 
would foster the growth of a dangerous opposition 
group which might undermine a democratic gov
ernment. 

DESPONDENTS were then asked how it was 
.1'- possible that the German electorate in 1925 
had.favored Hindenburg over the Centrist candidate 
Marx and whether they would vote for a man like 
Brauchitsch rather than for SPD leader Schumacher, 
if an election were held now with these two as 
candidates. Only KPD-SED respondents affirmed 
th'l.t the German people had voted. for Hindenburg, 
rather than for Marx because of their fundamental 
mili.tarism, Marburg KPD sec.retary Seder. .stated, 
that the developments from 1918 to 1923 repre
sented a "revolutionary wave . toward democracy 
and socialism," but that th,e inflationary crisis gave 
the reactionary elements an opportunity to· regain 
control. By the time of the 1925 election, '''de
mocracy" in Germany had become too weak to 
prevent Hindenburg's election despite the. warning 
of the KPD that "who votes, for Hindenburg votes 
for ,Hitler; who votes -for Hitler votes for wac" 
Many non-Communists, on the other hand, blamed· 
the candidacy of Communist Thaelmann for the 
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loss of three million votes with which Marx could 
have been elected. 

The fact that Marx was a Catholic while the 
majority of Germans are Protestant was cited by 
most respondents as chief reason for his failure in 
1925. It was also frequently stated that he was 
the relatively unknown candidate of one political 
party while Hindenburg was a popular, almost 
legendary, national hero who stood above party 
politics. At the time, Hindenburg seemed like a 
strong · man; the representative of German unity; 
and; of course, he had the backing of the strongly 
conservative-Hugenberg press. A few. respondents· 
felt that. even. many Catholics voted against Marx 
because they did. not believe in socialism. The 
view was .. expressed, for ~ample, that South Ger
man Catholics, who art; agrarian .and therefore in
clined 'to be more conseryative than the Catholics 
of the ind_ustrial Rhi~eland, , preferred a Protestant 
candidate to a Cathol~~ socialist. 

FN · the- cas~ of a hypothetical presidt:ntial contest 
.b between Btauchttsch and S<::humacher, a large 
majority. of. respondents said they would vote· 
for Schumacher. .Although only two· preferred 
Brauchitsch;.. there.. was .. a: substantiaL minority that. 
would vore for . neither . candidate. . Schumacher's 
supporters included, not only membets· of the SPD, 
but also some leaders of other political groups: 
for e:xamp,le,. Ernst. Lemmer of the CDU, Bleek 
of the.. LDP.; . The. Berlin Pastor Dilschneider. 
would choose: Schum:acher· because he--· sees in 
Schumacher's social- democracy a positive answer 
to bolshevism. Several business men and members 
of the. FD P often stated that thev would vote for 
Schumacher, despite · his · socialist' ideology, rather 
than choose a general. Kempten FD P chairman 
Friedrich tenned Schumacher "both a political 
realist and a democrat;" and Bauer, SPD chairman 
of Swabia, tersely summarized the opinion of ·an 
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overwhelming majority. by_ st~ting th~t he would 
·vote fqr Schumache£-"never far a general!" An 
LDP youth leader argued. that a.t the moment Ger
many needs a ·strong . man to wh~tn the outside 
world wil.l listen and that Schumacher is that man. 
Althoug~ there is dang~r that he seeks absolute 
power for the SPD, he is an ide~list with a strong 
personality whose leadership G_ermany needs. The 
group wh1ch would . endorse . neither candidate in
dude~ sev~ral business men who 1 oppose socialism 
as ant1-c~encal and leading members of rival polit
ICal part1es: Dr. Kuelz of the LDP; Dr. Friedrich 
of the Berlin CDU; Zedlitz, founder of the Ba
varian Party; Dr. Curschman of the Munich FDP; 
as · well ·as all the SED~KPD leaders interviewed. 
~trangely. enoug!J -another outspok~n opponent of 
Schumacher was: Geotg Mueller, member of the 
Berlin SPD secretariat; who· severely censuted 
Sdmmaoher' s nationalism as incomistetu with so
cia.l. democracy. Ot:t<> G.raf, SPD·councilor to the 
Bavarian ministef, of · Gulture-; did not give his 
preference; but he . stated. that, if the German 
people were_ gi,ven:· a free choice today between,, a ' 
popul~r gener~l and a civilian, for example be
tween ~tauch1ts~h and SchU1Ilacher, they ·would 
~lect' the general. . Becaus~ of fear of the occupy
mg powers, however, no party would dare nominate 
a general now.- · · 

Dr. Schaeffer, for:m~t, _ &v~rian minister-presi
?ent, ~-ar.tly ec?,o~4 thi( ?.Binion but based his 
Juqgme~: . on reh~ol,l!s~~oung$, . He, believes. that, 
at least m Eavaria, . Brauchitsch would have the
advantage. uThe_ people would vote for him, not 
as a militarist, . but on. an entirely different basis. 
Schumacher is the representative of- socialism, and 
that is basically anti-Clerical. Therefore, if there 
were only two. candidates, the Bavarian people 
would vote for the anti-~ciali'st,. pro-clerical ele
ment." 

IV. Tlte 1Heed1 for , a German Army 

··A?J<HD whether a: nation can maintain its honor 
~ withour- an army, · the respondents almost 
unanimously agreed that it could. Pointing to such 
countries as Sweden and~ Switzerland, several ex
pressed"the~opiniorrthat" the honor of a country is 
ba~sed, not on~ itS military ·might, but"On its cultural. 
and mate.rial 'progress· and on the care and attention 
giVen.~. w~ its: citizens. Dr. Maas, Wuert:temberg
Baden etbmaror; stated. that an "army has nothing 
whatie.Yer; to; dv with the.:,self:.res.pect and honor of 
a~ nation. These.. argu.tnents are just used . to es
tablish armies, which are then misused." P.r;esident 
Balser of the Peace Society said that "no phrase 
is... so- dangerOllS" as , that a natioil~s , honor is de
pendent 'onu nilitacy. .,pawer. ' 

·· More tha-ri- half the respondents~ however, dif
ferentiatecL between thoory and practice: although 

they were of die opini~n that a nation could main
tain honor without an army, they believed that it 
p~obably could not· long maintain its independence 
w1thout an· army·. A member of the Fulda SPD 
executive oommitt:ee typified· majority viewpoint 
in stating that "in timeg; of political -and ideological 
conflict. like the pre-sent a nation is paralyzed, and 
will sooner. or later- Stlccumb to aggression if it is 
not protected by an. army." Many respondents 
expressed the hope that. ultimately either the 
United. Nations· will establish. an international 
police force which will guata:ntee collective securi
ty:, or a United States o£ Europe will be. organized, 
thus elin1inating the dangerof intra~European ag
gression, at least. Meanwhile, however, the need 
for self.:d;efense r·emains. Police Chief Rupperti 
o£ Fulda believes that ~· ... as long as the U. S. A. 
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will protect us as a foster child, we will not need 
an armed force, but, if we are left to ourselves, 
we will need an army;" and Hessian CDU Landrat 
~t1eier stated that, •;•it the principles of the Atlantic · 
Charter are to be realized, a German army must 
come into operation as soon as the occupying 
powers evacuate the country." In Kassel, a pro
tessor of sociology cited the examples of Indonesia, 
Greece, and Palestine to demonstrate that · the 
United Natwns are not yet equipped to enforce 
their decisions, certainly not agamst one of the 
Great Powers. KPD chairman Haas of Swabia 
believes that "an armed force is without doubt 
necessary for security; imperialistic, predatory wars 
(of the past) prove this." In general, . the ma
jority feel that, while they would prefer a situation 
1n which no ind1vidual nation would require an 
army for its defense, the pres~tlt . state of Interna:
uonal insecurity .makt:s some sort of German mili
tary force essential to national existence. 

COULD a new German ·army be different in 
character from the old? · Could it be formed 

w1thout the Junkers? All respondents agreed that 
any new German army would have to be demo
cratic and non-aggressive in character. Bavarian 
Landtag President Horlacher thought that the pre
requisite of the establishment ot any new army 
was that it would be "only the instrument in the 
hand of a democratic republic, in order to guaran
tee that the army could in no way influence the 
d1.rection of the state. This fundamental German 
evil must disappear .. . . The former German anti
democratic forces represented by J unkertum and 
the Prussian officer caste should, under no circum
stance, be eligible to leading positions within the 
army." Many respondents suggested that a future . 
W ehrmacht be patterned after the Swiss militia 

and that there should be no permanent, profes
sional officers. 

Several German leaders, however, doubted the 
practicability of such a plan. A member of the 
Bavarian refugee aid organization, for · example, 
believes that military force is essential for secunty, 
but nevertheless could not advocate the rebuilding 
of a Germari- army because of his fear that the 
J unk:ers "would always regain their former au
thonty." Evangelical Pasror Kaeppel -of Regens
burg shared this belief that an army without Junker 
control is impossible, and he therefore advocated 
only a strong police force. Ernst Lemmer was 
among those who opposed a reconstructed Wehr
macht on the grounds that an army ·is -dangerous 
from the point of view of domestic as well as 
foreign polity. He stated that the officer caste · 
and Junkers would always return and disapproved 
or the "phantom of a democratic militia 11ke the 
Sw1ss," advocaung instead the alternative of a 
strong police force. An Augsburg trade union 
secretary stated that "any type of mllttary training 
would make Germany mihtarisnc again, especially 
because Junkers and the officer caste would always 
fmd the opportunity to seize authoritative posi
nons in the army." 

In all, a substantial minority strenuously opposed 
the reconstruction of a new, German army on the 
grounds of both fear and hope: fear of returning 
power to the hands of the former ruling class and 
fear of a revival of German militarism and the 
consequent danger to democracy and peace; hope 
that an internatiOnal police force organized by the 
United Nations or by a European federation will 
render such national ·armies unnecessary and 
obsolete. 

V. Militarism and Pacifism 

PACIFISM was defined by the majority of re
spondents as the policy of settlement of inter

national differences through judicial decision and 
compromise without resort to military force. Many 
termed it the preservation of peace at any cost. 
Dr. Suhr specifically defined the concept of present 
day pacifism as the delegation of jurisdiction in 
international political affairs to the United Nations. 
He advocated the "organization of all nations of 
the world into the U.N. and revision of th~ veto 
privilege." Professor Hohmann of Munich went 
even further, declaring that only through world 
government could genuine pacifism-the elimi
nation of all wars-be achieved. 

An overwhelming majority strongly stated their 
endorsement of pacifism as "an ideal of humanity," 

as "the highest n1oral idea," and as "an ultimate 
goal worth striving to attain." These respondents 
were inclined to attribute failure of the pacifist 
~ove~ent of the Weimar era . to the powerful 
fmanCial and press support behind the counte,r~ 
propaganda of militaristic and Junker circles. 
SPD leaders particularly praised the efforts of 
such journalists as Karl von Ossietzky, editor of 
the _Weltbttehne and winner of the Nobel Peace ~ 
A ward, and blamed militarists and ''their obedient 
press" for systematically undermining -.the pacifist 
movement. 

Other respondents, although sympathetic with 
the idea, criticized the attempted pacifism of the 
twenties as ineffective, poorly organized, or in
competently led. Domkapitular Adolph, Berlin 

RESTRICTED 



REPORT No.7 RESTRICTED Page 9 

Jesuit leader, for example, said that the (anti-mili
tanst propaganda of the pre-nazi period was pre- . 
sented w1thout regard to psychological factors." 
Landrat Stieler of I:•ulda (Hesse) was of the opinion 
thac "the way m which pacifism had been repre
sented was detr1mental rather than beneficial to 
the peace movement. A sensibly directed program 
With moderate aims would have found favorable 
response even in the days of the Weimar Re
public." Another respondent criticized the pacifist 
1eaders as "typically ~erman, much too metaphysi
cal and emouonal, too unpolitical, and not sober 
enough in . their approach." Many respondents . 
felt that the pacifist program was not sutficiently 
thorough or persuas1ve, and a . member of the 
Heidelberg denazification board stated that pacifist 
literature ·should have been made an integral part 
of German education and discussed in all schools 
by competent teachers. 

Several respondents were of the opm10n that 
the Germany of the inter-war period had not been 
fertile ground for pacihsm. Hans Weiss, KPD 
chauman of Lower rlavana, blamed the "mountmg 
nanonahst and chauvinist mentality of the German 
people;" and CDU representatives from Kassel 
ne1ct me victonous Alhes responsible for creating 
conduwns not conduCJve to pacifism. Resentment 
ot the Versailles Treaty was mentwned by a few 
as a cause of d1S1lluswnment. The president of 
the .Free German 'lrade Unions, ·for example, 
argued that the German people desired to rearm 
because they misundersto~d and were embittered 
by the tJreaty; a Marburg GYA leader stated blunt
lY that, after the Versailles Treaty had been q'dic
tated 1n a spitit of hate," the German people cou1d 
no lOnger beHeve 111 peace or accept the philosophy 
ot pacihsm. Accord1ng to other respondents, 
paC1nsm m Germany hact been doomed to failure 
because 1t had been attempted unilaterally. "Propa
ganda tor peace In a worid of armed force is most 
.i..Ke1y to tall on deaf ears." 

OPINION on the well-known anti-war books of 
Kemarque and Renn was vaned. Some re

spondents were not fam1har With them but a sub
stantial majonty said they had read the books and 
considered them valuable in the program of edu
canon against war. However, many respondents, 
even outspoken pacifists, criticized this type of 
1lterature as "trash." A Fulda journalist, membe.r 
of a communist intellectual group, said that ALl 
Quiet 'on the W este·r11- Front had been widely read 
but · that 1t had been rejected because of its sub
jectivity and its black-and-white presentation. 
Balser, president of the Peace Society, c.riticized 
the books because, although they were written to 
counteract militarism, they include too much de
scription of war which might incite the militaristic 

thinking of the reader. Less outspoken pacifists 
criticized the books on the grounds that they had 
aroused the resentment of the German people, 
particularly of war veterans, by implying that all 
;,o.i.dJ.ers a,re cnminals. In general, 1t was telt that, 
though these books were useful, the total amount 
or ann-milltanst actlv1t1es was who.Hy madequate. 

The consensus was that pacifist literature 
wou1d be ot some vame In the present Situation 
ouc tnat 1t wou1d have to be considered as only 
one .tacet ot a we1l-developed program. A um
versny pro.tessor expressed the opm10n that the 
wno1e eaucat1ona1 program should teach to.1erance 
and the Interdependence ot the nations ot the 
world. One respondent warned that modern paci
fist 1Iteramre must not be utopian and sentunem:a!, 
but a sober, reawmc presentation of the prob.1em 
ot peace that · appeals to reason rather than to the 
emonons. KPV and SPD leaders, on the wno1e, 
tended to agree in their endorsement ot paC1.tlst 
Hterature. .)everal respondents added mac Im
provement or economic conditlOns must torm part 
or a pac1hst program. A . young woman stuuent 
or lVlarburg doubted whether those who are paci
nsts waay would remam so 1t they were torct.d 
w :>~e tne1r children "starved systemauca1ly." 

D.ESPON.DENTS were then asked if they con
~'-. s1dered women 111 general a pac1I1st l11I1uence 
on German soc1ety. lne questiOn was deemed Im
ponant because won1en outnumber men 1n lier
many 111 ~he ratio ot three to two and oecause tne 
nanona1 socialist propaganda machme, 111 bnngmg 
httle.r to power and promotmg rearmament anct 
war, reuea heav1ly upon the support ot German 
women. 

Those respondents who believe that German 
women now exercise a pacifist influence usually 
based the1r opmion on · the fact that women are 
by nature less militaristic than men and that 
mothers always fear losing the1r sons in a war. 
Domkap1tu1ar Adolph sa1d that after their experi
ences during this last war German women certamly 
have had enough of war. A large group stated 
that German women are potentially a force for 
peace, but have been dangerously indoctrinated by 
nazi militarism, and that those who have remained 
unaffected have not been trained to play an au
thoritative role in political affai1·s, although they 
could be so trained. 

Another large group, however, was emphatic 
in the opinion that German women are mo.re 
dangerous militarists than German men are. They 
pointed to the ardent feminine support given the 
Hitler regime and criticized women for admiration 
of uniforms and military display. 
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VI. Demilitarization 

FINALLY, respondents were interviewed in con
nection with the Law for Liberation from Na

nonal Sociaiism and Militarism. Virtually none of 
the respondents was aware of any convictions of 
militansts under this law, but they were almost 
unanimous in believing that such convictions would 
be just. The majority agreed that it is at least 
as important to punish militarists as it is to convict 
National Socialists. CSU leader Bendt of Augs
burg and Munich journalist Hans Bentz shared the 
opinion that professional soldiers, the chief pro
ponents of militarism, are the leading postwar 
profiteers of the denazification program because, 
as non-party members, they are now allowed to 
assume leading positions. KPD leader Sperling 
stated that the Communists favor the punishment 
of militarists but warned that all officers· are not 
ipso facto militarists. He pointed to the fact thau 
many . officers had been active leaders in the 
struggle against Hitler and cautioned that each case 
must be judged individually. · 

Munich SPD leader Marx contended that Ger
man legal authorities have not yet fully recognized 
their responsibility in regard to the punishment 
of militarists and cited the case of one Captain 
Terwelp, an ambitious officer who had shot a sub
ordinate because the latter had been guilty of in
subordination while intoxicated. Marx feels that 
this officer was the prototype of the hardened, 
prestige-conscious militarist who must be elimi
nated, but that the Spruchkammern fail to ounish 
this type. 

There was division of opinion on the question 
of whether the German soldier, because he fulfilled 
his military duty, should be liable to prosecution 
as a militarist. Although the majority agreed that 
the fundamental human ideas of morality and 
justice are superior to the concept of military duty, 
many respondents expressed the conviction that 
the German soldier should not be held accountable 
for having served the cause of militarism unless 
he actually violated the laws of war or committed 
atrocities. LDP leader Kuelz, for example, insisted 
that the German soldier only did his duty during 
the war. Professor Lange of Mannheim asserted 
that "with very few exceptions German soldiers 
behaved decently and couectly in war, perhaps 
better than the soldiers of the various occupation 
powers;" and Oberbuergermeister Bleek of Mar
burg suggested that those soldiers who "honestly 
believed that they were only doing their soldierly 
duty" should not be denounced, but rather taught 
the way to democracy. 

A BERLIN SED educator, however, argued that 
the German soldier did not obey out of 

necessity, but because he enjoyed obedience. The 

di_rector of the pedagogical faculty of the University 
ot Berlin was certam that the soldier in the recent 
war had been genmnely faithful to the old 
Prusswn ideal of duty in disregard of the fact that 
the authonty of humanity is higher than the . au
thorlty of .Prussiamsm. Another professor con
cur-red in this opinion and added that, "in com.: 
m.ittmg . crimes punishable under the military law . . 
of ClVIllzed states, a man cannot be justified by. 
an oath of military duty. Journalist Bentz took 
the opposite view: "The· so-called soldierly de
votion to duty under Hitler meant essentially 
stupor and bhnd fear of the court martial and 
the Gestapo, resultmg in a fatal denial of inde
pendent thinking." 

QUESTIONED as to their opinions regarding 
. the Nuremberg 1rial where Germany's chiet 

mwtarists had been sentenced, a substantial majon
ty endorsed the tnal and resultant verdiCt, though 
several respondents were cntical of the procedure 
or of individual deciswns. Admirals Raeder and 
Doenitz, and to a lesser extent General Jodl, were 
frequently n1entioned as examples of unjust or 
excessive punishment. This fmding ·corresponds 
to early German reactions to the sentence after 
the tnal . (see Information Control Intelligence 
bummary No. 62). 

The statements of a Regensburg business man 
were typical of the few outspoken criticisms of 
the enure Nuremberg procedure. Both sides, he 
said, had conducted the wa.r in such a way as to 
make punishment of German generals completely 
unjustifiable. He was of the opinion that the 
verdiCts will not make generals in the future more 
humane and that the process of establishing an 
?td .hoc international tribunal had been hypocritical. 
He further c.riticized th~ execution of generals by 
hanging and the participation of Russians in the 
dec1sion. Domkapitular Adolph also disapproved 
of Russian partiopation in the body of judges on 
the grounds that the Soviet Union had been party 
to me aggressive act of the fourth partition of 
Poland. SPD leader D.r. Suhr represented the 
viewpoint of a few respondents in stating that it 
is possible to have divided opinions about the legal 
bases of the Nuremberg trials, but that as a weapon 
against future militarism and war the judgment 
was laudable. · The vast majority, cutting across 
party lines, unconditionally approved the Nurem
berg verdicts on the grounds that the German mili
tary leaders had been convicted of infringement 
of international law and that the decisions there
fore laid ·the foundation for a higher plane of in
ternational morality. 
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Conclusion 

T HE results of the study show that among Ger
man leaders militarism, i.e. the enthusiastic 

dt:diCation to the principle of armed force in settling 
international disputes, is at a low ebb. Clearly, 
the respondents were aware of the fact that mili
tansm is "unpopular" at present, and this · may 
have had an influence on some of their answers; 
however, the arguments with which most re
spondents support their anti-militaristic stand are 
such as to suggest that they sincerely reject a 
philosophy whiCh glorifies the martial spirit. 

These men and women are, in any case, unani
mously opposed to what might be called the ex
cesses of militarism. But the question remains 
what such opposition to the most blatant features 
of militarism signifies. The conclusion is in
escapable that it does not mean very much, for 
the vast majority of people on all levels are always 
opposed to what is regarded as the excesses of a 
system. 

Looked upon from that point of view, it be
comes inunediately clear that militarism is far 
from dead in Germany. Military education, mili
tary training, a new army, though rarely advocated 
without reservation, are not infrequently advocated 
as the lesser evil, the greater evil being domestic 
unrest, national defenselessness, the threat from 
the East. And it must be remembered that in the 
1930's the conviction that Hitler and rearmament 
were the lesser evil was more important in bring
ing the nazis to power than the relatively small 
number of political fanatics. 

There is another reason emerging from the in
terviews why even those who- no doubt with 
sincerity-profess distaste for the excesses of mili
tarism would be a poor bulwark against it. Their 
approach to militarism is surprisingly limited; 
they do not see it as a problem tied up with all 
other social and political, even cultural, questions 
in Germany. Thus, they reveal that they cannot 
be regarded as being well equipped to combat an 
evil whose true nature, i.e. its close interrelation 
with all other German problems, they fail to recog
nize. 

On the other hand, there are many German 
opinion leaders who proved to be different. They 
show evidence of being aware of the fact that to 
give the devil one finger means to give him the 
whole arm, and for that reason they reject military 
activities in post-Hitler Germany altogether. They 

also appear to be aware of the complex nature 
of the problem, and their anti-militaristic approach 
is both intelligent and enthusiastic. Roughly, it 
may be said that their number is about as great 
among those interviewed for the above study as 
the number of those who seem less entitled to 
wear the anti-militarist label which they bestow 
upon themselves. It is noteworthy that attitudes 
toward militarism are fairly independent of in
tellectual or political affiliations. Among writers 
and politicians, educators and professional men, 
churchmen and even among Communists, there are 
some who may be regarded as sound and well
equipped enemies of militarism and others who 
gave a good many indications of being susceptible 
to the virus. 

I T is of great importance, moreover, that the 
_ leaders interviewed, on the whole, were much 
Jess militaristic than the people at large, as revealed 
by a public opinion survey, conducted by ICD 
Opinion Surveys Section in 1946. In that study, 
which has not been published, it was revealed that 
3996 of the Germans thought that education of 
youth should be based on military principles; 31% 
considered the Versailles Treaty the source of 
\Vorld \Var II; 45 % believed that Germany should 
have an army to defend herself against aggression 
from other European nations; and only 45% 
thought that the Allies were justified in not allow
ing Germany to have an army. No quantitative 
analysis of the leaders' opinions is possible, and 
therefore a statistical comparison between the two 
studies is excluded. However, it is obvious that 
militarist tendencies are much lower in the leader 
group than among the people at large. This fact 
IS hopeful in itself and also as a sign that, in this 
case at least, the more democratic element has 
emerged and risen to leadership status in Germany~ 

The qualified but nevertheless real evidence 
presented here, that German community leaders 
are sincerely opposed to German militarism, will 
become meaningful only later and only in the con
text of the trend of democratization in other fields. 
If democratic tendencies begin to win out in polit
ical, economic, and social fields, they will be sup
ported by this ground-swell of opposition to mili
tarism. If on the other hand anti-democratic ten
dencies achieve predominance in these other fields, 
anti-militarism, which is a secondary and derivative 
phenomenon, will as in the past fade out of ex
istence as an active social force. 
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