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THE PERSECUTION OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCHES

1. TH. N JYURC OF THL PIRSLECUTLCH

Parougiasut the period of Natlonal Soclalleid rile,;
veliglous liberties in Germany and in the oocupled areas
were gserlously lmpalred. The variocus Christian Churches
were systematically cun ofi from eXlective communication
wlth the peoﬁle° They were confined as far as poasible
1o whe pertormance of narrowly religlous functions, and
even wAthin this narrow aphere were subjected to as many
hindrancea as the Nazis dared to impoge., Tnese resulis
were accouplisbed partly by legal and partiy oy 1llegal

and terroristlc means,

11. Tk PROBLEN OF ESTABLISHING CRIMINAL RESPONSIBILITY

To estaRlish criminal responsiblity in connection
witn tals persecution it le sufficlent To show That recsures
Talten sgalnst the Christlian Churches were an integral
pars of the National Socialist soheme of world conquesst.

In many cases it ie also pessiple to anow that the measures
in questlon were criminal from the standpoint of CGoerman

or of international law, depending on the region 1in which
any given act wWas coumitied.

A. Actes Committed in Cermany Proper

By Articles 136 (freedom of falth and consclence),
156 {right to the enjoyment of civil and pollitical righte
= L - CONPIDE!YIAL
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indepondent of relligious creed), 137 (fresedom of religiocua
asgociation and incoyporation), 138 (computation eof atave
contributions %o religlous bodies), 139 (legal recognition
of Sundays and public holldaya); 140 (right %o carry out
religlous wor£ in the Arwy and public institullons) and 149
(maintenance of religlous instruction in tne German
educational system) of the Yeimar Constitution, wnich were
never formally abrogated by the Natlonal Socialist reglue,
many basic rigiite were granted to religlous organizations.
Although Articles 114 (freedom of tne person), 115 (freedom
trom searches and seilzures), 117 (secrecy or communication),
118 (freedom of specch and of the press), 123 (freedom of
ascembly), 124 (frecdoa ofr association) and 1lbs (rights of
property) were suspended on 28 February 19531, Ariicios
135+40 and 1498 woere left untouched, and still remein

theoretically in force. Respect Tfor the principlc of

religlous frecuom was relterased in various official
pronouncements by haza 1eaders,2 Specific rellglious liberties
were also guaranveed in varlous enaciments of the Naticnal

T
Sociallist state, particularly tne Concordat of 20 July 1933, "

d. By whe JUecrie oI the Presicent of the Releh for the Protee-

~ Flon of tane Psople and The State, EEQ;; 1 (15337 p. B3,
. See below p 12-13

O, HOBL., L1 (1v3s5) p.'679. For an Englisgh transilation see The
riorseoution of the Catnoliec C.aurch inthe Third Reloh (Icidam,
Jurng Oaves, 1940) p. bDib6-22. S on aar cf B2
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To Cemonsirate the Lllegality of specific acts of peraecutiong

1t is sufficient to show that they were in violation of these
legel provisions.

Bs Acts Committed Iin Areag Incorporated into the Reich

The legal situation with regard to acts of persecution
in these areas depends upon the attitude taken concerning
the legal effzct of incorporation., If 1t is assumad that
incorporation actually took place, religiocus guarantees ine
cluded in the Weimar Constitution, the Concordat and other
Cernan enactments would presumably apply to the incorporated

erpitories. In that case the problem of establishing the

#1llegality of actslof persecution committed in these areas
subsequent o incorporationl would de thé same as in the
case of acts committed in Germany proper. If 1t 1s assumed
that the act of incorporaticn, &s an incident of aggressive
warfaro, was invelid and without legal effgct, the problem
of establishing the illegality of acts of persecutlon com-
mitted in these areas would be the same as in the ase of
ects commitied in other oceupied areas, considered below,
Ce Acts Committed in Other Occupied Areasg

The rights and duties of the Nazi authorities in these

regions were governed by the provisions of International law,
articularly Article 46 of the Hazue Repulations (7.907) Ree
specting the laws and Customs of War on Land, which providen

that "religious convictions and practice must be respecied ™

T Austria was mgorpmaued 1% March 1938, Western Poland was
incorporated 2 Octobar 9. See special memorandum

& Hazl

Germany .
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To denonctratc the i1llcgality of oreeific nets of pergecu-~
tion 11 thees areac, 1t 1o pufficient to show that they

congtituted a violation of theoe »nrovisions.

ITI. THE BASIC NATIONAL SOG%%HISI ATTITUDE “ARD CHRISTIAN

fational Soolalism by 1ts very nature waz hictile to

Christianity and the Chrigtian churches. The nurpose of the
National $oclalisgt movement wag to convert the Gernan people
into a howogeneous raclal grou. united in all 1ts enorgies

for progccoution of aggressive worfare. Innumergble indications
of thig fnct are to 58 found in the gpeeches and vriting of
Hitler and other regponsible bazd leaders. The following
statemontg by Hitler may be tolienn as indicatlve.

#lvery truly nationol idea 1s in the last rcoort goclal,
i.e.,ho vho is prepared so complctely to adopt the cauge of
his pcoplce that he really Lirous no higher ideal than the
prosperity of this -~ his own neople, he who has go talien to
heart the ncaning of our pront gon: 'Deutschland, Deutschland
uber alles! th-t nothing in thieg world s%ands for hin “igher
than thig Cermany, people pad land, land and people; he ig
a Socinliot!" (Speech giveun in lunich, July 28, 1922, trang-
lation frenm Adolf Hitler, liy lley Order, edited by Raoul de
Rousgy de Salcs, Reynal and Jiitchcook, New York, 1941, p. 39)

fLven tod~y we are the least loved people on earth.
A world of foes iz ranged acainst us and the CGerman rust ghill
today malc up hig mind whether he intends to be a frec goldier
or a vhitc slcve. ‘The only poscible conditions under which
a Gernan State can daevelop at all must therefore be: the
unification of all Gernansg in lurope, education towardg a
nationul ¢ :ngoiougncec, and rondiness o place The thole
nationnl g¢trength without czception in the service of the
nation." (Speech Eiven in lanich, April 10, 1923, tranglation from
Hitler, ibid, p. 28)

*If cowards cry out: 'But we have no arms!{' tha% lg
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neithcer here nor there! then the whole German people knows
one will ond one will only -~ to be free - in that hour we
ghall have the instrument with vhich to win our freedon.

It matters not whether thesge tveapons of ours are hunane!

if they ;edin us ouwr freedon, they are Juatified before our
gongecience and before our God." (Speech given in funich
August 1, 1923, translation fron liitler, ibid, p. 65)

"ie conception of pecifipm translated into practice
and applic€ to all sgphercg muct Gradually lead to the
degtruction of the competitive instinet, to the destruction
of the ~nblitinn for outst-nding achlevement. I ¢annot gay:d
in politics we vill be pacifists, we rejeoct the iden of the
nececgality for 1ife to cafeguord 1tself through confllcet ~
but in ccononics we want to rcnnin keenly competitive. If
I rejoct the idea of conflict ns such, it is of no importance
that for the time being that idca 1s stlll applied in sone
single sgpheregs, In the lngt resurt nollitical declslong are
decloive nnd determine achicovonent in the sjngle arhoere."
(specch gAve:n before the Induotry Club at Dusseldorf, January
27, 1932, translation fron lidtlcr, ibld, p. 101.)

"ihcre can be no econonic life unless behind this
egononic 1ife there stands the determined political will of
the nation ready to strike -~ ond to etrike hard." (Same
gpeech, p. 1l1l)

Mg ilational Socialists once came from war, from the
experionce of war. Our world ideal d2veloped in war; now,

A% necosa~ry, 1t will prove itrelf.® {Cpeech glven at the
sportpal,st, Berlin, on Cctober 10, 1939, translation from
Hitlor, ibid, p. 799)

Although %the prinocipal Chriastian Churches of Gernmany had

long been nasoclated with concorvative ways of thought, which
meant that they tended to ngroe with the Natlonal Soolaligts
in their authoritarianlam, in thoir attacks on Sociallsn and
Comnunis:, and in thelr campelsn agalnst the Versallles
treaty, their doctrinal commitments could not be reconciled
with the prinoiple of racienm, with a forelgn pclicy of un-~
linited aggrossive warfare, or with a domestlice policy involving

the conphete subservience of Church to State. Since these

CONFIDEIITIAL
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Weore Mundamental elements of the Katlomal Sociallst
pro@xum, conflict was inevitable,

Important leaders of the National Socialist party
would hLave llked t0 meet this situation by a compiete exX-
tiipation of Chrlstianity and_the substitution of a purely
racial religion tallored to fit the noeds of National
Soclolist pelicy., This redically anti-Christian position
is i.08% sighifioanﬁly presented in Alfred Rosenbarg's |

ilybl of the Twentieth Century {one of the great beste-sellers

of Nagtionel Socialist Germany and generally regarded, after

Hitlcr®'s Mein Kampf, as the nost suthoritative statement

of ‘ational Soolallst ideology), and in his To tus Chscurautists

of our Time (An die Dunkelgaenner unserer Zeit)., Since

Rosunberg wes editor im chief of the chief party newspaper,

the Voelklscher Beobaschtcer, the Relch Leader of Ideologicael

Training and the possessor of other prominent positions under
the I'ational Socialist regime, his idecs were not without
official significance. Thus in a declaration of 5 lNoveamber
1934, Baldur von Schirach, German Youth Leader declared in
Berlin; "Rosenberg's way is the way of German youth."l So
far as this sector of the National Sociallst party is con-
cexncd, the destyuction of Christianity was expllcitliy re-

coruized &8s a purpose of the MNational Socialiaf :overent.

I, Cited 3, The Fersecution of the Catholic Church im the
Relch; (London, Burns Oates, 1940),p. 83.
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conglderations of expoedicncy made it 1mpossible,
aowever, Tor the ilatlonal Socinlist government 4o adopt thie
radlcal anti-Christian policy offlcially. Thus the policy
actually ndopted was to reduce the influence of the Christian
Churehcs as far ae pogsible through the uge of every available
means, without provoking the difficulties of an open war of
externinntion. That thie wae an official poliey can be Geduced
from the following record of ncasures actually taken for
the gyustenatlie persecution of Christian churches in Gernany

and in German occupled areac.

IV, POLICT.& ADOPTED IN THL P RSUCUTION OF THE CHRISTIAN
CHURCIL.,S

The nature of the influence sxerclsed by the Christian
Churchcs varied considerably in the various regions under
lUationol voclaliet control. Pollieciea adopted in an attenpt
to countecract that inflrenco vere correspondingly varied.

A. Policios Adopted in Gernany Proper

Porgecution of the Chrigctlan churches in Gornmany proper
éave rige to very epecial probleng. 8Since Gernany twas de~
gtined t»o proviﬁe the centrpl force for the coning wars of
ageression, it was particularly necessary that the German\
people be withdrawn from all influences hostlle to the 'lational
Sooinlist philogsophy of aggrecsion, This meant that the
Ainfluence of the Christian opurches would have o be
mininlzod as thoroughly as pocsible. On the other hand, the

predonincintly conservative and patriotic influence oxorted

CONFIDENTIAL
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By the large: Christian churches wes a factor of soms
positive valus from the National Scecialist standpoint, and
insured thoze churches a aubstantisl msasure of support
from conservative groups destined to play an important part
in the National Socialist plans for asggression. Persscution
of the Churches in this‘region had therefore to be effected
in such a2 way @s to minimize thelyr sffective influance with-
~ out breaking the unity of the Germsn people, and without
destroying the capacity of the churches to fullfill their
historic mission of comsarvative social discipline, This
could only ta accomplished, at least the case of the najor
Christiar chuarches, by a slow and cautilous policy of gradual
eéncroachment o

In accordance with this necessity, the Nazi plan was
to show firet that they were no foes of the Church, that
they were indeed interaested in "Pogitive Christienity,” were
very good friends of the Churches and did not at all want
to interfere in religlous matters or with the internal affuirse
of the different denominations. Then under the pretext thut
the Churches themselves were laterfering in political and
state metters, they would deprive th® Churcheg, gtep by step.
of all opportunity t6 affact German public life. The Nazis
believed that the Churches could be staurved and gtrangled
8pirituelly in a relatively swort time when they were deprived
of all meens of communication with the faithful beyond thé
Church building themselves, and terrorized in such a menner
that no Chwrchman would dore to spoak oub openly agaiast Nazi

CONRIDENT TAL




policies, This general plan hed been established even before
the rise of the Nazis to power. It apparently came out.of
discussicns among an inner circle comprising Hitler himself,

Rosenberg, Ggrinas Goebbels, Hess, Baldur wvon Schirach, rick,
Rust, Kerrl and Schemm., Some Nazi leaders or s¥mpathizers,

and some later collaborationlsts who were faithful Caltholles
or Protestants, such as von Epp, Buttmann and von Papen, nay

nave been left in Iignorance of the real aim of Nazli church
policy.

The Problem of Proof. The best evidence now available as
%0 the existence of an anti-Church plan is to be found in the
aystematic nature of the persecution itself, Different steps
in vhot persecution, such as the campaign for the suppression
of denominational and youth organizations, the campalgn against
the denominational schools. the defamation campaign against the
clergy, started on the same day in the vwhole area of the Reich
or in large dlstricts, and were supported by the entire regi~
mented press, by Nazi Party meetings, by traveling Party speakeys,
Ls o direct evidence, the directives of the Reich Fropaganda Minietry,
if they hawve not been destrCyed, would be most authoritative,
If they have heen destroyed, questioning of Nazi newspapcrmen
-&nd local and regional prqpagandisfs might eliclt The desired
evidente, It is known that Hitler used %o discuss the plans
of his political action with those members of his inney circle
vho were espgcially concerned with the respective problens.
Rosenberg, Goring, Goebvels, Frick, Rust, Paldur von Schiresh, Iarwl
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and Schelm gre the leading Nazi8who took a speclel intersst
in the relationship of State and Church. (See Hermann Rauschning,

in his chapter on Hitler's rsligiocous attitudes in The Volce of

Degtruction, and Kurt Ludeke, I Knsw Hitler, Both witnesses,

however, ere to be used with caution.)

But even though the basic plan was uniform, the opportun-
ities for carrying it into effect, und hence the spacific policies
actually adopted, differed substantially from church to church.
The principel churches to be considered in this sonnection are
the following:

1. The Catholiec Church., RNational Sociellst relutions with

the Catholic Church faull into three ocleurly marked perilcds.

a. The Period Prior to the Seizure of Power. During this

period the relutions between tha-Nazi Party and the Catholic

Church wsre extremsly bitter. As an opposition Purty, the

National Socialists had always violently attuczed "Political
Catholiclsm" and the collsborution of the Center Perty with the
Social Democrats in the Reich und Prussisn govern.ents, declar-

ing that they could find no difference among the so-called Systen~
parteien (purties which collatoratsed in the system of constitutional
governuent ). On 8 Murch 1933, Ggring in a speech at -Essen sumned

up the Nezil attitude toward the Center as follows: "Zach tims

the red robber was about to steal some of the German people’s

properties, hls black accomplice stood thieves® wateh,"d On their

1. Essener ffat ionalzeitunz and other Germsn newspapers for §
arae o
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part, the CGermaen bishops, stigmatizing the Nazl movement as anti~
Christian, forbade the clergy to participate in any ceremoniles,

such as funerals,; in vhich the Nazi Party was officially represented,
end refused the sacraments to party officials, In several pastorals
they cxpressly warned the faithful againsf the danger created %o
Cerman Catholicism by the Party.l

b. The Period from the Selzure of Power to_the Signiangz of

the Condordat. During this pericd, the main concern oi the new
regime was to liquidate the political opposition. Their stratery
vas to convince conservatives that the efforts of the government
viere being directed primarily agsinst the Communists and other
forces of the extreme left, and that their own interests would e~
main safe in Nazi hands as long &8 they would consent to refralin
from political activity. Immediately after their rise to power,

. therefore, the Nazis made unmistekable overtures to the Churches,
and tried to convince the Catholic hierarchy in partieular that
after the dissolution of the Center Party and some Catholic organ-
izations of more or less politicel character, such as the Eriedeng-
QEEQ—QEEEE&E&E.E&Eﬁgllﬁﬁnw no cbstacle could remain in the way of
complete reconciliation between the Catholic churchand the Nazi
state., The Cerman Catholic bishops, influenced by the experiences

of thelr Itallan collezgues, whose relations with the Fascists

. "Bee deciarations of the Georman bishops on the Reichatag elestions
of July and November, 1932, cquoted in the German preass,espscially
dn such Catholle papers as Germania, Koelnische Volkszeltungz and
Rheln- [lginigche Volkszeltumy:. =
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wmder the Lateran Treaty of 1929 had been falrly smoothy accepted
the Nazi proposition., Pour parlers for a Relch Concoidiat started
immedliately.

lisantime the Nazi government abrogated all laws and Begue
lations of the Republic protecting non-denominstional groups of
the population and abolished the right to pursue anti-religious and
anti-Church propaganda. The Prussian government closed the so-called
secular (weltliche) schools in which no religious instruction wag
given and re~egtablished religious instruction in profesgsional and
vocational schools.? 411 organizations of free-thinters were forp.
bidden, When the Reichstag elected cn 5 Marech 1933 convened; the

government organlized religious ceremonies for the Protestant and
the Catholic members of Parliament,2

And in his speech before the Reichstag, to which he pre
certed his government, Hitler declared: ™While the regime is de=
termined to carry through the political and moral purging of our
public life, it is creating and ensuring the prerequisites for 2
really deep inner religiosity. Benefits of a personal nature, vhich
might arise from compromises with atheistic organizations, could
outweigh the results which become apparent through the destruction
of geﬁeral basic religious-ethical values, The national regime

sesks In both Christian confessions the factors mest important for

I.77Bés Guno Workenbach, Dua Deutsche Redch

von 19318 big i G
5 éggglin 19%2& Presse-~ und Virtschafteveriag aﬁEﬁTB%?“Eg?ks
. L po ©
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thae maintenance of our folkdom, It will respect agreementa con-
cluded dbetween them and the states., Their rights will not de in= -
fringed upon, Conversely, however, 1t expects and hopes that the
natilonal and ethical upllfiing of OUX people, which the regime hasg
taken for its task, wlll enjoy a similar appreciation. %he national

rogime will conceds and safeguard to the Chrisiian confessionsthe
influence due them; in school and sducation. It is concerned with

the sincere cooperation of church and state. The struggle against
8 materialistic philosophy and for the creation of a true folk com-
. munity servesz the Iinterests of the German nation as well as our
Christien belief,"l

Under such circumstances, the conference of Germcn bishops,
meeting as usval in Fulda, decided on 28 March 1933 to lift all
rastrictions imposed on menbers of the Church adhering to the Nazi
movenent.e Tnhis opened the door to mass adherence to the Party
of practicing Catholics. The rush started immediately, I A1l those
German Catholics who were inclined to adopt Fazi political views
and had hesitated only because of the anti-Ngzl attitude of the
hierarchy hastened now to join the victorious party of the Pnational
revolution.™ Former members of the Center Party's right wing, who
had alvays advocated collaboration with the parties tec the right
of the Center and with the German nationalist movements established
themselves now as so-called "bridge-bullders® trying to explaln
ideologicul affinitles between the anti~liberal character of
Catholic polities and the Nazi system. They Insisted especially on

11 :‘:ﬁﬁog p’ 1330
2, JIbid.; Do 146,
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the fact that the Church was guided 1ike the Wazi movement by the
leadership principle.t They were soon joined by turn-coats from
the left wing of the Center and the Catholic youth movement, persons
whe insisted that the "sociaiist® and anti-capitalist charvacter of
the Nazl doctrine coincided marvellously with their own vieﬁs on
the necesslity of soclal reform,

In order to remind the Catholics of the danger of not
cemdng to an esgreement with the Nazi state, a certain amount
of pressureo was at the same tims maintained against them. A
thorough Job was done in purging Reich, state and municipal
administrations of officials appointed for their adhersnce to
the Center or Bavarian People's parties. Former leaders of
those parties, including priests, joined Communist and Social
Democrat leaders in the concentration campg, and the campaign
of' hatred against the "black" was resvmed , 2 By April 1933 the
bighops were making appeals for clemency toward former civil
servants vwho, they pointed out, were not able to jolu tae
celebration of national awakening because they hed been dismissec
from poslitions in which they had given their best to the com-
mmity of the German people. And on 31 May 1933 a meeting of
the Bavarian bishops adopted a solema statement directed ageinst
the tendency of attributihg to the state alone the right of

Y. 8cz the program of the Arbeitsgemeinschaft Katholischer
Deutcher, ibld., p. 436 and 504, See also the declinration
of Arch’bisﬁ_l"'op Groeber, ibid., p. 463,

2, See ibid., p. 186, 263, 263,
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educating, organizing and leading ideclogically the German youthel
A few weeks later, on’ 18 June 1933, the breaking up in Mumich
by Nazl hordes of 2 manifest¢ation of the Catholic Journeymen
Agsoclations (égsel}eggggg;gg) became the starting point of
a Nazi propaganda campalzn against alleged efforts to keep
"Political Catholicism® alive,
Tencsion was mounting again whaen news that a Concordat
had been zigned on 8 July 1933 in Rome between the Holy See
and the German Reich seemed %o alter the situation completely.
Por the Tiret time since the Middle Ages the Reich itmelf had
ertered Into an agreement with the Roman Catholic Church.
Hopeover, the new treaty was apparently entirely to the sdvan~ .
tege of the Church. In return for the retrest of Gorman
Catholicism fixm the politieal scene, demonstrated by the
self-dissolution of the Center Party? and the synohvonizetion
((lelehschaltung) of the Catholice press3, an official guarantee
was given the Church in the fa¥m of an international treaty,
of all the church rights that "Political Catholicism® had
fought for: freedom for Catholiec organisations, meintenance
of dencminational schools, and preservation of the zenersl iae-
fluence of the Church on the education of the German youth.
Among the 31 articles of the Concordat, 21 treated

exclusively rights and prerogatives accorded to the Churchs

I, See Persectlon of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich
P 516, See also Horkenbach, ibid., p. 170.

2, BSee Horkenbach op. cit. ». 275.
3. See ti.o Law Concerning Tditors of 4 October 1933 (RGBl., I
(1933) p. 713).
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reciprocation consisted only in z pledge of loyalty by the
clergy to the Reich government and in a promise that Cetholic
religlous imstruction would emphasize the patriotic dutles of
the Christian citlzen and insist on a loyal attitude toward
the Fatherland. Since it had always been the practice of the
Catholic Church to abide by established'governments and to
pruﬁota patriotic convictions among the Zalthful, these stip-
uwletions of the Concordat were no more than legalizationz of
an existing custem.

The Concordat was hafiled by Church and State authoritiles
ag marking the end of a periocd of distrust and suspicion and
the beginning of close and fruitful collaboration., Hitler
himself advised the State and Party officials to adopt a
friendly attitude toward the Catholie Church and 1ty institutions
- on German soil, He expressed the wish that Catholic erganizations,
now under the vrotecticn of a ¢treaty of friendship betieen
Nezi Germany and the Holy See, shonld no longer be regarded
by hils Tollowers as symbols of an effort to remain outside the
netlonal community and to form a way of life apart from the

official line of the totalitarian Taird Reich.t

I Etatemsnt of 8 July 1933. Quoted in Nathaniel ificklem,
[ational Soclalism and the Roman Catholie Church (Oxford
University Press, Do
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¢. The Period Following the Signature of the Con-

cordat. During this period; relations betwuen the Nazi
gtate and the Cathollec church became progrescively worse.
Iaving gained the support of the Catholic hierarchy in the
crucial early days of the tegime by signins. the Concordat;
tiiey took advantare of their subsequently 1noreasigg strength
to violate every one of the Concordat's provisions,
rradually stripping the Church of all its wore important
vights, Speciflc instances of the various p?aSes of this
persecution are presented in Section V belowe

By 1937 1t had becoume clear that tho Nazi state was
not to be appeased by Catholic eZforts to acecomuodate the
Chureh and the State in the Jorm of a Concoisdat, and that
liitler’s governnent had no intention to adlicie to its
paxrt of the document. Convinced, tnorefore; that the Church
Ihad deen in error, in the face of the lrrecconcilability of
ite teachings with those of National Socialisn, in
abandoning its earlier opposition to the movement, the

Church resumed its contcoversy with Nazi doctrine, while

continuing to suffer from Nazl practice.
The new campaign may be considered to have been
ineugurated by Pope Pius XI in his uneyelical of 14 March 1937,

ontitled "Mit brenncnder Sorﬁs"al which by undergiound means

wvas spread by Catholie youth throughout Geiuany and was

?irst published to the world in the original Ceruan text

I, Enplish tiunslation in The Persecution of the Catholic
Church in the Third lieich, p. 523.
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by a reading (21 March 1937) from all soman Catholic pulpits
in Germany, Pope Pius XI denounced the violation of the
Concordat by the Nazi state. He descrived the actions of
‘the Nazi government acaiust the chuireh as "intrigues which
frdm the heginning had no other aim than a var of exter=
nination....In the fu.iow of peace in which we had labvored
to sow the seeds of true peace, othcrs ... souved the tares
ol susplcion, discosd, hatred, calunny, a sceiret and open
tundanental hostility to Christ and his Church, fed from a
thousand different soulces and making use of every avallable
rieans, " ‘

The support of the Holy See encourag.d some of the
Germen bishops, eithey in courasreous sermons, dioccesan
nastorals, or in thelr coileotiva pastorals issued usually
i'rom Fulda, the seat of their annual confeionces; to
wrotest vigorously acainst both Nazl ideolory and practice.
Bspecially notable in this work were Cardinal Faulbaber of
Munich, Bishop von Preysing of Berlin, and Zishop von Galen
of Miinster. Among the more notable protests were the ¥ustoval
issued from Fulda on 19 Augus® 1938,1 the Fulde Pastorzl of
1941, which was read from all pulpite on 6 July 1941, the
Tulda Pastoral of 22 March 1942 and the Fnlda Pastoral of

19 August 1943.% 1In spite of these proctes.s, there Iis no

1. Substantial oxcerpt® in Snglish are to ». found ibid, p, 30-4.
2¢ All these pastorals ave certalnly availuole in the offices
of every German dioccesa,
K
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ovidence that the Nazis were in any way detoerred from their

campalgn, in violatlon of the Concordat, to destroy uhe
position and influcnce of the Catholie Church in Ge.many.

2. The Evancelical Chuich. Unlike the Catholic Church,

the Lvangelical churcres of Geimany we.e olyanizations

vhose supreme administiat’ ve ofgans wero located within

the borders of Germany. Among the Jvangelical clersy and

laity there was also a substantial group, the tiore extreme

. orbers of which wele known as the Geiman Chxistians, who

vwere entirely in accord with the purposes of the National
Joeiallist goveinuent. with i1egard to the Jvangelical churches,
thcrefore,the policy of the Nationul “oci.lists was not simply,
s in the cass of the Catholic “huieh, to 1linit the

~etivities and influence of tho church orzailzatlion, but to
enptuie and use the chuwich organization for t:elr own purposes.
The attempt to accomplish this purpose falls into two main
neriods.

a. The Peiriod of German Christian Prodominance. The

cgsential strategy of the ficrst peslod of tiiv National Soclalist
governnent was te impose highly centialized cxgens of admin-
jatration upon the German .uvangelical Church, and to place the
uxercise of the powers thus created in the roliable Nazl hands
of Ceiwan Christians. In this way it was lioped to secure yhe

elimination of Christian influences in the Bvangelical Church
by legal or by quasi=-leral means.
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The cempalgn began with a con;ress of German
Christlans,; held af% Berlin on 3-4 Apxil 19331 vhich declared
ltself in favor of a unlted svangelical Chusch oiganized
wecording to the lesdesship primeiple and &l ¢ terncts of the
Party (including anti-domitism). One or its leaders was
vhe army chaplain, Ludwig Hﬁller, a friend of Hitler, who
on 25 April was appointed ths Fuhres's ropiuscntative "with
full powers to deel with the affairs of the Bvangelical Church®

in its lelations with the st‘tauz

VYieldin;, to the clamor fox
rulflceation, the Cormlttee of the German Church Gonfedeiyntion
on 23 April 1933 euthorized its president, Di, Kapler, to
¢y thiough a reorgenization of the constitution of the
Ctiurch. After the constitutlon had been accepted by the
Council of the Church PFederation and represcubatives of the

landeskirchen it was published on 1 July 1933 by the

Government of the zeich, together with e law recognizing
the new German svangelical Church as a corporation of public
1aw03 The essential purpose of this legisiation, whnile

ostensibly leaving the landeskischen indepundent in masbtors

of confession and worship, waes to oreate a contyel admin-
istretive organ, hcuded according to the leadership principle
by a .elch Bishopg and vested with complete power to control

adiministrative and lagal activitles of the Chusch.

T. forkenpaocu, 3hid. p. 157,
20 ibj-dun pa 185-‘;
3B -'-EEBIQ” I (1933) pu b?lo
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To insurse the vse of this poweiful ncow nechincry for
the zoconplishment of Nazl purpoacs , it was reces:ury that is
be placed in the hands of reliable Ge.nsn “hiistions. Typizal
liazdl pressures were btherefors used to contiol the slection
ot tho first lL.eich Bishop, Before the elaction; Garman

Chxiztian control of the Lvangelicel Churoh in Prussie wvas

insured by the appointment by Dr, Rust, Prussian ggltusminister;
of g, Stats Commissioner for Church ALfairs in Pirussia. This
y0ficial, Dr. Jdger, was a German Christian, and through his
gubecommliseiomere for the chuvelh provinces of Pruasla he

took the administration of tba C¢huxeh virsually out of 1ts

(a1 handsQl In prepexriag the elecivioms ©or the natinnsl ayned
-+ich was in tuen to @lect the .e¢lch Bishop, it 1= said that
she clersy were not allowed to_axerclsa their tracitional

y Lghts to 1imiﬁ the voters 50 actlve chureh ..cubers.

The night before the election Fitlesr interveneda with a
106io address strongly suppoitins the Gorasn Christiansaz The
rosuLe wag a8 viectoxy for the Geiwan U)pristic: s. Jn‘

n Septeridel uheir‘candidata Pillor was clected %o the entirely
vow office Bishop of Prussie by a General &ymnod of the
Poeotastaat chureh of Prussie in a sesalion aoninated by a
Cowman Chrlstian majority53 snd in whiech 75 :fwembers of the

opposition who desired to protesi we.e not cllowed the floox

*Eq 4*}10 " pa 262""‘: £

2, ¥oz the German teALﬂ see ﬁxlauj p. 3C0. ¥For an English
trenslabion, see Hitler, IDI3., p. 155"8,

;» Borkeabagh,. #id., p. 370
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und‘wiuhdrew from the synod. On 27 Septeabor MNuller vas
clected 2eich Bishop by the Nutional Syncd, vnd procseded
to Iill the centrael administiution with othur Geiman
Christians, such as Bishop =ch'0flel of Hambuig, ead Pastor
| oasenfelder of Elbeifeld, leader of the Gusian Caristians
and. Tice Presldent of the Pressian Supreme ChLureih Council.t
The new.administration procecded as rapidly =35 possibls
o use 1ts powers for the accomplisinment of bthe Nazi Church
scogran, Various measuvres were teken to lupair the freedonm
of the clergy, and to secure the dissolution of i1 :ligious
assccistions. (For specific details, see Jootion ¥ below. )

In his attempt to intecrate the various Lendeskirzien,

“f1ler was aided by Dr. JHper, forme.ly State Comnlssioner

ior Church Affasirs in Prussia, vho in Apusil 1934 was taken
lato the Spiritual Council as lcgal newber und head of the
Crurch Chancery. On 9 August 1934 tliller sumone: a National
Lynoé pocked with Nazls to Berlin, Tt traroforred all 1ts
nowers to Miller end prescrizet a form of oath for all pesthors
\nd chuseh officiel)s.”

In spite of the foruicadble legal pOwCLS vested in the

Wi

_eien Bizhop, the attempt bto conatroi tie Jvangell vai Yhuwrch
hy those means feiled, The Churches of Halu.over, Wirstembarg

ard Bavaria, under the leadeiship of Lhelr sespective bilshope

Ty Thide Do L3S , A s
2. Gord iille, Das Dritve Reich (1934) funerlverlag, Berlin,

. 383,
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Marahrens, Wurm and lMeiser refused to yleld to pressure,

and were supported by e vast majority of their paestors,

when Vurm and leiser were placed under house arrest, public
demonstrations occurred in their aupportol On 28 October 1934

& civil court declured all of Jéger's acts in Bavaria to have
been illagaluz Opposition finally crystallized in the sco-called
Confesnional Churceh, made up of the Churches of Bavaria and
Jurttemnberg and representatives of protesting Evangelical clergye-
men in other parts of Germany. On 28=31 May 1934 and 20 October
1934 the first and second Confessional Synods of the Evangelical
Church of Csrmany were held at Barmen and at Dahlem respectivaly,"j
and succeeded in uniting a large part of the Germen Evangelical
Church in protest against the doctrines and Church poliocise of
the Reicgh Bishop., Obviously the attempt to make the Church e
united egency for the accomplishment of Nazi purposes had

falled, Thue Reich Bishop Miller,although never being forced
officlally to resign his position, was gradually superseded by

other agenclies of Nezi control, and faded from the scena.

b The Period of Direct Administration., Around the
middle of 1935, a new attempt was made to establish unity within
the German Jvangellical Church, this time by the use of
Government wuthority rather than through the agency of the
German Christians opqrating within the Church Government. To

i1.” Reported in the foreign press. Evidence should now be available
from the bishops themselves, or from members of their dioceses,

2., Citation unavailable here,

3. Reports of these events were kept out of the press. Details
ghogld now be availuble from Niem8ller and other Confessional
eaders.
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this end the powers of the fovernment in Church affairs were

stiengthened. On 26 June 1935 a Law on the Sottlement of Legsl

Questlions Arising in the Evangelical Church1 deprived the

dvangelical churches of their 1lcht to sue before the regular

courts, and set up a special administrative coust (Beschlussstelle)

with the power of final decision in such matt.rs. This
deprived the Churches of the rights of self-administration and
protection in the civil courts to which as corporations of
public law they were entitled under Article 137 of the Weimar
Constitution. On 16 Juiy 1935 Hitler announced the oreation
of the post of a elch Minister for Eccle§ias§ical Arfairs?2
Onc of the first acts of the new minister, Dr., Hanns Kerrl,

was to transfer the Beschlussstelle from the llinistry of

Interior to hls own Jurisdiction. On 27 July 1935 he made him-
self president of this special court. On 2, September 1935 the
organization of the ministry was further developed by a law for

the Safeguarding of the Germen Evangellcal Church 3 by which
"The Relch Minister for Ecclesiastical Affairs is empowered;
for the restoration of orderly conditioms in the G;rman
Bvangelical Church and the Regional Evangelical Churches, to
issue ordinanc;s with binding legal force." On 20 March 1937
tho Minister for Church Affairs delegated the administration of
tho Church to Dr. Vermer, president of the Church Chancery

of the German Evangelical Church.® On 10 December 1937 the

I ﬁ GBL.I (1935) P

e, Das Drltte deich (1935) p. 301,

3o BQBlgI 11935) p. 1178,
4o RGBl.I (1937) p. 333.
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appointment was made permanent, and he was authorized to
promulgate ordinances on all church matters except questions

1
of faith and worship. Thus the exercise of control over the

ontirve Church administration was placed in tho hands of
government appolntees. In this way formal legal validity was
given to all subsequent acts directed aguinst the German
Lvangelical Churches,

The principal viotims of the ensuing porsecution
1ove members of the Confessional Church, At first an attempt
vas made to conciliate them by the appointment on 14 October 1935
of church comnittees, on which friends of the Confessional Syned
“1mtuee represented, for the government and administration of the

Ckurchesoz Although some of the protesting Landeskirchen were

thereby reconclled, many of the Confessionals refused to accept

the authority of these committees. This was met with a series

of repressive measures against the Confessional Church. On

2 Dscember 1935 the Minister for accleaiastioal Affeirs declared

their central orgars (Provisional Church Government., and the

Council of Brethren of the Confessional Synod) illegala3 On

2 December 1935 the authority of the Church liinistry was

expressly denied by Dr. Niemoller, leader of the Confessionals.
In May 1936 the leaders of the Confessional Church

addressed a memorandum to Eitler denouncing the. anti-Christian

Joo mme z [I937) Do 13'!60
2 e, Das Dritte Reich (1935) p. 304, Authority for the

appointment of these committees was given in the ordinance
of 3-October 1935 (RGBl.I p. 1221,) :

3, ZIbid., po 306. Authorlly for this action was given ln an
Brdinance of the same date (BGRl., I (1935) p. 1370).
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1 hen this was met with further acts

acts of the government,
of represaion, the fallure of the church comiittees to effect
a rsconciliation was admitted by Ecclesiastical Minister Kerrl,
in a report to Hitler. From that time onward the official '
attitude was that the Confessional Church was illegal, and its
activities were persecuted to the point where they became
elnost completoly ineffective., For specific instances of this
persecution, see the following sectione

3, The Christian Sects. Certain of the smamller christiaﬁ

socts, especilally the Jehovah's ‘itnesses (Ermste Bibelforscher)

and the Pentecostal Association (Freie Christongemeinde) were

purtiéularly objeotionable from the Nazi standpoint beceuse of
tl:olr advanced pacifist views, Since they were without

inportant influence at home or abroad, it was possible to

proceed against them more drastically than agelnst the larger
Chiristian Churches. Both groups were therefore declared illegalz
end there were times when almost no adherent of either group

vas outside a conocentration campn3 For specific instances of

thls persecution see below, p. 32-33).

Y. Yot reported in the curfent German press. &ividence should
° be obtainable from Niemoller and other Confessional leaders.
2., This was done not on a national but on a local basis. Thus
the dissolution in Hesse was accomplished by an ordinance of
18 October 1933 issued by the Hesseschen Staatsministeriums
and published in the official Darmstadter “eltung. (See
" . JTeWe (1934) pe 1747).

3. See Mic'tlem, op.cit,p. 51, and Franz Zuercher, Kreuzzug, gegen
das Christentum (Zurich, 1938, curopa-Verlag),
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B, Policies Adopted in the Incorporated Areas

In areas like Alsage~Lorraine or western Poland; and
to some extent in Austria, where the Nazis were attempting
to incorporate a gubatantial non-German population into the
body of the Reich, local church organizations were feared
primarily as potential centers of national resistance to
German domination. The policies adopted against the Churches
in these regions were therefore particularly severe, the most
seriously afflicted being western Poland. A summary statement
of the measures taken in these regions; together with a
vigorous protest against them; is to be found in the memorial
of 15 December 1942 addressed to the German Minister for
Church Affairs, the German Minister for the Interior and the
Chief of the Chancery by the German Catholic bishops
assembled at Fuldaal For specific details see Section V below.
C. Policies Adopted in other Occupied Areas

In other occupled areas, witich were designed to support
but not to take a leading part in the Nazi campaign of world
conquest, the need to impose a unified Nazi philosophy was
less great then in other regions. Thus thore was no general
motive for persecution in these areas. In regions, llke
Slovakia; where the Churches proved generally cooperative

with the occupying authorities, they were offlicially favored.

T Not avalleble here. Should be obtainable in the offices
of German dioceses.
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But in countries where the spirit of natiogal resistance
was widely supported by the local churches, the Nazis
felt no compunction about persecuting them vigorously.
The countries to suffer most in this respect were the
General Government of Poland and occupied Norway. For
specific instances of pessecution in these areas see

below, Section V.
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V. METTIODS USED TO INPLIIENT THE PGLICY OF PERSECUTION

In order to implement thelr generul policy of persecu-
tion, the National Sociallsts interfered at every possible
stage in the activities of the Christian Churches, Some-
times they accomplished their purposes by direct interven-
tion of the Reich or Land governments under their control
or, in the case of Norway and other occupied but unincorpo-
rated areas, by intervention of a native puppet government.
At other times ﬁhey preferred to accomplish their purposes
through the use of the SA, the Hitler Youth and other Party
organizations. The bprincipal forms of intervention were the

following.

A. Interferance V/ith The Central Institutions 0Of Church

Government

Tho easiest way to achieve rapid results in the de-
astruction of the Christian Churches was to paralyze thelr
central. Institutions, and thus deprive them of the advan-
tages of central leadership. Thils was accomplished either
by the direct seizure and exploitation of those institutions
by Nazl or pro-Nazl perscnnel, or by interfersence with the
effective operation of those institutions which could not be

thus subjected to seizure and exploitation.

CONTIDENTIAL
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1. ‘The Direct Seizure Cf Central Institutions Of Church

Governuent., This could be most easily accomplished in the

case of Christian Churches which had a long tradition of
dependence upon state ﬁuthority. This aspect of the perse=-
cution was penerally carried out throurh the forms of law,
without the necessity for eny important adnixture of illegal
actlion. The nost ilmportant cases of this sort were the
following:

e. The Seizure Of The German Evangelical Church. The

steps whereby legal control over the central governing
Institutions of the German Evangelical Church was estab-
llshed; first on bshalf of German Christian supporters of
tiie Nazi government, later on bshalf of the Nazi goveranment
itself, are outlined above pp. 19-26)

THE PROBLEIl OF PROOF. The major steps in this process

are a matter of legal record. The principal laws and
ordinances by which the seizure was accomplished are cited

above.

b. The Seizure Of The Norweglan National Church. The

Evangelical Lutheran State Church, to which $8.6% of the
population adhered, was a state church established by royal
decrec. C hurch affairs were handled by the Department of
Church and Education. When the Germans invaded the country
and set up a Relchskomissar for the occupied Norwegien

:
territories, they gained control over this central organi-

1. Deutsche Verordnungsblatt far Norwegen, April 20 - May
6' p. ‘z.
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zatiﬁn. Pro-Nazi Norweglans were placed in charge of the
Department of Church and Education, subsequently replaced by
the Illinistry for Culture and Enlightenment. These powers
were exercised in such a way thag the entire Norwegian pas-
torate, with insignificant exceptions, decided on Easter
Sunday, 1942, to nake Joint resignation of their public
offices and aalariea,l thus proclainming thelr conviction
tﬁat the central institutions of the state church were no
longer avalilable for the accomplishment of Christian

purposes.

THE PROBLLE!. O PROOF. Although native Norweglan

colla?or&tors played the principal role in the persecution
of the Norweglian church, it is a matter of legal record that
final control over and hence final responsibility for their
actions rests with the German Reichskomissariat for Norway.
All necessary ovidence with repgard to the course of the
church conflict in Norway can no doubt be obtained from
Norweglan church authorities.

2. Interference with the Normal Opsration of Central

Institutions of Church Governrmecnt. In the case of the Cath-

olic and of some Protestant Churches, the Nazis were unable

to gain control of the central institutions of Church

1.  Feue Zuricher Zeitung 4/7742.
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government. In these cases they tried as far as posslble to
prevent those central institutions from operating. The
methods used were more or less drastic, depending on the

circumstances.

a. Lepal Abolition Of Central Institutions Of Church

Government. In accord with the generally cautious policies
adopted by the Nazis in their campaign for the persecution

of the Christian Churches, this device was sparingly used.

The principal cases are the following.

i. Prohibition Of Certain German Sects. Under the

Nazil repgime the organization and activities of the Ernste

Bibelforscher and Freile Christengemeinde were declared

illegal. They were rigorously suppressed by the polics.
THE PROBLEN OF PROOF. For general references, see

above, p. 26 ). The dissolutlon of the Jehovah's Vitnesses
wag declared in violation of Article 1937 of the Vieimar
Constitution in a case decided on 26 llarch 1934 by the

; §p6c1a1 Court of Darmstadt (Juristische Vochenschrift (here-
'arter abbr., J. W.) 1934, p. 1747Y, Most courts, however,
upheld the decision of the govermment. For cases 1llus-
trating some of the ways in which members of this sect were
persecuted, the following court decisions should be con-

sulted:
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{1) Rofusal of a rwddler’s licenso. BRayurischier Ver=

waldungaperichtahol, 8 liay 195C (keger, Vol, 37, Do 9503);

"
{2) Refusal of a permlit to practice as a midwife. Sachsi-

sches Oberverwaltungsgericht, 4 December 1936 (J.W. 1937,
p. 1368); (3) Dismissal of a postal clerk. Reichsdienst-

atrafhof, 11 February 1935 (Zeitschrift fur Beantenrscht

1936, p. 104); Refusal of the right to conduct family wor-
ship in the home. Reichsgericht, 17 February 1938 (J.V.
1938, p. 1018); Removal of children from the custody of

their parents. Landgericht Hamburg, 6 llay 1936 (Jgdrecht u.
Jgdwohlfahrt 1936, p. 28l1).

11, Prohibition of the Central Governing Orpans of

¥he German Confessionals. On December 20, 1935 the Provi-

sional Church Government and the Councll of Brethren of the
Confessional Synod were specifically declared 1llegal by the
Minister for Eccleslastical Affairs. Although the repres-
sive measures actually taken were not sufficient to prevent
these groups from acting, this ruling prevented them from
enjoyling the privileges of public law corporations, to which
the Evangelical Church was entitled under existing German

law,

THE PROBLE!! OF" PROOF. S8ee above, p. 25-25)
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b. The Imposition 0f Pinizneial Contrela Upon The Opsra~

tion Of Church Govermments. Tho princlpal Sheistion

Churches of Gemrmany had long derived their main financlal
support from state collected church taxes. To maeintaln ef=-
fective control over these organizations it was therefore
sufficient to deprive them of all other sources of revenue,
and to impose state restrictions upon the expenditgre of
state collected funds, The Sammlungsgesatz.of S November

R
1934 which placed severe restrictions on the right of

churches and other organizations to solicit contributions
was an important hindrance to the financial independence of
all churches.

1. PFinancial Control Of The German Evangelicel

Church., The establishment of machinery for financisl control
played a major part in the Nazi capture of the German Evan-
gellcal Church organization. Under earlier German law

local church authorities had exercised considerable author-
ity in determining the rate of and allocating the revenues
from church taxes. On 1l larch 1935 the Prussian government

deprived the Prussian church of this power by setting

I, RGBI., I, (1934) p. 1086
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vp state controlled finance departments for the managenent of
the finances of all Evangelical churches in Prussia. By
ordinance of 25 June 19571 state controlled finance departmentis
were set up for the German Evangelical Church and for each

of the Provincial Churches, with the right to regulate the
condi tions of service of all officlals of the general church
edministrations, of the pastors and of the local parish
officials and employees. By an ordinance of 9 June 1937 it

was provided that all church collections had to be subject

2
to the approval of the central church authorities., Since

the control of the central authorities of the German Evan-
celical Church was in Nazli hands this meant that all Prot-
estant congregations, including those Confessional congre-
gations which had been maintained by voluntary contribu-
tions, could be deprived of all financial support at the
discretion of the Nazi authoritles.

THE PRODBLE!l OF IR OOF. The legislation by which this

control was exercised 1s a matter of record. For a
specific instance of the way in which the resulting power

was exerclsed, see below, Caae.1.3 -

T. RGBL., I, (1937) p. 697.
2. Citatlion unavallable here.
3, Citation unavailable here.
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CASE 1, THE FINANCIAL COERCION OF THE DAHLEM PARISH,

The Dahlem parish of the German Evangelical Church, being
located in a fashionable part of Berlin, was comparatively
prosperous. It enjoyed an income of around 400,000 marks,
half of which exceeded its immediate needs. When its pastor,
Dr. Niemgller, leader of the Confessionals, was dismissed
from his pastorate by the Reich Bishop Muller on 1 March 1935,
the congregational assembly refused to obey the order, and
asked him to continue to serve. They refused to transfer
their income to the central church offices, and devoted about
half of it to the Confessional Church. The transfer was
finally enforced, however, by a commissioner appointed by the
finance department.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, Evidence should be obtainable
from Dr. Hiemgller, and from other serving members of the
parish. |

¢. JInterruntion of Official) Communications within
the Church Government. The effective operation of any large
organization depends on the maintenance of free and confi-

dential communication between officials, This right

was guaranteed for the Catholic Church in Germany by Article
IV of the Concordat, which reads "In-its relations and
correspondence with the bishops, clergy and other members of
the Catholic Church in Germany, the Holy See enjoys full

freedom. The same applies to the bishops and other diccesan

NP TORNY VA T
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officials in their dealings with the faithful in all matters
belonging to their pastoral office.® Violations of this
right played an important part in the total Nazi scheme for

the persecution of the Christian Churches. As early as 1935
the bishops were made to realize that their correspondence
and telephone calls were subject to constant surveillance by
the police.l '
The following cases might repay investigation.
i. Cases in Germany Proper.
CASE 2. In February, 1937 Dr. Zollner, the Chairman

of the Reich Church Committee, was prevented by the police

from visiting nine Confessional Pastors of Lubeck who had been
arrested by the secret police. This interference with his
attempted conciliation led to the fesignation of Zollner and
his committee on 14 February 1937.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, Evidence should be obtainable

fram serving Confessional leaders.

CASE 3. When the bishop of Wuerzburg, Mgr. Ehrenfried,
travelled to Rome in November 1938, he was held up on the
Cerman frontier and had to stand by while all his luggage and
documents were searched. Photostats were made of everything

vwritten in Latin.
THE _PROBLLM OF PROOF. Case 3 is reported in The

Persecution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich, page 42.
gince lMgr. Ehrenfried is alive and still bishop of Wuerzburg
it would be easy to have himself as a witness,

T“fee: The Persecu%ion of the Catholic Church in the Third
' C L ] p - e
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CASE 4. In 1936 the offices of the Diocesan Adninis«
tration of Freiburg im Breisgau were raided by the Gestapo.

THE PROD OF PROOF. Case 4 is reported in The
P o) Catholic Church in the Third Reich, p.4%. Arche

bishop Groeber and every member of the Diocesan Administration
of Freiburg who held his position prior to the reported inci-
dent might be witnesses.
CASE 5. In 1937 fifty officials of the Gestapo searched
the offices of the Administration of the Archdiocese of Cologne.
QL LEL PROOF. Case 5 is reported in The Perse-
cution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich, page 41.

Every member of the diocesan administration who held his position
prior to the reported incident is a potential witness.
CASE 6, In 1937 the offices of the Vicar General in
Aachén were searched.
IHE PROBIEM OF PROOF. Case 6 is reported in The Persg-
c t olic c ] s page 42,
Every member of the dlocesan administration who held his
position prior to the reported incident is a potential witness,
CASE 7. On 31 August 1?38 Cardinal Faulhaber's offices
in Munichk were searched.

THE PROBLEN OF PROOF. Case 7 is reported in The Perse-~
cution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich. page 42.

Cardinal Faulhaber and every member of the diocesan administra-
tion who held his position prior to the reported incident might

be a wilitness.
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CASE ‘8. On 15 April 1939 the offices of the Bishop of
Limburg on the Lahn were searched. The archives of certain
ecclesiastical foundations were confiscated and carried away,
together with the money belonging to them.
THE PROBIEM OF PROCF. Case 8 1s reported in The Perse-

cution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich, page 42.
Mgr . Hilfrich, bishop of Limburg and every member of the dioc-

esan administration who held his position prior to the reported
incident might be a witness,

CASE 9. In the Diocesan Administration buildings in
Berlin the German bishops had set up an Information Bureau
under the direction of Mgr. Banasch, This office was raided
in December 1935. All papers were examined, and Mgr. Banasch
was arrested and held in jail until March 1936.

THE _PROBLIM OF PROOF. Case 9 is reported in The Perse-
cution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich. Count v.
Preysing, Bishop of Berlin, Mgr, Banasch himself and every member
of the diocesan administration who held his position prior to
the reported incident could be witnesses.

11. Cases in the Incorporated Areas
CASE 10. In 1938 a search was carried out in the

ordinariates of Vienna, Salzburg and Seckau.
THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. Case 10 is reported in The Perse-
cuation of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich nage 42,
CONFIDENTIAL
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Cardinal Innitzer, Bishop Pavlikowski and every member of the
three diocesan administrations who held his positicn prlor to
the reported incidents might be witnesses.
B. Interference with the Persons the Cler d_of
Workers

Insofar as it was not possible or prudent to control
the Churches through their'central administrative aparatus,
it was possible to crippletheir work by intimidating or 2limi.
nating those clergymen or lay workers who were attempting to
carry out church policies. So far as the Catholic Church is
concerned, the rights of the clergy to special pretection
were guaranteed in Article V of thp Conbordat, which read "In
the exgrcise of their spirituzsl activities the clergy shall
enjoy the protection of the Staté in the same way as State
officlals. The state will take proceedings in accordance
with the géneral provisions of State law against any ocutrage
offered to the clergy personally or directed against their
ecclesiastical character, or any interference with the duties
of their office, and in case of need will provide official
protection.," 1In spite of this, interferences with the personal
security of the clergy, both Protestant and Catholic, and of
leading lay workers of the Churches was very freely used as
a means of hampering the activities of the Christian Churches.
This was accomplished by the following means:

CONF IDENT
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1. The Murder of Church Leaders. In line with their
generally cautious policies of Church persecution,; the Nazis
were somewnat sparing in the use of these means. The official
Nazi policy was expressed by Robert Wagner, Gauleiter of Baden,
when he sald "The Catholic church need not imagine that we are
going to create martyrs. We shall not give the church that
satisfaction -~ she shall have, not martyrs, but eriminals.tt
Even within the borders of Germany proper, however, there were
some instances of the murder of Church personalities,; and in
the incorporated areas, where the reactions of public opinion
were less to be feared, the numbers of such cases were quite
substantial,

a. Cases in Germeny Proper. The cases in this category
most worthy of investigation are the deaths of the Catholic
leaders Klausener, Beck and Probst. They are considered in
detail on pages 8-10 of the report on "Criminal Responsibili-

les in Connection with the Purge of 1934", RZA No. 3113.l.

b. Cases in the Incorporated Areas. The murder of
large numbers of Catholic priests is reported by the Polish
Ministry of Information in London as having occurred in the
incorporated regions of western Poland.2 Since no sufficlent

T.7in a speech delivered at Loerrelch (Baden) in the fall
of 1935, as quoted in The Persecution of the Catholie
Church in the Third Reich.

2, See: The Nazi Kultur in Poland, London, 1945, p. 9-11,
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detalls are given, it would be necessary to get in touch with
the informed Polish authorities in order to prepare specific
cases. The possibility that patriotic Polish priests may
actually have been engaged in acts against the occupying
authorities will somewhat complicate the problem of proving
persecution in these instances.

c. Case Cc ed Areas. The murder of numbers
of Catholic priests is reported by the Polish Ministry of In-

formation in London as having occurred in the incorporated
1

regions of western Poland.” ‘The problem of proof is the same

as in section ii above, |

2., The Assaulting of Church Leaders. In order to hamper
the church leaders in carrying out their work, they were fre-
quently subjected to actual or threatened personal violence,
The SA, the S5, the Hitler Youth and other Pﬁrty organizations
were most frequently used in carrying out this aspect of the
persecution.

a. Capes in Gerpen Proper.

CASE 31. Bishop Dr. Sproll of Rottenburg, absent from
ris diocese because of the disturbances caused by his having
7ailed to vote in the elections of 10 April 1978, returned to
ais residence on 15 July 1938 on instructions :rom the Holy
3ee. The next day demonstrations started in waich about 100
young people, members of the Hitler Youth, took part. Few

1T Seet Polish Information Service, “The Nazi Kulture in
Poland," London, 1945, p. 19-20,
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of them were from Rottenburg 1tself. The demonstrators
forced an entrance into the Bishop's residence through
the chancellery. A group of them came shouting and yelling
into the Bishop's private chapel, where he knelt before the
exposed Blessed Sacrament. They hesitated and withdrew,
meking contemptuous remarks., So 4id another party when
they saw the Bisnop in prayer, Finally, the editor ﬁf the
Flammepzeichen of Stuttgart, with five other men, appeared
and tried in vain to persuade the Bishop to leave the tomm.
Mean while, the rest of the intruders ransacked the offices
and private belongings of the Bishop. Finally the mocb
marched off, singing iho Horst Wessel Song and'Deutschland
ueber Alles", HNext day a representative of the Gestapo
visited the Bishop and told him to leave Rottemburg, threat-
ening that otherwise the demonstrations would be repeated.,
The Bishop replied: %I have strict orders from the Holy
See to roturn to my dioecese., I am The Bishop of Rottenmburg,
avd I shall remain in Rottenburg, even if I lose my life in
doing so."

On 18 July another demonstration occuried, This time
the deuonstrators numbered between 1,500 and 2,000 and again

the majority are believed to have come from other places,
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The bishop's residence was stoned., In the bishop's study
alone four large rocks were found.

A third demonstration odé¢curred on 23 July. The demon-
strators had been brought to Rottenburg in cars and buses from
as much as 30 lliles away. Again the crowd forced its way into
the bullding., In the bishop's private chapel they found the
Archbishop of Freiburg, who had arrived in Rottenburg, the
: vicér-General and some of the Cathedral canons, They in-
sulted the Archbishop and showed their contempt for the ex~
posed Sacrament by smoking and keeping their hats on. The
Bishop was then expelled from his diocese by order of the
Ministry of Interior of Rottemburg and left for Freiburg.

THE PEOBLEM OF _PROCF. Evidence as to the planmed
nature of these demonstrations is contalned in a letter recelved
by Bishop Sproll a few days after the incident, and published
subsequently in a Swiss paper.1 This letter declares: "I
was one of thouse present last Saturday -- not indeed of my
ovm free will, but by order. I have always been proud of my
country, but last Saturday I was, for the first time, ashamed
to call myself a German, And a number of the comvrades of my
sectlon think the same way as I do. We were ashamed of our-
selves for having -~ without our knowledge ~- allowed ocurselves
%0 be used for such a scandalous affair....By staging this

I, Cstschwelz, 13 October 1938.
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demonstration the Party had given us an involuntary proof that

you acted rightly on 10 April. The mere fact that the SA

had to attend in civilian dress indicated that the Party

1tself had the feeling that what was happening was not the

proper thing for the ‘dress of honor' of the SA."

Soon after the departure of the bishop, the Nazi area
leader, Dr., Fritsch, declared before a thousand political
leaders of the Frelburg district in the Festhalle that "The
Archbishop shouvld be thankful that he was still able to reside
in his house and haé not already received the proper answer
to his goings on. This ragamffin was spreading lying state-
ments in the foreign press, and that was high treason. Here,
publicly, I call him a knave, a liar and a traitor to his

cauntry.“l

The "Sproll-incidents" were described in an official
ccclesiastical announcement which was read in several German
¢ioceses on the las®t Sunday of July, 1938. LCOncerning the
last demonstratlon of July 23rd, Der Deutsche In Polen
(Katovice) printed on August 14th, 1938, a copy of the
authentic information sent by the diocesan authorities to
the Reichminister for Ecclesiastical Affairs.,

1. Printed in the %@%Ziemng, Schaffhausen,
Switzerland, September 13th, 1930. .

CONFIDENTIAL




- CONEIDENTIAT,

feay

-

Bishop Sproll, Archbishop Groeber, the members of Bishop
Sproll's household and the members of his diocesan administra-
tion who held office prior to the reported incidents could be
wiltnesses,

CASE 12. On 12 May 1935 the late Archbishop XKlein of
Paderborn paid a2 visit to Hamm, On his arrival he was mobbed
by the Hitler Youth, members of which tried to overturn his
car, spat at him, and attecked with their "daggers of honor®
some Catholics who tried to protect him. The address of wel~
come to the bishop at the St. Agnes-Kirchplatz had to be
abandoned. The Nazl manifestation had obviously been carvefully
prepared, Hitler Youth leaders from Dortmund and Hamm took
part ian it.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. The members of the Catholic =
clergzy of Hamm who were residing in that commmity at the time

of the reported incident could be witnesses. Case 12 is
reported in The Persecution of the Catholic Chureh in the
Thixd Relech. page 252.

CASE 13. On 26 May 1934 the Bishop of Trier, Hgr.
Bornewasser, was insulted by Hitler Youth at the end of the
Confirmation service in Kreuznach.

THE PROBLEN OF PROOF. Case 13 1s reported in The Perse-
ention of the Catholic Chureh in the Third Reich, page 253.

Bigshop Bormewasser himself could be a witness.
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CASE _14. At the beginning of 1935 the murder of
Gardinal Faulhaber was demanded In public meetings in Funich,

Bzamples: a mecting of 15 Februvary of the German School
Union, at which the Nazi City School Inspector Bauwer spoke;

a meeting on 17 May of the German Faith liovement; a meeting on

13 June 1935 at vhich a Dr. Tngel of the Ludendorfi movement
mwas the speaker.

THE PROBLEM CF PROOF. Case 14 is reported in The
Porsecution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich, page

252. Uembers of the Diocesan Administration of Ilunich eould
hbe witnesses,

GASE 15. In june 1937 the Bishop of Trier, Mgr.
Bornewasser, was attacked bodily in the Hunsrueck area,

THE PROBLEL CF PROCF. See, The Persecution of the
Catholic Church in the Third Reich, page 253. Bishop

Bornewasser himself could be a witness.

CASE 6. At the end of November 1938, after a speech
by a Gaulelter and State Minister Wagner in Iunich, uniformed
detachments in motor-cars and on motor cycles arrived in
f»ont of the Cardinal's residence. A hail of stones was di-
rected against the windows, while the men shouted ™lake the
rotten traitor to Dachau". Armed with crowbars, the demon-

strators shattered the window frames and shutters.

CONF IDERT



THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, Eye-witness rerort piblished in
Dez Deutsche in Polen of 27 Wovember 1938. Cerdinal Faulhaber
himself could be a witness.

CASE 17. On 21 September 1935 the walls of eccle~

siastical buildiags in Freiburg Brelsgauv. were coversd with
inseriptions insulting the clergy.
THE PROBIEM OF PROOF,., O0fficial report of Vicar-(enerzl

Rosch, 26 September 1935, No, 14091.

CASE _18. In lay 1939 sbusive demcnstrations against
Cardinal Faulhaber were renewed in several places in Bavariz,
such as Gars, Weng and Muehldorf? om the Inr, where at sevea
or olght points around the town posters were displayed saying
“Away with Feulhaber, the friend of the Jéwg and the agent
of Moscow,"

THE PROBLEL OF PROOF, Seet: The Ferseccution of the
Catholdie Church in the Third Reich, page 262 with Faesinile
of the Luehldorf poster on the opposite page. Cariinal

Paulhaber himself could be a witnese.,

CASE 12. On 25 October 1936 members of the Hitler
-Zouth hurled Insults at Cardinal Favlhaber as he w2s entering
his car in Giesing, a suburb of lMunich.

L0E PROBLEM OF PROCF. See: Ihe Fersocution of the
Catholde Chureh in the Third Reich, page 244, Cavdinal
Faulihaber himself could be a witness.
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h. Cases in _the Incorporsied Aveas.

CABE_20, On Qectober 8, 1938 ai eipght fiftecn in the
evening demenstrations took place egainst the resiience of
Carcinal Azchbishop Innitzer in Viemna, B3tones were thromm,

ell windows brokeny a heavy dcor broken, A quarier of an hour
iatex the mob broke in, destroying everything they cculd find

in the antechambers. Reaching the eplscopal chapel, they

struck a secretary of the Cardinal unconscious, anil destroyec
the statue of a saint and other property, The purnie pezetoral
croses and ring of the Cardinzl were stolea. The Archbishop's
Yaster of Ceremonies was hit on the head with a candelabra,

(ne of the priests was dragged o the window and only just

saved from teing throm ocut. On the rumor that the police

vere coming they left, first cemanding a signed statement Trom
the inmates of the residence that they would never reveal these
cvents, MNot ome of the intrucers, wno left singing "Doutschlianc
if@_@_g__@n]_j_g_s_ﬂj wvas in any way interfered with in going out. The
cnly person errested was a correspondent of The Times.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. These svents were renorted in

the Osservatore Romopo of 15 COctober 1933, Eight days later,
Cauleiter Buerckel of Vienna held a mass meeting on the
Heldenpletz, ia which he announced that an attempt by the
clergy had beem made to work the people up to a putsch againat

the Tazl goverament, and that therefore some sierrn measures

COVFIDENTIAL
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had had teo be taken. Thls speach was reported in The Vienna
newspapers, Cardinal Imnitzer could aame eye-witnosses of the
Nagzi demcnstration. |
' CASE 21. On Friday, 7 October 1938, following a
gervice for Catholic Youth in St. Stephen's Cathedral in
Vienna at which Cardinal Arckbishop Inniftzer gave the szrmon,
Fitler Youth and SA gathered ocutside shouting “Down with
Iondtzer, Our faith is Germery." ILater bands of DA men
gathered in front of the bishkep's residence and staged demon~
stretions, shouting that the Caz‘-dinai should be taken Lo
Dacheu,

THE PROBLEY OF PROOF. These facts were reporied Iin
the Qgervatiore Romangc of Ostcher 19, 1938,

CASE 22, On 8 October 1938 a mob broke intu a hause
of the Cathedral Curia in Viennza and, after thoroughly wrecking
it, threw a curate Pr. Kravarnik, out of the window, His life
was reporiced to be in danger.

I0E PROBLIM OF PROOF, These events were rersrted in
the Lesservatore Romano of 15 October 1938, Diocesan of ficials
in Vienna night serve as witnesses,

CASE _23. In June 1938 when Cardinal Innitzer journeyed
through the northern parts of Lower Austrla for visitation
and confirmation he was subjected to such outrages and nmobbinzs

tnat he dscided to break off his journey. In ome lewn the

CONFIDLITIAL
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Cardinal covered his dross with 3he prrdoh oriestts cap2 and
l1aft the church. He was Meccguized, however, by a ieacher
wae gerre tke signal for atlack, and was bombarvded writh “cttox
cppe and potatoes, and siruck at with umbrellas.

THE PROBIEIM 0OF PROOF, Case 23 is vreported ia Ths

Fersecntion. of the Catholic Church in the Third Refch, rage

Ert

€2, Cazdinal Imniszer hnimself could be a witness.

3. Referation ol thae Clexpgv,. In srder to reducs the in-

filverce of the clergy, systepatic propaganda campal.gns were
Ccorried cut to depiet them ir an unfavorable light. The most
vigoious of these'campaigns vere the press campaigns in
connection with the *Curcency trials” and the "Clerical imw
Cporellsy trials® of 1935 2ad 1936, which tried to diseredit
ke Catholic elergy as financial meaipulators and noral
cepgenerates . The Catholic ckuvrch was the onrincipal victim

o ihese thetles

LEE PROBLEN OF' PROOE. FEvidence here consists in the
files of .l German newspzpei: for the period, Thn exient

enc sensailonal coloring of the reports of these trials, quilie
epert frem cny ease of the guilt or lonccence of the particular
cefendsnts . is proof of the erti-Church purpese of tThe campeilgn,
vhieh was ~mderlined in vicient outbursts of Hitle: and hopbzels

“hengelves made in official specches. See e peeially the speech

(4]
L

rade by Coclbels in a mass-mecting in the Devischlandhalle
“Bentin) cn 20 lay 1937.
L

o Avpest ol the Cleygys The acdivities of the clergy were Crequantly

inhezruvpued by arrest and izprisormens. vetholics and Prot:atants wens
COVIIDENTIAL
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s .

aqually affectsd by this form of perscoution.

a, Cagez in Garmzmy Fi roper
CiSE 24. 1Inm 1933 Dr. Jaser as head of the Crissh

CI‘.zmcerjr had the Gestapo plsce Bishop Wurm of Tirttaiberg aad
Bishop lleiser of Bavaria under house arrest, The laster ast
wes held illegal by court decilsion.
TIHE PROBLEL OF PRCOF. ZEvidence not availlabls here.
{1 could no doubt be furnished Ly the bisheps in question,
CASE 235. A promirveny; vrotestent clergyman of Stuttsar:,
Stadepfarrer Lic, Leapp, pvepared a vreitten sermon €y ke Zaad
on Sunday, 12 September 1943 in churches where only lay-rzaders
agre avallable 1o eavyry out Che services., n this szrmer: hs
»itlcized the government Tor its persecuticn of the Bvepizeli-
.l Churek i the incorporated anveas of wesiern Poland., On
1. Septezhey 1943 he was avrested by the Gastapo on srdersz of
the Reicassicberneilishaupbat. [He wes relsused or 14 Septesber,
but forcad %o pay a fine Tor “eviminal ineitemont® (zerbrechs:-
Leber Volksnrhatzune).
LIE PL.OBLEM OF PROOR, The facts of this case are sei
Z:rth, and tle posision of pastor Leupp defsnded, ir e letter
of 4 Celickey 194% addresved oy 3iihop viurm of Thrite thery Yo
thae Reich Minister of tho Ianterior, A translation of thie
izuter is glven bolew 1n the Appordix, p... .
CASE 26. In January 1937 nine Confessional jasbors
el Lﬁb-—a-:k-__ oo hod disagreed with thair Germaw Cholstlanm bishoy

vere arrested by the Secret Poliree,
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TilE FROBLEN. 0% _PROOF, FEvidence not available here.,
Could rno doubt be obtalned from confessional leaders in
Germany, .

CASE 27. On 1 July 1937 Martin Niemdller, Coufessional
" leader, was arrested and puit in prison. On 7 February 1938
he was trled before a2 Special Court in Berlin, Or. 2 March
he was sentenced to seven months imprisonment in a fortress
{i.e., honorable imprisomment) for violation of the Pulpit Law.
He was also fined 500 Marks feor a violation of the rules of
the Emergency Decree of 28 February 1933 (origina:ly directed
against the Comrunists) and 1500 marks for another vieclation
of both laws. He was acquitted of the charge of "underhand
attacks on State ard Party". As he had been eight months in
prison he was allowed to go free. On leaving the court he
was arrested by the Cestape and sent to a concentration camp

where he remained until the end of the war.,

THE PROBLMM OF PROOF. Newspaper reports of the

Niemgller arrest and trial., Iiemoller himself ecould be a

witness,

CASE 28. In lay 1935 the parish priest of Koblenz-
Hzuendorf was sentenced to six months imprisonmen? because

Ae had "ridiculed" the Winter Relief Work and the National

Socialist "elfare VWork.,

CONF IDENTIAL
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THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. Reported in Germania (Berlin)
12 May 1939.
CASE 29. 1In lMay 1936 a curate in lannheim was sentenced

to four months imprisonment because he had spoken critically
of the Hitler Youth.,
TIE PROBLELM OF PROOF. Reported in Kolnische Volks-

~

zeitung, 18 lay 1936.

gggg_ag,.;ggl1§_Apr;1_;935 the special court in Schwerin
sentenced to one and a half years imprisonment Mgr. Leffers,
parish priest of Rostock, for remarks made in a discussion
of Rosenberg's lyth with three students, supporters of Luden-
dorff's anti-Christian movement, who visited him under the
pretext that they were seeking spiritual advice,

THE _PRODLEM OF PROOF. Reported in Frenkfurter Zeltung,
17 tpril 1935.

CASE 31. On 22 July 1937 Father Rupert lMayer S.J. was
sentenced to six months imprisonment because he did not comply
with the prohibition on his preaching imposed by the Gestapo.

IHE PROBLELl OF PROOF. Sees The Persecution of the

Cathollic Church in the Third Reich, page 68 and Appendix IIZI
to that book page 538-543.

b. Cas in £ corporated Areas
CASE 32. 1In 1938 at Seckau (Austria) Prince Bishop
Dr, Pawlikowskl was kept under guard for several days by

2 SS men.
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TIE PROBLLI OF PROCF. See: The Persecution of the

Gatholie Church in the Third Reich, page 42. Bishop Pawli-
xowski himself could be a witness,

i. Cases in Western Poland. The imprisonment of
large numbers of Cstholic priests 1s reported by the Polish
¥Ministry of Information in London as having occurred in the
incorporated regions of western Polanﬂ.l S8ince no sufficient
details are given it would be neecessary to get in touch with
informed Polish authorities in order to prepare specific cases,
fhe possibllity that patriotic Polish priests may actvally
have been engaged in acts against the occupylng authorities
will somewvhat complicate The problem of proving persecution

in thase cases.

¢. Cases in the Occupied Aress.

i. Cages in Nerway. The imprisonment and detention
in house arrest of large numbers of Norwepgian clergymen took
place during the Nazi regime. All necessury evidence with re~
gard to these arrests can ne doubt be obtained from Norwegian
ehurch authoritles., The case of Bishop Eivand Berggrav was

espetially nctable,

11. Cases in the General CGovernment of Poland. The
imprisonment of large numbers of Catholic and Protestant clergy-

wen is repcrted by the Polish Ministry of Information in London

as hav.ag eccurred in the CGeneral government of Polanﬁ.2

1. Seer The Nazj Kultur in Poland, London, 1945, p. 10-11.
2, Seo: The Nazi Kultur Poland, London, 1945, p. 19-32.
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5. Removing Clergymen from O0ffice. (/lithout being ar-

rested, clergymen were occasionally removed from office by
order of the Nazl authoritles. 1In the case of churches
whose central organs of administration were under Nazl con-
trol, this could be done by order from the higher church
authoritles. In other cases, alleged violations of State
laws were sometimes punished in this fashion., The use of
essentlally ecclesiastical penalties for the violation of
State law would seem to be of doubtful legality.

&. Cases Involving Protestant Clexpgymen,

CASE 33, On 1 liarch 1935 Niemoller dismissed by Reich
Blshop from his pastorate in Dahlemn.,

THE PROBLE!I’ OF PROOF. Niemoller himself could be a

~witness.

CASE 34, During the llunich crisis of 1938 the Con-
fegslonals, through theilr provisional goverrment of the
Evangelical Church, issued an order of & Service of Prayer
for Peace. On the grounds that this was a treasonable act,
the Reich llinister for Ecclesiastical Affairs ordered that

the salaries of these Confessionals be sitopped, and that

they be removed from their parishes,

THE PROBLEIl OF PROOF¥., Evidence would have to be ocb=-
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Sained from surviving Confessional leaders, and the file of
the Reichs !iinistry for Eccleslastical Affairs.

ii. Cases Involving Catholic Clergymen.

CASE 35. 'In the summer of 1938 ligr. Dr, Sproll,
Bishop of Rottenburg, was expelled from his diocese, This
measure was justified by the German News Agency (DNB) on the
grounds that he "was the only citizen of his locality who
rfailed to participate in the election of April 10th."

THE PROBLEII OF PROOF. Newspaper reports Bishop Sproll

himself could be a witness.

CASE 36. On 27 June 1938 a prlest named Vorwerk, the
officlsl representative of the Bishop of Nﬁenater for that
part of his diocese which lay In the territory of Oldenburg,
was expelled because he had protested the conversion of the
denominational schools in Oldenburg into Nazl community
schools at the order of the Nazi Illnister of Public Instruc-

tlon of Oldenburg.

THE PROBLEIlI OF PROOF. Pastoral of the Bishop of

lluenster, Count von Galen, read from the pulpits on 31 July
1938.

CASE 37. In Aprll 1937 the parish priest of the

(lethedral parish in Eichstaett was served with an order of
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cxpulslon, This order was not carried into effect oaly bew
cause the diocesan bishop, Mgr. Rackl, proclaimed from the
Cathsedral pulpit that he had ordered him not to leave his
parish,

TIIE PROBLIZ] OFF PROOF. Iligr. Rackl himself could be a

witness, See The Persecution of the Catholic Chu-: ch in the

Third Reich (page 44).
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(o Tunberference with the ‘ctivities of the Glorgo

"hen clergymen were not molested in their own pereon they were
frequently prevented from fulfilling the normal functions of their
office. The following forms of intervention were particularly frequent.

1, Closing of Church Buildinggo This most drastic form of inter-

ference with cleriocal activities was used primarily in the Incorporated
and Occupied territories.

a. Cases in Incorporated Areas. The partial or complete closing

of large numbers of churches in the incorporated territories of western
Poland is reported by the Polish Ministry of Information, London.l
This statement was confirmed in the memorial of 15 December 1942
eddressed by the Cetholic bishops of Gernany to the Germsn Hini'ator
for Ecolesiastical Affairs, whioh said that with a very few exceptions
all churches in the Dioceses of Posen and Litsmannstadt had been with-
drawn from use for worship and either sealed or used for warshouses or
other profene purposes, in on; cage as a riding school.?

b, Cases in Occupied Argas. Although the closing of churohes

wae loss frequent in the General Covernment of Polend than in the in-
corporated territories, several canses are mentioned by the Polish
Minietry of Information, Lomdon.® The following notable case {rom

Forway should also be mentioned.

l. See The Nazi Kultur in Poland, London, 1945, p. 14.
2. This memorial i& not avellable hers,
3. Soe The Nazi Kultur in Polgnd, London, 1945, p. 22-24.
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CASE 38. Om Sunday, 1 February 1942 the government aluthorities
demanded the use of the Cathedral of Troadheim for a Quisling psator
during the moming hours, Dsan Fjollﬁu therefore decided to postpone
the regular worship service until the afternoon. When large crowde
sought admission to the Cathedral for this service, the polioce
barricaded all entrances and refused them admlssion.

THE PROBLEM OF PROQOF., Reported by the Norwegian Information

Service, 3516 Massachusetts Avenue, Washington, 7, D. C. on January 26,

1945, Although the agency directly responsible was the Norwegian puppet

government rather than the German occupying authority, the relations

between the two were such that the Germans mizht be found responsible.
The problem of German responsibility for actions of puppet governments
is treated in a separate study on Nazi occupation policies and methods.

2. Interferences with Freedom of Speech and Viritinge, As orgeniza-

tions devoted to the teaching and propagation of Christianity, the
Christian Churches are peculiarly dependont upon freedom of speech and
writing for ths accomplishment of their normal mission. When con~
stitutional guarantees of fresdom of' speach and m.'itings were suspended

by the lew for the Protection of People and Raichl official assurances

_were given that the position of the Churches would not be affected.

Actual measures of repression started almost immediately. In the fall
of 1934 Dr, Friock, Minister of REducation, prohibited all discusszion of

the Church queastion in the press, in pamphlets or in books. Zarly the

1, RGBl I (1933) p. 83..
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next yvear Dr. Frick repested this order, and Dr. Rust, th; Uindister

of Bducation ordered the professors of theology in the umiversities

not to participate in the church dispute. 0Om 28 October 1935 the
Propagenda Ministry imposed censorship before publication om all

church periodicals,l and on 30 Movember 1935 this was extended to all
writings and picture material multigraphed for distribution., After
1937 the German Catholic bishops gave up all attempts to print their
Pastorals, end had them merely read from the pulpits. They were con-
firmed in this attitude by s letter from the Reich Minister for
Eccleasiasticel Affairs who threatened any printing of Psstorals "with
confiscation by ths Gestepo or complete prohibition, as well es

Turther measures on the part of the Reich Hinister for Popular Educa-
tion and Propaganda.™2 After the war, the paper shortage was used #a
en excuse to enforce the cessaticnm of virtually all church publications.d
in the case of th: Catholic Church, these orders and acts were in
violation of Article IV of the Concordat, which read, "Instructiocms,
ordinances, Pastoral letters, official dioceosan gazettea and other
enactmente regerding the spiritual direction of the faithful issusd by
the ecclesisatical authorities within the framework of their competence

(Art, 1, Sect, 2) may be published without hindrence and brought to the
notice of the faithful in the form hitherto usual, ®

1, #8ee The Persscution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich, p.76-77.
2., Quoted in & Pastoral of the Bishop of Muenster of 21 December 1936,
Not availeble here, but should be obtainable in the diocesan offices
et MHuenpter,

3. BSee the letter of protest addressed on 1 April 1942 by Bishop Wurm
of the Wirttembergeache elische Landeskirche to Reichminister
Dr. Goebbeln, en Englieh Eranalation of which is given below in the
Appsndix, P>
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a, Cases Involving the Catholic Church

CASE 39, On Falm Sunday, 14 March 1937, in most of the perish
churches of the Third Reich, the Papel Encyoclical letter about the

situation of the Catholic Church in Germany (Mit brennsnder Sorge)

was read from the pulpits. Imnediately the state proceeded with severe
moeasures of retaliation., Twelve printing offices which had printed the
Enoyolical were closed without compensation., Parish magacines and
diocesan gazettes which had copied ths text wers banned for three months.
All the copies which the police could get hold of wers eeized, People
who had transcribed or sven circulated the text were arrested. In the
village ol Essen in Oldenburg ssvem Catholic girls who had distributed
the Enoyclical were taken into custody and released only because of

the threatening attitude of the inhabitants.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. See Yhe Persecution of the Catholic Chuirch

in the Third Reich, page 69, f ituesses could be memhars of all German

diocesan administrations holding office at that time.

CASE 40, The Encyclicel on the Christian Educetion of Youth of’
31 December 1929 was reprinted in Huber's printing office in Munich,
In March 1937 it was forbidden because of passages it contained about
the denominationel schools. A Calendar for Catholic parents published
in 1935 was selzed beceuse some parts of the um‘moyolioal ware quoted
in i%t,

THE_PROBLFM OF PROOF. Reported in The Persecution of the Catholic
Church in the Third Reich (page 59). A member of the diocessn adminictra-

tion of Munich holding office in 1937 could be witneass.
CONF IDENTIAL
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CASE 41. The Hazis geve orderas that the reading in Catholic

o

Churches of the Encyclical of QOctober 1939 by Pius XII Summi Ponti:fioatua,,

was o be noted by the Gestapo, that prieats who had a share ia it were
to be reported, and that steps were to be taken by the police againat
roproduction and distribution of the text.

THE_PROBLEM OF PROQF. See case 39.

CASE 42, On 6 May 1935 a Pastoral Letter of the Prussien
Episcopate was issued for what is called "Educational Sunday,"™ dealing
with Cetholic principles of education, It was forbidden, and such
parish magazines as had printed it were confiacated on the grounds that
it "contained in eeveral passages intolerable criticiam of the Lendjahr
orgeniration, "

THE_FRQBLEM OF PROQF. Germania (Berlin) 5 May 1935.

CASE 43, On 21 July 1935 a Pastoral Letter by Bishop Kallar
of Ermland, which dwelt on the great importance of Catholic organizations
end their current hardships was confiscated before it could be read.

“THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. Reported in The Persecution of the Catholic

Church in the Third Reich (page 60). Bishop Kaller could be witness.

CASE 44. Common Pastoral Letters of the bishops in March and

Mey 1936, and & Pastoral of the Bavarian bishops of June 1936, were
forbidden and confiscated after having been read.

THE FROBLEM OF PROOF, Voelkischer Beobachter No. 120, 29 April

1236 and The Persecution of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich,

page 60=61,
CASE 45. On 1 September 1935, a Pastoral Letter of the Bishops
Conference at Fulda was read publicly. It complained about the restric-

tions set on the freedom of the Church, It wans confiscated in the

A
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Ordinariates, in the printing offices, irn bookshops and presbyteries,
It was even removed from the credence tables of the churches by poliice=
men., Catholics who had helpad to ciroulate the Letter were arrested,

as in Munich,

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. See The Persecutions of the Catholic

Church in the Third Reich, page 60.

CASE 46, A Jjoint Pestoral Letter of the Bavarian bishops read
of 13 December 1938 was not allowed to be published.

THE PROBLEM OF PRQOF. Ses The Persscution of the Catholic

Church in the Third Reich, page 61.

" CASE 47, A Pastoral Letter of the Bishops conference expressing
uneasiness ebout the future of the denominaticnal schools, which was
read on 20 September 1936, was not allowed to be published,

IHE PROBLEM OF PROQF. See Case 46,

CASE 48, A Pastoral Lotter of the Archkbishop of Freiburg im
Breiegau, Mgr. Groober, could not be printed tecause the Cestapo insisted,
contrary to the Concordat, on censoring the Diccesan Gazette.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, See Case 4€. Archbishop Grosber could be

a witness,
CASE 49. A Pastoral Letter of 13 December 1936 by the Archbishop
of Freiburg, describing the struggle to preserve the crucifix in itse

old place in the echools in Oldenburg was forbidden and in large measure
confiscated before being read.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, See Case 46, Archbishwp Groeber could be

a witness,
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CASE 60, In February 1937 the Lenten Pastoral of Mgr. Ealler,
Bishop of Ermland was forbidden and in large measure confiscated before
being read. In many churches the confiscation took place during Mass
itself by the police snetching the letter out of the hands of prissts as
they were in the act of reading it.

THE _PROBLEM OF PROOF. See Case 46, Bishop Kaller could be a
witness,

CASE 51, The Pastoral Letter of the Bavarian bishops of 4
September 1938 was confiscated emnd forbidden to be read.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, See Case 46. Cardinal Faulhaber could be
a witness. .

CASE 52. The Pmstoral Letter of the Bishops Conference of
Fulda on 19 August 1938 was confiscated and forbidden to be read. 1In
the diocese of Rottenburg any parish priest who had read it was fined

. 30 RM, Duplicating machines were seized from aaveral. ordinariates,

TH: PROBLEM OF PROQF, See Case 46, Bishop Sproll could be a
witness.

CASE 53, On 27 January 1937 the Minister of Public Instruction
of the State of Baden prohibited the sale of the book "Truths of
Catholicism" edited by the German Bishops Conference, with special
reference to four gquestions judged "injurious to the state,” One of
these questions was question 34 which read: "Who elone has ths ultimste

right over our bodies and our health2" Answer: "God alone had the
ultimate right over our bodies and our health.”

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, See Case 46, Archbishop Groeber could te

& witness,

CONFIDENTIAL



CASE O4. On 19 Fedruary 1636 the police of Xunich emiisceled

the feetival sermon in honor of the Pope presched by Cardinal Paulheber.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF., See Cese 45, Cardinal Faulhaber could be

& witness,.

CASE 65, In 1936 ths Regensburg Catholic Sundsy paper was
suspended because it printed Bishop Buchberger's sermon on "The Threat
to Catholio Faith," )

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, See Case 46, Bishop Buchberger could be
a witness,

CASE 56. BEarly in 1987 the second and third series of the
"Sermons of the Cardinal of Munich"” were confi acate‘d and destroyed by
the police.

ZHE _PROBLFM OF PRQOF. See Cese 48, Cardinel Faulhaber ocould be
a witness,

CASE 5:‘;70 On 20 July 1935 the Bishop of Muenster was forbldden
To speak or give a blessing to a crowd of Catholics which shouted .
greetings to him in thel streets of Hammn, The same thing happened %o
him on 8 November 1938 in Sterkrf;.dao

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, BDee The Perssecution of the Catholic

Church in the Third Reich (peges 253 and 261). Bishop Count Galen

could be a witness.

b. Cases Invo_lvin&:ths German Evangelical Church

CASE 58, In January 1935, NiemBller's memorandum "The State
Church is Here" was confiscated by the Secret Police before it could
be distributed.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF, MNiemmeller himself could bs a witnees.
CUN BN
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CASE 59, Oa 4 December 1935, Dr. Niem3ller, Confessional

leader, was forbidden to apeak anywhere in the Reich,

EM" Niemoeller himself could be a witness.

CASE 60, On Reformation Day, 31 Octiober 1937, Bishop Mavehrens,
representing the leaders of the "inteot” Landeskirchepn, Pastor Miller
of Dahlem, representirg the Council of Brethren of the Confessional
Churcl, and Dr. Breit of Munich, representing the Council of the
Lutheran Churches of (ermany, iszsuaed a declaretion in .which they pro-
tested sgeinat Rosenberg's demand that the German nstion give up the
Christian faith, and inquired whether the leadership of the Nazi Party
intended to permit the churches ¥o continue as places of worship, where

the gospel of Chriat could be preached without exposing preachers and

hearsre tc the danger of being suspected as traitors and enemiea of the

etate. Printed copies of this declaration were confisacated by the police,

Parscnagee all over Germany were searched, The printing shop of KBhler
in Flberfeld, Fhsr: the declaration had been printed, was closed.

THE_PROBLEM OF PROOF. Bishop Marahrens could be a witness.

CASE 61. On 21 February the Provisional Church Government
{Confessiocnal) iesued a manifesto against the New Paganism of Alfred
Rosenberg. When ths Confessional pastors read this Manifesto from
their pulpite, some 700 of them were arrested, 500 to be put in prison
and 200 under house arrest., When the miniaters continued nevertheless
to reed tkre Manif‘eatoa fenatical Hazi governors made use of the con-

centretion camp.

THE_PROBLEM OF FROOF, The memberg of the Provisional Church

Goverrment (Confessional) could bs witnesses,

COIFIDENTIAL
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3. Interferences with the Educational ¥unctions of the Clergy.

Clerical participation in the processes of educetion had basen & tradi-
tionally irmportant means for the spresding of Claxistian doctrines and
for the maintenance of Church influence. The Netlonal Scclaliats were
interested in securing a monopely on education for the propspetion of
their own aggressive philozophy. The campaign to eliminate the clergy
from the educational field was therefore a major element in the perze~
cution of the Christian Churches, The following were ths principel
elements of that campaign.

| a, 4ihe Cloairi.g of Theologlcal Semivsries. As educations for

the teaching of the clergy 1tself, the seminaries .are particularly
importent for the continulng influence and vitality of the Christian
Churches., So far as the Catholic Church ie concerned, this interest
was recognized in the first sentence of Article 19 of the Sopcordsi,
which read: "Catholic theological faculties in State unilversities are
to be ma:lntained,_“ In‘ spite of this, the Mazis were eager to waakon
and eliminate them as far as possible, Direct evidence of the Nazil
attitude toward Catholic semineries is provided in a recently captured
Gestapo document (lop-secret Survey of the Fulda Bishops Synod, circeus

. lated by Heydrich in Jamuary, 1941, as published by the Supreme Head-

quarters, Psychological Warfare Division, Intelligsnce Section,

Reference: DE 384/DIS 202) which gives the reduction of ths educetional
level of the Catholic priesthood as a deliberate Kazi objective, The

Nazi attitude can also be inferred from the following cases of suppres-
sion directed against Catholic and Frotestant theological seminariss
in all parts of Nezi controlled Furope,

CONF TDRNTTAT
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i. Cases dn Cormanv propex.

Cape 62, At the third meeting of the Confessional Synod at
Augsburg (4 June 1935) it was decided to avoid the contamination of Hezd
theclogy by setting up independent theological seminaries for the
training of the Confessional ministry. Establishments of this sort
were set up at Elberfalde, Bielefcld, Naumberg, Findenwalde and

Blosstau. From December 1936 onward these institutionz were persis-
tently aeax'cﬁed and otherwise harried by the. Gestapo, in an attempd
to force them to closse down,

THE _PROBLEM_OF PROOF. The leading members of the "ro'v:lsioml
Church Covermment (Confessional) could be witnesses. At that time
they were Niemoller, Dibelius, Jacobi, and Aemusson, all Berlin pastore,

Cage 63. In May 1939 the theological faculfy of the University
of Munich was closed. The Reich Minister for rublic Instruction, Dr,
Rust, appointed two professors who were decisively rejected by Cardinali
Faulhaber, When Rust mainteined his eppoinimenta, Faulhaber forbade
the students to atiend their lectures, Rust and Reich Minister for
Church Affairs Kerrl replied by closing the University.

THE_PROBLEM OF PROOF, See The Percecution of the Catholic
Church _in the Third Reich (page 51), Cerdinal Faulhaber could be a
witness.

Case 64. Eorly in 1939 the Theological Faculty in the Univer-
sity of Qraz was closed. The lesser seminaries, in which those who
aspire to the priesthoed study the humanities before proceeding to the
higher studies in philosophy and theology, were without exception
closed down throughout the whole of fustria. The eeme fate befell the

cor !
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lesser geminary in Mariaschein in the Sudeten district.
THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. See case 63. Witness could be Bighop
Pawlowski.
1i. Gasea in Ibe Incorporated. Aveas
Case 65. In 1978, by order of the Winister of the Interior in
Vienna, the theological faculty at the University of Imnsbruck was closed
down., At the same time the Canisiamm, the Seminary connecfed with this
feculty, was shut,
IHE PROBLEM OF PROOF, The Upiverss of 6 Jamuery 1939 published an
eyo witness report of an fmerican s tudent , iven out by the NCOWC Hews Se:ﬁice.
Cege 66. In 1938 the theclogical faculfy in Salzburg was closed down,
THE PROBLEM OF FROOF, See Case 63, Witness could be Archbisghop
Rohrachem. |
iii,
Cage 67. Early in March, 1944, the last remaining independent

theological school in Horway, the Congrogational Faculty in Oslo, was
ordered closed by the Department of Church and Edueation, Simultaneously
this department intensifiled ite campaign to enlist smdénts for & new
course in theology designed to produce pro-Nazi clergymen in record time,
BE PROLLEM OF PROOF. Reported by the Norwegian Informaticn Ser-
vice, 3516 Magsachusetts Avenue, RBashington 7, D. C. on 17 March 1944,

41though the agency directly responsible was the Norweglan puppet poverament
rather than the (orman occupying asuthority, the relations between the two

were such that both can properly be held responsible., See separate

study on Nazi occupation policies znd methods.
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e The Closing of Denominational Schools. Private and

public denom;nntional schools under the supervision Ef tho
Churches were permitted and played a substantial part in ele-
reniary education under the Vleilmar Repuvlic. So far as the
Catholic Clwrch is concerned, ti:e right to maintain such schools
was guaranteed by Article 23 ("The rotentlon of Catholic denomin-
ational Schools and the establisihment of new ones 1s guaranteed"),
hﬁticle 24 ("In all Catiolic elemontary schools only such teachers
are to be employed as are nembers of the Catholic Church and who
cuarantee to fulfill the special requirenents of a Catholic
school.") and Article 25 ("Heligious orders and congregations
ere entitlod to establish and conduct private schools, subject
to the peneoral laws and ordlnsnces joverning education.") of the
Concordat.

Sumraing up the meaning of all these articles the Nazi
Minister for Publie Instruechion, Rust, declared in July, 1933
et o Party distriet congress in Guben: "We have conceded the
denonminational school in a Concordat. (/hat we have promised
that we shall observa."l

Two years 1§ter the same minister declared (June 1937):
"The exercise of denominatlonal influences in the edﬁcation of
the young is from now on, and for all times, Impossible. From
tha®# it follows as a consequence that denoninational distinctions

hetween Gorman schools should be brought to an end as soon as

possible."

Gerpania (Berlin) No. 154, June 3, 1935

. See The Persecution of tha Gatholic Church in the Third
Telon (pase L118)
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This purpose was imple icnted by a systematic and
protracted campaipgn, combining legal snd 1lllegal pPressures.

Larly in 1035 a sort of trial attack on the
Catiiolic $chools was staged in lunich with the result that at
the beginning of school on 13 February only 65 percent of the
childron (as ageinst 84 percent in 1934) wero entered for
denoniinational schools. I!lbetinzs of Cetholic parents were
forbidden.l Violent propazanda was immedlately launched
throughout the Reich. In some dlstricts, such as the dloceses
of lildeshelm and Paderborn, tho authorlities even dared to
convert denominational schiools into llational Cormunity Schools
by decrce and withoufi consulting tle pa:entse.

The main assault, howﬁver, started in 1906. Attacks
were concentrated agalnst the many schools wiilch were directed
by relipgious orders, especially ln tho fleld of sccondary
education. The Catholic orders and congregations had altogether

12 secondary schools for boys and 188 for pirlsa.

Sixty-four percent of the Cgtholic girls atitending
secondary schools were studying at private Catholic institustions.
Graduslly these schools were elinminsted. Nazl authorities
exerted strong pressure on the Relch, state, and municipal

officlals to send thelr children only to public schools.3

1. See The ’ersccution of the Catholic Church in the Third
Reich (page 110) =
(page 130)
Ordinance of the Relchminlstry of the Inteorior, September
1937 Quoted in The Persecution of the Cathollc Church

in the Third Reich, P.13L. Divect citation not availablie
nore
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The main base from which pupils for the privaté
scheools werae recrulted was thwms removed. It was furthor
decided thiat the so~called preperatory classes would be
supgressed.l lost private schools had derived the majority of
their pupils from the Droparatory classes of Catholic convent
scheols. TFinally, the lower classes of the Catholic secondary
schools werg suppressed, a death sentence for the achoola
therselves. In 1939 the Davarian Iinilstry of Iublic
Instruction forbade the clergy to exercise any function or
activity 1n secondary schools.s In the officlal Gazette of ths
Reich lilnistry of Education, early 1n 1837, a notice was
?ubliahed stating: "In about 400 public elementary schools
for girls the instruction of the pupils was confined to
Catholic relipgious orders or congregations of women. The
dispersal of such teachers 1s provided for in the by-law of
16 tlovember 1938 to the school Provision Law. Of about
1,600 teaching posts occuplied by members of religious orders
at the beginning of this year, 506 already have been made
cver to lay teachers. The remaining posts are to be vacated
in the course of thls year, so that the entire elimination

: 4
of teachers belonging to religious orders is in prospect."

Decree of the llinister of Education, 4 April 1936,
Citation not available here.

See The Peorsecution of the Catholic Church in the Third
Reich, page 130~lol.

IBID, page 132,

IBID, page 135,
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bnllo July 1938 the llinistry of Intérior in Vienna
deprived all the private schools in Austrie of public recogni-
¢ion and rightsol The final closing of these schools followed
almost irmediately. Such famous institutions as the

Schottensymnasium in Vienna, dlrected since the 13th century by

merbers of the 3enedictine Order and Stella !atutina, the

Jesult College in Feldkirch, were smong those eliminated. DIy
a decree issued in the surmer of 1939, by the liinlster of
Education, all Catholic privete schools, including mission
schools, had to be closed down by April 1, 1040,

Meanwhile, the actual conversion of the denoriina-
tionsl primary schools was curried out, either by means of the
so~called "parents! vote" or by means of offlcial ordinances.
Controlling fhe paraenta! elections the llazis converted nost of
the denominational schools in DBavarila, Viuerttemberg, and the
districts of ™rier and the Saar territory into lNatiunal
Comaunity schoola. Although they succeeded by propaganda and
pressure in collecting vast majorities, they usually met with
deternined minorities anong the parents and finally with
private polls conducted among the faithful by Church authorities,
which brought large majorities in favor of the nmalntenance of
dencminational schoola.2

Therefore in 1938 and 1939, the Nazi fell back on the
decrce as a meana of converting denonminational schools into

National Corxmnity schools. Theoy started 1In the smaller states

l. 3Sce The Persccution of the Catholic Church in the Third
Refch, ». 135,
2. IBID, P. 156.
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1like Oldenburpz and in rural comrmnlties and finally extended

over the whole of Greater Gormany. At the time of the

outbreak of the war, the abo%ition of the Catholic denomina-

#ional schools was complete.

Ce IBlimination of Religlous Instruction From Other fSchools. ‘

A certain anount of religious instruction was provided, for those

who wished 1t, in the public schools of Germany under the l'eimar
Republic. The continuance of this s;’sten was guarantced, so far
2s the (atholic Church 1s conccrned, by Article 21 ("Catholiec
relligilous Instruction in elewmentary, senior, secondary, and
vocatlonal schools constitutes a regular portion of the
curriculun, and 1s to be taught in accordence with the
principles of the Catholic Church".) and Article 22 (™iith regard
to the appointment of Catholic religious instructors, apgreement
7ill be errived at as a result of mutual consultation on the
part of the bishop and the govermment of the State concerned.")
of the Concordat. 1In spite of this puarantee, steps were taken
to elininate instruction of this sort as repidly as possible.
The purpose of the Ilazis was indicated in 14 June 1939 4in a
statement by Bauer, lunich ecity school inspector, who declared:
"Relipgious instructlon rust disappear from the schools. Ue
make our demand: Instruction in the German faith by German

teachers in Germon schools. The man who is tled to the dogmas
5

of the Cimrches need look for nothing from us in the future."

1. latlonalsoziallstisches Bildunpswesen Nio. 10, 1938

Turther evidence glven in The Persccution of the Catholic
Church in the Third Relch, partes 1506-1.50.

2. Qsservatorc Romano, July 8, 1030,
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Inmplomentation of this objective storted with the
curtailment of religlous instructlon in the primery and
secondary schools, with the squeezing of the religlous periods
into inconvenlent hours, with Nazi propaganda among the
tecchers in order to induce then to refuse the teaching of
rcligion, with vetolng of Catholic religious text books, and
finally with substituting Nazl _eltangchavups and "Gorman
Faith" for Christian religious denominational inatruction.l
The nane "relisious instruction" was maintained, but 1ts aims
were complctely altered. At the tine of the outbreslkz of the
war denoninational religious instruction had practically

disappearcd fram Germany's »rinary schools.

D. ,Interfercnce with Chrlstlan Orpsnizations.

lluch 6? the work of the Christian Churches has been done
through organizations existing along the regular ecclesiastical
hierarchy. Dissolution of the political organizations favored
by the Churcles, such as t'e Catn:ollc dominated Center and
Bavarian People's parties was denanded from the outset by the
llazl recine as part of its general policy of elininating all
political organizations other tliian the lNazi party.z The right
of other Church oﬁganizations to exist and operate was
guaranteed, however, so far as the Catliolic Church is concerned,
by Artlicle 31 of the Concordat, which read: "Those Catholic

organizations and societies wihich pursue exclusively charitaeble,

1. Given in The Perscoution of the Catholle Church in the Taird
Relch, pages 1l0o5-~180.
(]

2. DJee rorikenbach, paies 265, 260, 274.
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cultural and reliplious ends, and as such are placed under the

ceclosiastical euthorities, will be protected in their

institutioﬁs end activities. Those Catholic organizations
which to their religious, cultural and charitable pursults

add others, such as social or professional interests, even
though they may be brought into national orpganizations, are

to enjoy the protection of Article 31 Scction I, provided

they guarantee to develop theilr activitlos outside all political
partles.”" The significance of thls enactment was underlined

on 7 July 1935 in a statenent by Adolf Iitler himself: "The
concluslon of the Concordat betwieen the Iloly See and the German
Government appears to me to pgive suflficient guarantee that the
Roman Catholic citlzens of the Reich will from now on put
thenselves wholeheartedly at the service of the new lNational
Soclelist State. I therefore decree: (1, The dissolution,
_carried out without dircctions from the Central Government,\of
such Catholic organizations as are recognized by the present
treaty, is to be cancelled imumedlately. (2) All measures
taken against clerical and other leaders of these Catholie
orgenizatlons are to be annulled. Any repetition of such
measres will in futire be uglawful and will be punished through
the normal legal procedure.” In spite of these assurances,
attempts to cripple or suppress the activities of Church
organizations, both Catholic and Protestant, was quickly begun.

Thus after the occupation of Austris all Catholic associations

1. See llorkenbach, pb. 278,
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1
here were dissolved. In Germany proper sinilar results were
produced, though more gradually. The organizations particularly
affected were the following:

1. Religious Orders. The position of religlous orders

was specifically guarantced by Article 15 Section 1 of the
Concordat, which read: "Relipious orders and congregatlons

are not subject to any special rcstrictions on the part of the
state, elther as repards thelr foundatlon, the erection of

their various establlishmentcs, their number, the selection of
members...pastoral activity, education, care of the sicl: and
charltable work, or as regards their affalrs and the adminise
tration of their property." They were also protccted by

Article 13, which read: "Catholic parishes, parish and
diocesan socleties, episcopal sees, bishoprics and chapters,
religious «oders end eongreggtions, as well as Institutions,
foundations, and property which are under the administration

of eccleslastical authority, shall rctain or acquire respectively
legal competence in the civil domain accordlng to the general
prescrlptions of civil law. They shall renain publicly recoge
nized corporations insofar as they -have been such hitherto.
Similar richts nay be cranted to the remainder in accordance
with those provisions of the law vhich apply to all." There are

many caseg in which these guarantees were violated.

l. Diocesan Gazette Linz MNo. 5, 1938,
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. Interferences wlth Relipious Orders in

Gazngay Prevern.

CASL 68. On April 1935 the Bavarian olitlcal
Police publis ed a "strlictly confldentlal" circular to all
police headquarters in Bavarla concerning "Security measures
against the Jesuits." In this oriinance supervision of all
lectures glven by members of the Company of Jesus 1n Bavaria
is requested; public meetings held by Jesults are to be prevented
by all means, private ones to be watched. "The Jesuits are
inétignting gystenatic and farereaching activities in Bavaria
to undeoriiine the Reich and bring contenpt even on the F;hrer
hinself. In various semi-scicntific lectures tle philosophice
principles of Natlional Socialism are submltted to an acrimonious
criticism which is nothing more or loss than disguised incite-
rent against the Relch. These lectures, moreover, are so
anbiguously and Eunningly conposed that a judiciasl punishrent of
the lecturer i1s possible in only very few cases." The Folitical
Poiice ordered, therefore, that statements injurious to the
State be ruthlessly punished by "protective custody" (i.e. the

eoncentration canp).

Ti: PROBLEI! OI" PROOI. Document published in the

Flsagsischer Kurier of llay 17, 1935, reprinted in The Persecutlon

of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich, p. 064,

CASIE 70. The Franciscan Friary of Xclheim in the
Rhineland was closed in 19390 because thirty bottles of wine or
cordial were found on the preomises, as well as butter and fat
glven to the friars by the Cathollic population of the district,

and some sixty packets of cligars and clgarottes.
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I P27l 0 UROOP.  Press roports quoted in

The 2evcceeution of thwe Catiwolle Gharel in the Third Reich, ». 45,

/.G 7l. The Tranclucan Priayy of iladaxmar in
tic testorvald nountains vere closed, foll:uwing Gestapo zllera-
tlons thot the conditions there siwowed "shoel:ing irnoralit, ".

To SRV O CNIY0F.  Soc Case 70.
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b. Interferences wlth Rellgzlious Orders in the Incor-

porated Areas.

CASE 72. 1In 1939 the I'lsslons Institute of St. Ruprecht
in Kreuzberg (Salzburg) was dissolved by the Nazi authorities
and the three houses of the soclety of Christ the King in for-
mer Austrian territory were closed and its property conflscated.
In the same year the old Austrian abbeys of Goettweig, Admont,
and Fngelzell were finally appropriated, and all the leased
pronerty of the foundation of Klosterneuburg near Vienna was
taken over by the Government. The Feldkirchner Hof, a hostel
of the Sisters of the Holy Cross in Feldkirchen near Klagenfurt,
was elso confiscated by the Gestapo.

THE PROELEN OF PROOF. See CASE 70.

CASE 73. In Austria in the course of 1938, by order of
Reich Commissar Buerckel the property of varlous religious
orders waa selzed. Among the groups affected were the Cerman
order of Knlghts, whose property was taken over by the state;
the nuns of Eggenberz, near Graz; the teaching nuns at mariagol,
who lost thelr school bulldings and also their rest home, the
’arienheim; the Denedlctine foundation of St. Lamprecht: the
Feanciscan friars Iin Salzburgzg, who were driven out of a govern=-
ment building placed at their disposal; and the Cistercians of

l'ehrersau in Voralberg, whose bulldings were taken for a state
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youth home .
THE PROELE!! OF PROOF. See CASE 70.

2. The Youth Movement. One of the principal meens whereby

tho various Christian Churches exerted influence over the youth
of Germany was throuzh the actlvitlies of the variocus Christian
youth orzanizations. As rivals to the Hiltler Jugend they were
particularly obnoxious to the Natlonal Soclalist authorities,
who sought to abolish them completely. On December 17, 1933
this was effectively acconpllishied so far as the Protestant
Church was concerned by the order of Reilch Bishop Miller, who
placed the entire Evangellical Youth liovement, with more than
700,000 members, under the leadership of Faldur von Schirach,
leader of the Eitler Youth™, Although the Catholic Youth
movement was protected by Article 31 of the Concordat, the
campalgn for 1ts destructlon was rapidly begun. As early as
January 1934 the staff leader of the Hitler Youth, Lsuterbacher,
declared in Koblenz: "The Fitler Youth will not compromise

but will zo on its own way, which must necessarily lead to the
destruction of all other youth organizations."™ On 27 March
1934 the Reich Youth Leader, Baldur von Schirach declared: "The
incorporation of the Protestant Youth assoclatlions will some

time or other be followed, and necessarily followed, by that

1l See Harkenbach pp. 693-694
2 Koslnische Volkszeltung, 14 January 1934,
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of the Cathollc Youth. At a time when all are abandoninz their
private interests, Catholic youth no longer has any right to
lead a separate existence."l
These declarations heralded a difficult pericd for the
Cathollc Youth Assocletions, which tried with all means of
diplomacy and endurance to retaln thelr rigshts as guaranteed
by the Concordat, confirmed in the decree of Hitler, and now
.curtailed almost daily through new restrictions and persecu-
tions. A decree of Schirach forbade on 30 July 1933 simul-
taneous membership in the Hitler Youth and in denominational
youth organizationszu Two years later all activity which was
not of purely ecclesiastical or religlous nature was forbidden
to denominational youth assocletions. Every method of propa-
ganda and coercion wag employed in order to bring all German
youngsters 1nto the Hitler Youth and to prevent them from
joining denomlnational organizatlions. Finally the Catholic
Youth assoclations were simply forbidden in entire districts
of the Reich®, Physical terrorization did the rest. The
number of 1lncldents increased rapidly, and the pollce and courts
were always on the side of the Fitler Youth.% By 1938, in almost
all districts of the Relch, the Cathollic Youth Associations had

been dissolved.

Schleslsche Volkaze;tunﬂ March 29, 1934.

The Persecution of the Cathollc Church in the Third Reich
P B4

Tbld p. 108

lbid pp. ©€1-108 CONFIDENTIAL
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3. Other Church Organizations. Like the youth orgeaniza-

tions, those of a professional character for adults, such as

the Catholic Workers Assocletlons and the Catholic Journeymen
Assoclations, were the first to be put under almost unbearable
pressure. Dr., ley, head of the German ILebor Front, forbade
simultaneous membership in the Labor Front and in denominational
professional orzanlzationa, which was tantamount to the loss of
one's Jobl. After some yeare of desperate strugzle, thesae
Catholic orzanizations too were forbidden, district by district.
Numerous other Catholic organizations ended by self-dissolution;
€.Z., the Catholic Teachers Organlzatlion, the Catholic student
fraternities, and the organizations of thelr alumni. Others
skhared the fate of the youth and workers organizations. Among
these were the Assoclation of Ceatholic \Vomen Teachers, the
Catholic Civil Servants Unilion, the Albertus Magnus Union for
.the Support of Catholic Students, the Christian Unlon of German

Rafilwaymen.

1l The Persecutlion of the Catholic Church in the Third Reilch
PD. 187-199
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VI. ORGANIZATIONS BEARIUG PARTICULAR RESPOLISIBILITY IN
CONNECTION JITII TEE PERSICUTIONS
As a nscessary step in proparation for the National

Socialist sciieme of world conquect, the persecution of the
Cliristian Churclies becomes part of the responsibility of all
tlivse who participated in t! at schere. Responsibility for
specific crlminal/gggsba agsal-med t o certain individuels and
groups in connection with tho s~oclfic scts of persecution des-
cribed in the preceding sectlicn. There are also certain groups,
which, because of tHeir central Tositlon in the planning and
execution of Nazl Church pollclzn, may be ascribed a more rencral

responsibility for the persscntiosn as a whole. The more

important of these groups arc tio followling.

A. “he Reich Bishop and Spiritual Council of the German Lvan-
Prior to the creation of the Reich ilinistry for Ecclesi-
astical Affuirs on 19 July 1035, the Reieh Bishop, Ludwig
1filler, and hils criossen colleborators on the Spiritual Council
(Forsthoff of Koblenz, Engelke of Hamburg and Otto Veber of
G3ttingen), played the principal :art in the puraeoﬁtion of
Gernan protestantism. The suecping nature of their powers and
rosponsibilities is set forth in the legislatlon cited above

CONIF'IDELTIAL
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(p, 19-23), The 1llegality of iwasures taken by their authority
in Davaria was attested by a civll court decision of 28
October 1934.

3. The Relch I'inistry for Icclosiastical Affairs

FFrom the times of its croation of 19 July 1235, this
[linistr;- was the principal a'cne; for the persecution of the
Gemnan Lvangelical Church. ©ron: 1935 to 1941 the position of
Relchsminlister was hield by llanne Xerrl.. Thereafter [uhs headed
ths ministry as acting ministsr. The sweepling nature of its
powers and responsibllities ls sotlrorth in the legislation

clted above (p, 23-26), Throuch tho Beschlussstelle, transferred

to 1t from the Reich lilnistr; of the Interior on 27 July 1935,
it exercised supreme judicial power over the Churches, and

thus prevented any test of the logality of its actions being
taken before the ordinary courts} Although relatively little
concerned with the management of Cathollic affalrs, tho linistry
for écclesiaatical Affairs was officially associated with a
nuber of acts in violation of the Concordat. Its responsibil-
1%y for psrsecution in the annoxod areas was the subject of &
menorial of protest addressed to it, and other authoxrities, by
the Catholic bishops at Fulda on 27 July 1935,

1 aAs of 1943, the personnel of the Beschlussstelle was as follows:

Chairman: liuhs

Legal members: vr. "“leber (Berlinj
Dr. Dahm (Kiehl)

llembers representing thoe linistry:
Dr. Staln, llinisterialdiregent
Dr. Ruppel, ldinisterlalrat
[laugg, Landgerichtsrat

CONIMIDEITIAL
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C. The Church Chancery of the Goxan Evanpelical Church

As chief legal and adninlstrative department of the
German Lvangelical Church, the Church Chancery played a lead=-
ing part both in the earller and in the later phases of the
persecution of the Germen Evangellcal Church. In 1934 Dr.
JBger, as head of the Church lhancery, was a& principal collab-
orator of Reich Bishop INliller, and ;rave the orders for the
acts of persecution in Bavaria subsequently declared illeral.

On 20 liarch 1937 the Ilinistr: of Lceleslastical Affalrs dele~
~ated its powers of administration over the Evanrelicdl Church
to Dr. Werner, praéidpnt of tle lhurch Chanceryl. This dele-
~ation was made permenent on 10 Decemnber 1&372. On 8 March 1938
21l the provincial churcl.es wero forbidden by Werner to make any
re ulations except in matters of faith or worship without his
consent?. Clearly this was ono of tﬁs principal arencies of
National Soclalist Control over the 7Jerman tvan;elical Church,

D. Inance Departments of tho ‘“emman Evan;elical Church

By ordinances of 10 and 29 June 1937, atate controlled
finence departments were szet up for the Jerman Evangelical

Church and for sach of the Provincisl Churches, with full power

-

1 RGRIL 1 (1937) p.333.
2 RneuL I /1937) p.1346
3 (Citatlon unavallable here.
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to make regulations with forco of law concerning the condition

of servlice of all officials of the goneral Church adminis-
trations, pastors and other Church officials. These departments
wore rosponsible to the Illnistry of Church Affairs, and wore

its princlpal agency 1n the :'aintonance of financial controls
over the German Evangelical Church. (See above, pp. 34-36). The
chalrmanship of the Financlal Department of the Chancery of

the German Lvangelical Church was held first by Dr. Werner, later
b Dr. Coelle.

E. Reich Educetlion Ninistry .

Principal agency for icacures agalnst the Protestant and
Cathollc churches in the ficld of education,
F. Relch Propazanda liinistry

As chlef agency for tio control of NWazli propaganda, it
bears chief responsibllity for tho systematic campaign of def-
amination waged against the Corman clergy. (See above n. 51).
It'was also the direct agency for the 1ssusnce of certain orders
for the censorship of Church publlcations. (See above pp.. 60=61),
Sections or persons particularly responsible for carrying out
thls pliase of the -work of the I'.:i.nistry cannot be determined

hero.

G. Reich linistry of the Interlor
Prior to the creation of tle lilnistry for Ecclesiastical
Affairs, t he Nifdistry of the Intorlior was the principal spency

for direct ;covernment action in Church affeirs. Certain orders
CONFIDLNTIAL
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curtailing freedom of discussion were directly issued by 15'
during this period. From 2€ June to 27 July 1935 the Beschluss-
stelle was located in thls mdnistry. Since the liinistry for
Ecclesiastical Affalrs had no oxecutive agents of its own, its
orders were carrled out pri.czeily éhrough the police forces
controlled by the Reich Linistry of the Interior, or Ly its
dependent organs, the Linistrics of the Interior of the several
L&ndoer. Arong the ministries most compromised in this connection
wore those of Bavaria, Wurttcuberg and, in the period following
the Anschluss, of Austria. Settlions or persons particularly
responsible for carrylng out this phase of the work of the several
Ministries cannot be deterrined here. .

H. The Gestapo

Among the police forcos ot the disposal of the various
ministries of the interlor for the carrying out of acts of perse-
cution, the polltical police w¢ro naturally, in view of the
politicel nature of the 1ssue, tie favorite agents. Lvidence of
their use 1s to be found th:.. l:>ut the specific instances of
persecutlon presented in Sectio.: V above. Sectlions or persons
particularly responsible for t is ni.ase of Gestapo activitios
cannot be determained here.

J. The German Christians

The important part pl.yod by this group, particularly in

the oarlier phases of the persccition of the German Evanpelical
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Church is set forth above. {pp. 19-23), The head of the associ-
ation "German Christians" to 1008 was Dr. lelm. Since 1938

the name has been changed to "Luther Christians", and the head-
ship was asgsuned by Dr. Petersiionn.

K. The SS, the SA and the litlcr Youth

Acts of intimidatlon and violence taken against the
clergy and lalty, insofar as tlcy were not entrusted to the
police 1tself, were largely left in the hands of these orzanie
zatlons. Instances in whicl: the planned nature of these derion-
strations can best be shown are crosented above, fpp,[2-6 &/50'?.‘]:10
Hitler Youth was also particul:z:cly active in the broaklng up of
the Church youth movements, nd in the work of anti-Church in-
doctrination of German young pcople. (See above pp. 82-83). Sections
or porsons particularly respcuszlole for this phase of tlielr
activities cannot be determiincc hers.

L. The German Occupatlion Autloiitlies in Norway and Poland

Evidence presented abcve in Section V shows that these
vere the occupied regions in wilch the persecution of the
Christian Churches was noat scvere. 8ections or persons of the
ocecypation regimes which werc particularly responsible for this

phase of thelr work cannot be detemilned hsro.
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VI, LIST OF CHIEZF WITWESSES IN THE CASES CONCERNING
PERSECUTION OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCHES IN GERMANY
AND OCCUPIED TERRITORIES
(Starred nsmee indicate key witnesses. )

Among the members of the German episcovate:
Michael Cardinal von Faulhader, Archdishop of Munich and Freising.
Konrad Count Preysing, Bishop of Berlin
Calen, Clemens August, Bishop of Muenster in Westphalis
Crider, Konrad, Archbdishop of Freiburg im Brelsgem

*Sprell, Johannes Baptista, Bishop of Rottenbdurg

Other members of the Catholic clergy:
*Mgr, Banmsch, with the dlocesan administration in Berlin, secreotary

of the information service sat up dy the German bdbishops.

P,.. Gundlach S. J. Members of the sditorial staff of the

P, Overmanns S, J, Stinmen dor Zeit, the monthly of the

P, HNoppeal S. J.

)
)
)
P, Prgyvara S, J, ; Gorman Jemuits and special advisers to
; the Holy See on German affeirs. (How

P, Friefrich Muckermsnn S. J.) living in Switgerland.)
Catholic leymen:

Konrad Adeneunsr, Msyor of Cologne (dismissed by the Nazis, re-
sppointed by AMG),
®E1fes, former Catholic Labor leader, former police-preeident in
Krefeld, now appointecd Dy AMG as Mayor of Muenchen-Gladdach,
Joon, Joseph, former Hmbér of the German Reichstag, former chief
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editor of the Vestdeutsche Arbeiterzeitung, freed from concen-

tration camp by AMT,
Spiecker, Karl, former Ministerialdirekter, former chief of the Reich

press service, suthor of the book Hitler gegen Christus,Paris,

1937 (Miles Ecclesise), probable author of the book The Persecution

of the Catholic Church in the Third Reich, London 1940, former

director of the weekly press bulletin Eulturkampf, published in
Parie 1935 to 1939; mow residing in London, scheduled to go to

Germany by the Pritish suthorities.

Protestant witnesses:
Reinhold wvon Thadden, lay member of the Eruderrat der Bekennenden

Kirche.

*Vurm, Luthersn Landesbischof of Waerttomberg, Stuttgart.

sProfessor ludwig Bargatraesser, former profeesor of history at the
University of Frankfurt (Main), later living in Darmetadt (after
his dismigsal by the Nazie), former Member of the German Reichetag,
worked underground during Nezi rule, now appointed membder of the
administration organized by AMG in the Pslatinate, North-Basdem,
Hessen district under the direction of the former mayor of
Mannheim, Heimerich,

*Pastor Frecdenberg, representative of the Federal Churches of Christ

of America in Geneva (Switzerland).
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