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SUMIMARY

Geopolitics, the German pseudo~science, grew up in the
atmosphere of disillusionment that followed Germany's defeat
in World War I. 1Its founders were determined to tedch the
German people why they had suffered defeat, and how they
could avoid a similar catastrophe in the future. An elaborate °
doctrine, mixing science with propaganda, was created for this
purpose. It came to be widely accepted, and it gained the
official support of the Nazi regime. The central organ of the
movement was the Zeitschrift fiir Geopolitik, an influential
periodical which played a part in shaping the foreign policy
of the Third Reich.

For several years after Germany's collapse in Wworld War
II, it seemed that German geopolitics had also succumbed.
But, in 1951, the Zeitschrift fir Geopolitik was revived, a
reappearance which 1s not without significance for an
assessment of the current political and intellectual climate
of Germany. For the first time in the postwar period, a
leading political magazine of the Nazi period is being
published again., A considerable number of former contributors
reappear. Although the Zeitschrift professes to aim at
scholarly objectivity, it contains many instances of the old
geopolitical thought and jargon. This is particularly true
of the contributions by non-German authors, to whom the
Zeitschrift has become an outlet for unreconstructed
geopolitical discusslon.

The Zeitschrift, at its present stage, cannot be classi-
fied as neo-Nazi. The number of unreconstructed contributims
is exceeded by that of well-considered, objective articles in
the field of political geography. Nor does the new Zeitschrift
have, at present, the dynamic leadership, the popular support,
and %he favor of the government in power, which the prewar
Zeitschrift enjoyed. But, certain tendencies are discernible
that place the Zeitschrif{ at the extreme right of the German
political spectrum and make it appear an attempt to turn the
pro-Western orientation of the Bonn Republic to the advantage
of right-wing army and industrial circles in Germany. One of
these tendencies is its pronounced nationalism, which, in
tone and substance, recalls statements made by political
leaders of the right wing. Bitter criticism of the West, and
especially of America,is often displayed. The Soviet Union
on the other hand, fares better: though disliked and feareé,
it is treated with respect. This does not mean, however, that
the Zeitschrift advocates a German alignment wi%h the East in
preference to one with the West. Anti-Westernism seems to
serve as an emotional outlet, but it does not carry over into
practical political and stra%egic thought. A united Europe
is advocated--not in the form envisaged by the Western powers,
but .as a "third forece" bloc independerit of both Fast and West.
Numerous statements in the Zeitschrift leave no doubt that
Germany 1s thought of as leader of such a bloc.
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These and other trends of the Zeitsehrift could conceivably
turn it once more into a leading voice of a strong movement. A
precedent exists in the prewar Zeitschrift, which achieved its
eminent position by becoming the mouthpiece for certain German
grievances, such as unsatisfactory frontiers, and for certain
German ambitions, such as expanded living space. Simllar

_grievances and ambitions exist again today, some of them in an

aggravated form. As a result, geopolitical doctrine on '"hleed--
ing frontiers" and on "Lebensraum" may nol be as defunct as the
comparative absence of doctrinal pronouncements in the pages of
the Zeitschrift would seem to indicate.

Even now, and in spite of a circulation of only 3,000 .
copies, the Zeitschrift has an importance greater than that of
other German periodicals of comparable size. Former military
men, academic and ipdustrial leaders, and outsanding journalists
are among its authors. Its coverage of military news ranks
second only to that of Wehrwissenschaftliche Rundschau, the only
German journal devoted to military science, It pays special
attention to export interests with a strong bias in favor of
increased trade with the East. An impressive showing of foreign
contacts is made in its pages. More than any other German
periodical it gives the impression of being an instrument
devoted to the spreading of German influence abroad and to the
rebuilding of German economic and political strength.

The chances of success, with regard to these aims, are
considered promising, particularly in areas where the Western
powers are "in retreat." The assessment of foreign nations and
of Germany's position in relation to them shows little change
in comparison with prewar statements. There are, indeed, rather
striking similarities. France 1is still regarded as a stagnant
and decadent nation; the British Empire continues on its path of
wdisintegration”; and the United States is still given credit
for enormous economic capabilities but for little else. The
truly dynamic forces of the present era are discerned in the
powers of the Soviet bloc, and in the "youthful" nations and
peoples of Asia, the Near East, and Afriea, which are ridding
themselves of colonial bondage. All these views are very close
to doctrinaire opinions expressed in the prewar Zeiltschrift.

An essentially unchanged outlook is presented also in the
discussions of military and strategic subjects in the
7eitsehrift. Almost all of these debate future warfare in terms

SF the World War II experience. Thus, the merits of land as

against sea power are fregquently extoiled, but the impact of

air powver, measured in terms of present-day capabilities, is
largely neglected. Ko detailed reference to atomic warfare or
to civilian defense in the atomic age can be found. Air power,
as far as the Zeitschrift is concerned, is regarded chiefly as a
tactical weapon for the support of ground forces and for
purposes of interdiction, :



Thoughts about the defense of Europe, which are occasion-
ally expressed, suffer from a lack of realism and up-to-date
information. 1In this respect, the current Zeitschrift falls
far behind its predecessor, which was able to -present to its
readers advanced thinking on military science and geostrategy.

<y
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I. THE PREWAR SCHOOL OF GERMAN GEOPOLITICS

A. Leadership and Organization

The shattering of a widely-~held geographic concept of
Germany'!s place in the world was by no means the least
lmportant consequence of Germany's defeat in World War I.

In 1917, the vision of a German-dominated Mitteleuropa

(Central Europe), with tentacles of conﬁrol reaching from
Dunkirk to'Riga.and.from Hamburg to Baghdad, seemed close to
realization. Bﬁt, two yearé later, the imperial dream was
replaced by the stark reality of a drastically reduced
national area, cut in two by the Polish Corridor, and suffer-
ing from over~population.

It is hardly surprising that in the post-~Versailles
climate of bewildered bitterness questions arose asito the
reasons for this precipitate dgkline. Many answers were
given, but .few proved as plausiﬁle and convineing to patriotic
Germans as those Whiéh explained the plight of Germany in a
blend of geographical énd political terms. Geopolitik, the
name of the new scienée which gained currenecy at that time,
explained how Qefeat became unavoidable when Germany strayed
from elearly defined geopolitical precepts. At the same time,
the new seience held out hope that, through intensive study

and deeper insights, victory might yet be snatched from defeat.
| The group of geopoliticians realized that Germany's
idefeat was due not only to milifary but also to ide&iogical,

psychological, and economic weaknesses. 1In order to remedy

—— 4
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past mistakes and to prepare the country more adeguately for
the next power struggle, they sought to teach the man in the
street how to "think geopolitically," and the nation's
‘leaders how to "act geopolitically™.

Karl Haushofer (1869-1946), a retired major—geneéal and
professer of geography, was the leader of the German geopoli-
ticians who formed the "iunich school" of pélitical geogfaphy-
In 1919, when he was appointed to the’ chair of geography and
military history at the Unlversity of Munich, he gained a
platform from which he could spread his ideas throughout the
country. The rare event of a former general lecturing on
political and military geography gave his courses a tremendeus
attraction for a restive generation of students.

A flow of books, pamphleis, and articlee began to set
forth the geopolitical theories of Hausﬁefer and a growing

(1)+

circle of disciples. Farly in 192%, he widened his

: * %
audience by launching the Zeitschrift fur Gecopolitik, a

‘ monthly dedicated to the study of geopolitical questions. In
order to promote his ideas still more vigorously, Haushofer
traveled around the country addressing innumerable meetings
on Germany's crying need for Lebensraum. He hammered away at
this concept until, chiefly-as a result of his efforts, it

*
became a household word throughout Germany.

* For references, see pege 81.
** Henceforth referred to as ZfG.

**x After 1926, a best~selling novel, Volk ohne Raum (People
without Space) by Hans Grimm helped greatly to popularize
Haushoferts fight for Lebensraum. More than 500,000
copies of Grimm's book were sold, and the polltlcal
slogan Volk ohne Raum proved even ‘more potent than the
term Lebensraum.




Closely associated.with the ideological development of
geopolities was Kurt Vowinckel of Heidelberg, the publisher
of ZfG, and later on a fanatical National Socialist and
president of the (Nazl) Association of German Publishers.
Vowincke}'s influence in the group of géopoliticians was
probably second only to Karl Haushoferts,

Whereas the founding group of the "school of geopolitics!
was mainly composed of moderately nationalistic and scholarly
political geographers, a transformation began to take place
in the éarly 1930ts, which paralleled the radicalization of
German politics., The names of conservatives disappeared from
the circle and were replaced by those of .a '"new" generation,
characterized by antidemocratic, anti-British, and pro~Nazi
leanings. Further, Hitler's access tohﬁower enhanced the
public standihg of ZfG's authors; instead of fighting bitterly
against the regime as they had done in the Weimar Republic,
they how gained official support. Generous government
subsidies were granted to build up a Geopolitical Institute,
and the increasing interest of the Nazi regime in geopolitics
was highlighted in 1938 by an official decree, signed by

Alfred Rosenberg, éstablishing an Arbeitsgemeinschaft far

Geopolitik (Working Group for Geopolitics).

Haushofer!s ambition to become the people!s guide to an
understanding of the laws of geopolities and the preceptor
of German statesmen was temporarily fulfilled; the zenith of

his career was reached in the years prior to the outbreak of
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World War II. BRBut it was followed by precipitate decline.
The outcome of the war shattered ﬁis dream of a dominant
Germany. Nazi suspicion had fallen on himj. in 1944, he was
sent to the Dachau concentration camp. His son Albrecht,
Who had become involved in the plot of July 20, 1944, was
murdered-by the Geétapo. When the Nuremberg Court interro-~
‘gafed Haushofer to determine whether or net he should be
classified as a war criminal, his health broke down and, a
few months later, he committed suicide.”

B. Definitions and Characteristies of Geopolitics

In the early stages, German geopoliticians endlessly
debated the exact character and delimitation of their subject.(g)
They agreed that it differed from political geography, and
considered that it transcended the lﬁiitations of 2z science
to reach‘in;o:the field- of government and political action.
What most definitions of geopolitics have in common is
the stress on the dynamic character of the science which, in
Haushofer's words, "is bound to generate immense explosive
povers.," .The-eleﬁenf of confliet is ever present; history
consisté of an unending fight among states for political and
spatial survival. Geostrategy emerged as the central theme.
Terms like "ouﬁflanking,“ "encirclement," and "breaking
throﬁgh the center" became standard and were used even in

dlscussing matters which had no direct relation to tactieal

military operations. The concept of total war was clearly

* Father Edmund A. Walsh of Georgetown University investi-
gated the case of Karl Haushofer in connection with the
Nuremberg War Crime Trials and published his findings in
Ioﬁgl Power, A Footnote to History, Doubleday, New York,
194C. .
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perceived, and the study of its various aspects was promoted
under the headings of such subsidiary sciences as geopsychology,
geomediciné, geotechnics, and geojurisprudence.(3)

The findings of this super-=science were presented with
an air of irrefutability. The mysticism and emotionalism of
its spécial terminology did not add to its intelligibility.
-As a matter of fact, some studenls have suggested that the
obscurity of geopolitical pronouncements was intenticnal,
that it was designed to prevent the layman from grasping their
war~promoting essénce and thelr other social and political

)

implications. At any rate, geopolitical writings,
especially those of Karl Haushofer, combined sound geographic
and political thinking and a wealth of detailed information
with contradictory statements, doctrin;l notions, and palpably
false assumpéions. e -

This fact, however, did not stunt the growth of geopo-
litical thoughﬁ in Germany. For almost twenty years people
became fanatical over‘the sacred words "Lebensraum" and
"Autarkié"'(econémié selfsufficiency); their imaginations were
fired by the vision of a virile continental power bloc, headed
by Germany; and their hatred of the ﬁersailles system was
fanned'by the.geopolitical harping on 'bleeding" frontiers.*
Even in countries outside Germany the geopolitical gospel

was readily received. An Italian monthly "Geopolitica" was

founded in 1939. Relations between Haushofer and Japanese

* The Polish-German.}rontier, as determined by the Treaty
of Versailles, which had created the Polish Corridor, was
usually referred to as the "bleeding" frontier.
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seientists and military men were particularly close, and the
term "Greater East Asia" was borrowed from the German. Among
citizens of nations which opmsed the Axis, the Indién Subhas
Chandra Bose, and Sir Oswald Mosley, the leader of English

fascism, maintained connections with the Munich échool.(s)

And even Moscow's Institute for World Economy and Politics of
the Academy of Sciences was modeled after the Geopolitical
Institute at Munich, according to the geopoliticians.(é)

C. TIorerunners

Contrary to pretensiohs, there was comparatively little
in the writings of the junich school that was genuinely new.
Even the name Geopolitik was borrowed from the Swedish political
seientist Rudolf Kjellén (1864-1922).

Karl Ritter (1779-1852) and Friedrich Ratzel (1844-1904),
outstanding German geographers, may be considered the spiritual
fathers of geopolities., Ritter explored the profaund influence
) exerted by topogéaphy and climate on human movements and the
history of nationg, and Ratzelts essay "About the Laws of the
Spatial Growth of States" fascinated Haushofer and largel&
determined bis course.* These seven 1aws,(7) particularly in
the distorting interpretation of the geopoliticians, provided
a moral justification for aggressive imperialism.

Friedrich ﬁaumann (1860-1919), political scientist and

liberal deputy in the German Relchstag, was another precursor

of geopolitics. 1In his book Mitteleuropa,  published in 1915,

* Significantly, the leading artiecle of the first issue of
ZfG in 1924 was entitled "The Law of the Growing Spaces."
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he arranged the facts of the political geography of Central
Europe in such a way as to make a German-dominated Central
Europe appear not only inevitable but highly beneficial to
all the paples.concérned.*

However, the most marked influence on the thought of
German éeopoliticians was exerted by the "enemy"--the Anglo-
Saxon school of political scientists, which included such men
as James Fairgrieve, Alfred Carthill, KNathaniel Peffer, Sir
ﬁalford Macxinder, Homer Lea, Brooks Adams, and Admiral Mazhan.
The most eminent among them was Sir Halford Mackinder (1861-
l9h7), an Oxford professor who read &n .epoch~making paper,
entitled "The Geographical Pivot of ‘History," befcre the
Royal GeographicslSociety in 190%.(8) According to Mackinder's
theory, history réveals a basic struggle for domination
between continenfai and maritime nations. Mackinder believed
that eventually the peoples of the central "heartland" (or
Ypivot area") ﬁould win out over the "outer crescent" peoples.
In support of his beliéf,fhe pointed to the-strategic invulner-
.gbility and the deeﬁ organic unity of the heartland. Germany,
in his opinion, was in a better position to achieve control
of the heartland thaﬁ any other power, for British sea power
would hardly be able to prevent a German raid on the heartland.
Once in possession of the heartland, Mackinder reasoned, Germany
would cohtrol sufficient resources to build the world's largest

navy and thus establish her world domination. The same might

* A voluminous pan-Germah literature, based on political and
military aspirations rather than on geographical concepts,
can be disregarded here. For a discussion of it, see

Gyorgy, op. ecit., p. 177.
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also happen if Germany were to ally herself with Russia.
Conversely,.ﬁackinder foresaw that Germany and‘Ruséia would
lose the First World War, if they should fight on opposite
sides.

At various times, Mackinder re-examined his thesis but,
with some minor modifications, continued to uphold it. 1In
his 1942 article "The Round World and the Winning of the
(9)

Peace," he restated his belief in the validity of the
ﬁeartlahd concept and made the following assertion:
| All things considered, the conclusion is unavoid-
able that if the Soviet Unlon emerges from this war as
conqueror of Germany she must rank as the greatest land
povwer on the globe., Moreover she will be the power in
the strategically strongest defensive position. The

Heartland is the greatest natural fortress on earth.

For the first time in history it is manned by a garrison

sufficient both in number and in quality.

This new interpretatioﬁ; of course, marked a significant
swliteh from Germany to Russia as the dominant power of the
heartland, Naturally, the German geopoliticians admired and
expounded Mackinderts theory only so long as their own
. country was favored.

D. Connections with the Nazil Regime

There has been a good deal of speculation about the
influence of the Munich school on leaders of the National
Socialist regime. Some fanciful "inside" stories have called
ﬁaushofer the mastermind behind Hitler or the ﬁGray Eminence"
of the German Foreign Office. Haushofer was,.indeed, well
acquainted with Rudolf Hess. Héss had been his aide-de-camp

in World War I, had attended Haushofer's classes in Munich,
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and had introduced him to Hitler. Further, Haushofer was often
present at official ceremonies of-the Third Reich, and occasion~
ally was asked for advice by ranking Nazi officials. But his
personal influence as a practical adviser to the makers of
Germaﬂ foreign policy was sporadic and.limited. In his Apologia,
handed to Father Walsh on Kovember 2, 1945, Haushofer denied
ever having seen Hitler alone or in private.(lo) He also
protested with some indignation that he had never assisted
Hitler in writing chapteré of "Mein Kampf". ‘

The fact of the matter is that there was a latent and
sometimes unconcezled tension between the geopoliticians and
the Nazi rulers, even though their conceptions of international
politics were essentially similar. Geopolitics represented a
pre~Nazi stratum of German right-wing, romantic thought which
the Nazls took over and combi&éd with- ideas of their own. The
" ‘geopoliticians resented Nazi adulteration of their doctrine,
and the Nazis were annoyed by the incomplete subservience of
the Munich school..

Nevertheless, thére were occasions when Haushofer and his
followers enthusiastically endorsed Nazi acts. The two major
ones were the éigning of the Russo=German Pact of 1939, and
the conclusion of the Triple Axis Pact between Germany, Italy,
and Japan in 1940. Having consistently advocatel an economic
and military alliance between the two leading powers of the
Eurasian continent, Haushofer saw in the Russo-German Pact the
crowning reward fof his efforts. The world-strategic possi-

bilities resulting from the new'power combination were

‘eloquently discussed in his ZfG.

A e ak b P —_—— - - -
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Similarly, the Triple Axis Pact was acclaimed as bringing
to fruition'years of geopolitical effort. The .pact was viewed
as the cornerstone of a new world order and a most decisive
step toward realizing the dream of "regional power spheres.™
In addition, of course, it promised to enlist substantial
naval povwers on Germany's side, which would prove a great
asset in the consolidation of her conquests and in the defeat
of British maritime power.

It 1s true, of course, that the two agreements thus warmly
endorsed by the geopoliticians both tended to violate Nazi
doctrine of the essential incompatibility of "Aryans" and
"Bolsheviks."

II. THE REVIVED "ZEITSCHRIFT FUR GEOPOLITIK"
A. Layout .

In 1944, Haﬁshoferls 2fG, the rallying point of the Munich

school, disappeared in the turbﬁlence of war. So did the

'ggbeitsgemeinschaft and the Institute for Geopolitics.

Obviously; there was no chance of reviving ZfG sc long as
nevw periodicals required a license from Military Government.
But in January, 1951, with this restriction 1lifted, ZfG appeared
again. Karl-Heinz Pfeffer, professor of political science at
Hamburg University, became the new editor, and Kurt Vowinckel
served as co-editor and publisher at Heidelberg. The latter,
of course, with his past Nazi and geopolitical connections,
would not have met the standards set for licensees in the anti-
Nazi and anti-militaristié phase of the German occupation.

With the July, 1953 issue, Z£G changed from the publishing
firm of Kurt Vowinckel to that of C. W. Leske at Darmstadt.

&
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At the same time, Vowinckel resigned as co-editor, while
Professor Pfeffer continued as editor. ]
There has been some specﬁlation about the behind-the~
scenes meaning of this change. In z newspaper article it
was intimated that a purgé had become necessary to prevent
Zfc from'following the path of its predecessor.(ll) However,
it appears that money rather than ideology was at the root
of the change.*
In layout, the new ZfG closely resembles the prewar ZIG.
As a rule, each issue contains a feature article on a general
politieal question, two or more area studies, brief world-wide
news reports, book reviews, and a new corner under the heading
of "Freie Aussprache" (Free biscussion). This last section
suggests a wide geographical distribution for ZTG, since it
gives volce to reader opifrions from many lands. Often a
whole issue is devoted to one main”theme, such as "A Furopean
Foreign Policy,"A"Changing Asia," or "Geopolitics Today."
Unfortunately, 1t has not been possible to obtain exact
figures on gig's'cifculation. It can be assumed, however,
that it is small in numbers--about 3000--but widely distributed.
A rafher slgnificant change in the revived Zfg is the
addition of a subtitle: Monatshefte flr Deutsches Auslands-
Wissen" (Monthly for German Information from Abroad). This
seems to be an attempt to play down the connotations of

Geopolitik and to steer in the direction of a less indoctrinated,

* This information comes from a German student of politics
who 1s well acquainted with the editor of ZfG.
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generally informative journal, roughiy comparable to the

American Current History.

The brief news reports of ggg_are distinguished by their
objectivity even when dealing w;th ﬁoot questions. Examples
of this can be found in a report on .the activities of the
Polish Iﬁstitute for the Western Provinces in the formerly

(12)

German territory, in a description of the Qder-Neisse
frontier, (13) and in an gvaluatlon of German reparations
payments to Israel. (1) In none of these articles did the
authors exhibit the indignation that might have been expected.
The book reviews, on the whole, display a similar tone
of fairness and réstraint, comparable to Western standards of
literary criticism. 1In the selection of the books, however,
definite preferences and interests become visible, The
corner discusses chiefly pJ%lications in the fields of politieal
geography, the history of foreign_areés,‘and social science
* by both German aﬁd non-German authors.(lSJ ﬁut works of
political flction, sometimes of a highly controversial nature,
are by no means avoided. (16) A strong stress is 1l2id on books
dealing with military affairs(l7) and political analysis,alB)
and publications that tend to wﬁitewash past German
behavior(lg) or elaborate on German postwar sufferings(zc)
receive careful attention.
However, the book reviews and the news reports are only
of secondary importance in defining fhe character of ZfG as
a whole, To obtain a fullei‘picture, we must ask what are
the objectives of 2fg, whefher 1t continues prewar geopolitieal
‘doctrine, and what tendencies of the German political scene

can be discerned in its pages.,-
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B, Objectives

.In the first issue of the revived ZfG, the two editors
stated their objectives in a programmatic note;(zl) They
disclaimed any intention to support a specific political
creed or to side with any political group. Instead, their
only desire was to present a world picture true to reality.
To achieve this, they demanded of themselves and 6f their
authors a close-to-life viewpoint, personél experience, and
" scholarly responsibility. The main purpose of the journal
wvas not to bfesent the diplomatic foreground of current
foreign policy but to contribute to the understanding of the
geographic, biological, psychological, economic, social, and
ideolégical forces Which manifest themselves in politics.’

As can be seen, this program sounds aé swWweeping and well
intentioned as ﬁost introductory statements of new periodicals
do. It could lave served Haushofer'!s journal as well as the

revived ZfG. There was no expression of a clear break with

the prewar l}ne of Geopolitik, but neither was there any
championship of a défiﬁite viewpoint.

As a matter of fact, lack of a viewpoint was one of the
ma jor targets of reader eritieism during 1951. The editors,
in self-defense, claimed that it was their intention to give

voice to authors of many persuasions and to widely divergent
Aopinions in order to stimulate reader discussion.(22) The
same Teply was also given to crities who saw in some coptri—
butions to ZfG a confirmatibn_df Fheif suspicion that the

new journal would continue in the prewar tradition. The
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editors rejeqted these aspersions as unjustified; nevertheless,
they conceded that some uneritieal opinions and Erude generali-
zations had found their way into the pages of ZIfG.

A more explicit formulation of the objectives of the new
jourgal was long in coming. It'appeared in an article by an
anonymous author, entitled "What is the Task of Geopolities
Today?"(23) The author declares that it is not the task of
Germén geopolitics to recommend any decisions but rather "to
show mercilessly the true situation,” and thus to ﬁrovide
food for thought preparatory to decision. Geopolitics, in
his opinion, can render an important service in opening up
world<wide perspectives with the aid of which the publie can
overcome the narrowness of "German-centered" thinking. With
regard to geopolitical doetrine, he asserts that £LG would not

be so irreverent (ehrfurchtslos) as to apply preconceived

’formulas, patent-solutioﬂs, or "laws" to the multifarious
problems of man, as had been done in the past,
C. Doctrine o
One of the most striking differences_betWeen the prewar
and the present ZfG 1s the dearth of doctrine in the latter.
Whereas formerly the reader was fed with elaborate theories
about the role of space, the effects of population pressure,
the nature of frontiers, and education through maps, such
topies are conspicuous by their absence in the revived Z£g.
Some readers appear to be fully aware of this change, A
few seem to feel that the storm-and-stress period of

. geopolitices is over. "We are no longer the nationalists we

-
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used to be," one reader says, "without," he hastens to add,
"haﬁing a sense of shame or guilt about it." "It mast be
admitted now," he continues, "that the pioneer geopolitiecians
overestimated the influence of space on polities. We must
free ourselves of their mythical attitude toward it."(gh)
Another reader holds the opposite view. He is convinced
that the years of geopolitical development cannot be erased;

that, beyond being a Journal for information from abroad,

ZfG should revitalize the discipline of Geopolitik. To his

mind, nothing was wrong with the scietific soundness of the
Munich'school.(zs)

A comment of the latter kind arouses the suspicion that
prewar Geopolitik may not be completely defunct. Indeed, in
some respects, continued belief in the validity of geopolitieal
_insights would appear quite-blausible. It must not be

forgotten that, at one time, Geopolitik had filled the

Amagination not only of fanatic Nazi functionaries, but also
of many serious studenﬁs who had searched for a guilding
principle in the cénfusion.of the world's political affairs.
Furthermore, geopolitical thought had reached and influenced
broad sectofs of the German population.(26) It is likely

that some basic concepts have been retained ip the minds so
affected, This is the more probable since some of Haushofer's
predictions have, in thé meantime, materialized, though hardly

in the way which he had expected.* It is possible that some

* Cf. 2fG, March, 1953, p. 186: "To the horror of the 0ld
and the New Worlds, Haushoferts vision of a mammoth
empire reaching from the Rhine to the Amur and Yangtsekiang
Rivers has become reality, with the exception of the few
kilometers from the Elbe to the Rhine,"

T e e et v s e b e e e
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Germans still are convinced of the validity of a "spatial
law," which a prominent German political scientist once
formulated thus;

The German people, rooted as it is in its space,

is entrusted with the eternal task of keeping order

in the Central European space. This task of the
 Reich will exist, regardless of the ups and downs

of history, as long as thereis a German people that

deriveigags historic mission from the nature of its

space, \c ‘

However, the most important reason for assuming that the

0ld Geopolitik is not altogether dead lies in the fact that

the basic German problems on which the Munich school once
focused its attention, namely, narrowness of living space, over-
population, and untenable frontiers, are still extant and even
more pronounced than ever.

Thus, since some Germans are likely té be still inclined
toward geopoliticél doetrine, it may be useful to review
briefly its main tenets. |

1. Space. .The concept of space occupiéd the central
position. It was not only'a physical=-geographical concept,
but a vision and a program., Particularly in the Lebensraum
version it acquired a lifeand-death urgency~and a strong
emotional appeal., According to geopolitical space‘theory,
the state is an organism, is endowed with both life and will,
and must expand or pay the penalty of decay and disintegration.
Thé youthful, strong, and dynamic nations are always pitted
against the aged, weak, and static nations. The outcome of
their struggle must be a redivision of the earth., The "rightt

in this struggle for survival, according to a geopolitical
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author, is on the side of the stronger. "When impotent nations
are unable to remain master of their territory, they must fall
vietim to a national community stronger in will power and
vitality. This, even though hard and merciless, is an

(28)

irrefutable law of history.

In fhe pages of the new ZfG, the old thesis of "dynamic
vs. static" (or stagnant) powers is no longer mentioned,
perhaps because 1t is difficult to apply it to the charnged
world écene. The right of small states to independent
existence is defended for moral and cultural reasons, and by
the same token imperialistic tendencies of the large states
are deprecated. O0On the other hanﬁ, it is recognized that the
trend of the times toward larger political and economic units
may progressively'éncroach on small-power self—determination.(gg)

2. population Pressure. Closely related to the doctrine

of space was the geopolitical theory of population pressure,
‘In Haushfer's 6pinioﬁ, a growing population not only needed
expansion in space, but was justified In acquiring it through
means of aggression. Japan and Germany were the two powers
whose needs.and actions in this ;espect were often discussed
and condoned. 1In doing this, it was a common practice among
geopoliticians to compare tle population density of prewar
Germany (370 per square mile, or 587 per square mile of arable
land) with that of the British Empire, whose "abundant" space
was demonstrated by a density of only 4 per square mile. The
crucial fact that the British Isles haé a density of 499 persons
per square mile, or 2P80 per square mile of cultivated land,

ﬁas not revealed.(30)
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There were other flaws in the reasoning of the Munich
school. It is a well~known fact, for example, that Britain's
population pressure did not diminish with the growth of the
Empire, nor did Japan's territorial acquisitions relieve hers..
Also, the expansionist policies of a nation are not necessarily
precéded cr accompanied by a conspicuous growth cf its population.
But the thesis of a causal nexus between population pressure
and hational growth in space carried conviction among many
followers.
The two classie solutions to the problem of overpopulation
are (a) the export of goods, and (b) the export of people
).(31)

(emigrafion The Munich school regarded neither solution
as satisfactory. Emigration from Germany.was favored only
conditionally: emigration to the Western hemisphere was to

be discouraged, because there the German immigrant was absorbed
by the Anglo-American and Latin nations and became merely "a
Eulturai fertilizer." However, this.was not considered to be
the case in the east and goutheast of Europe, emigration to .
which, there%ore, vas encouraged.

As is to be expected, the new ZfG devotes considerable .
attention to population problems. After all, population
density in the Federal Republic stands at 496 persons per square
(32)

mile, as compared to 370 in prewar Germany. For obvious
reasons, however, the old thesis that population pressure
Justifies territorial expansion is not advocated .at the moment.
The importance of exports for a balanced Ggrman economy 1is

repeatedly discussed, but not in specific relation to population
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pressure, and as to emigration, the Nazi doctrine that German
settlers going West must be counted as lost to German folkdom
is disregarded. The East is, of course, closed to German
emigration. 1In fact, the 0ld trend hes been reverseé: German
expansion eastward has been superseddl by Slavic expansion
westward, so that only the West remains to relieve German
overpopnlation. | '

ZfG furnishes a good deal of advice to prospective settlers
in articles, book revieWS,(33) and news reports. South
America,(3h) Canada, and Australia(Bg) seem to be the areas
most recommended. But France also is suggested as a country
which, in view of its comparatively low population density
(194 per square mile), could aosorb perhaps 3;5 million Germans
who are ready to go there and tnus make an important contribution
to demographic Europeanization. Such a step,.it is added as an
afeerthoughﬁ, might reconcile many Germans, particularly among
the working class,-to the Schuman Plan.(36)

A rather fantastie scheme was presented under the heading
"Lebensraum durch Auswanderung" (L1V1ng-Space Through
Emlgration)(37) Its author proposed that, in return for a
German renunciation of the lost eastern territories, the Saar,
and the former colonies, British, French, and Dutch Guiana
should be turned over to German colonists. The present population
~of the Guianas could either be absorbed by the Germans, or, if
they preferred be: resettled in another South American country.
German emigration to the new states would be continued untll the

populatlion of Old Germany was reduced to 25 or 30 million people.

-
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In the author's facile calculations, not only the United States,
but also the Soviet Union, Poland, and other cquntries would be
glad to finance the multi-billion dollar project, pleased to see
the German problem solved and a possible German threat removed.
The main motivation of the plan can"be seen in the revival of
the 19th.century idea of directing and concentrating German
overseas emigration in such a way tﬂat German ethnic substance
would be preserfed and lead eventually to a German state.

In fairness to ZfG, it must be said that in dealing with
population pressure it does not restrict itself to the German
scene or to German needs. A good deal of space is devoted to
demographic problems in other paffs of the world,(38) especially
that of political refugées.

3. Frontiers. One of the forémost-concerns of thé prewar
“MUnich school was the probfém of state froﬁtiers. The froatier
as a line was regarded as a meaningless afstraction. A frontier
was thought of aé a livihg thing, the "peripheric skin" of the
body politie, -a breathing part of the organism. In geopolitical
jargon, frontlers "exuded," "attracted,” "devoured"; they were
"apathetical" or nstimilated." -Above all, there was a complex
variety of frontiers. The distinctlon of traditional political
géography between the natufal and the artificlial frontier was
discarded. The geopoliticians(39) demanded that good or
Yorganic" boundaries take into account ideological, racial,
etﬁnic, linguistic, administrative, historieal, cultural,

economic, and military considerations and develop them into a
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"harmonious unity."* According tc Haushofert's frontier
dynamiém, only declining states sought stable borders, and
only decadent ones protected them with permanent fortifications.
Young and stfong nations expended their energies upon the
construction of roads. To him the Maginot Line was a symbol
of Franée's national exhaustion,
It needs no great perspicacity to see how this frontier
concepf lent itself to expansionist and revisionist fendencies.
In post-Versailles Germany, it was often used as a scientific

cloak for demands for border revisions. Particularly in the

concept of the military boundary, Geopolitik provided a most

serviceable excuse for land grabs. For, since the range of
enemy action was éonstantly increasing, thg need for rapid
expansion of the miiitary frontier was considered self-evident.
Prewar geopolitiés rejected the river as a2 natural frontier
on the basis of rather elaborate theories,(ho) and it can be
aésumed that these theories still have supporters in view of
the fact that thé most résénted border of present-day Germany
is the Oder-Neisse frontier. Undoubtedly, the explosive
potential of this boundary is greater even than was that of
Germany's Versailles frontiers, which Hitler expleited with
such effect, It seems likely that in the long run no German
government will be able to ignore this particular frontier

problem, and in the future it may become a fact of growing .

importance in international politics.

_* Haushofer, in his Grenzen in ihrer geographischen und
pelitischen Bedeutung (Frontiers in Their Geographical
and Political Significance), Berlin, 1927, further broke
down the military frontier into frontiers of attack, of
maneuver, of balance, of defense, of decay, and of apathy.
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In ZfG, however, as we have seen, the Oder-Keisse boundary
is described with objectivity. The same is true of two
articles dealing with the lost eastern territories.(hl) _Both
dwell heavily on historic aspects, énd stress, in text and
maps, the German background and character of the areas discussed.
One-may'suspect that this stress was the intention of the
authors, but no objection can be raised to the scholarly
quality of the articles.

4. Maps. Neither war nor nationalistic aims can be fully
uﬁdastood without maps, and German interest in maps was widespread
years before the general public in other countries became map-
conscious, A Pan-(German Atlas Waé published by Justus Perthes
of Gotha, the famous firm of mapmakers, as early as 1900. Maps
showing linguistic areés, cultural regions, economic units, and
strategic zones have been Gsed with the purpose of promcting
political ambitions. ' '

The fise'of.geopolitics b£ought in its train a rapid
increase in the number and variety of map representations. In
the opinion of tﬂe Munich school, the foremost purpose of a
map was to teach a political lesson. A map was to be used as
a propaganda weapon rather than as an objective analysis of
geographic data. With this aim in mind, the public was
introduced to a complex system of geopolitical symbols,
consisting éf arrows, wedges, crosshatehing, clamps, pincers,

circles, and so forth, to depict advance in space, racial or

economic infiltration, lines of thrust, encirclement, alliances,

oy o m e m i e = A mei er U mLiamk AAram AP = ek e o Ak A A — e e



hY

R¥=-1210
3-19-5%
23,

and other movements of geopolitical forces.(h2) The emphasis
was always on motion and on the political consequences of
geographic facts. '

Haushofer clearly recognized how maps could be used to

convey nonscientific propaganda.(hB) Some geopolitical maps,

by means of arbitrarily drawn lines, suggestive arrovs, and

other devices, were constructed to confuse the reader

deliberately in order to guide his opinion inteo a certain
desired channel. Truthfulness and accuracy of presentation
were desirable only so long as they served the propagandistic
intent of the map maker. Through numerous devices, cartography
was turned into a kind of magic capable of demonstrating the
(44, 45)

most misleading or distorted facts.

Maps 1in the postwar ZfG are still plentiful but, on the

. Whole, follow the_conventi5ﬁ31 pratterns used in comparable

journals throughout the world. 1In keeping with the present
cartographic trend, the Mercator and conical equal-area
projections of earlie; maps have been replaced by the azimuthal

or the stereographic projections, which give a truer idea of

‘area proportions and distances. The latter projections are

used whenever the map maker intends to show the world from a
specific geographic "standpoint." The most striking use of
this type of map shows the Arctic QOcean as a "Mediterranean
Sea," enclosed between the land masses of the North American
and Eurasian continents.(h6)

The arrow is the only survivor of the bizarre collection

of former geopolitical map symbols. It is used conservatively,
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and, with a few exceptions, no longer indicafes the intent or
threat of aggression, but rather the distance between two
peints or the direction of migrations.(u7)

The two exceptions found revert to the old geopolitical
style. Under the heading "The World Axis Moscow-Sydney, "
one map‘ShOWS a thick shaded arrow (implying the immediacy of
the threat) extending from Moscow to Hanoi, and a blank arrow
(for less immediacy) reaching from Hanoi to Sydney.(hg) The
éccompanyiné text describes this power line'as a new thrust
from the Euraslian heartland to the center of the maritime world
located at Sydney.

The other map criticizes thé zonal boundary between East
and West Germany. The Soviet threat is symbolized'by a
clenched fist covering the Russian Zone, The strategic
possibilities of the Soviet position in Central Eurcpe are
indicated by heavy black arrows sweeping acrosé Europe into
"France, England, Sweden and Northern Italy.(hg)

Another set of maps-illustrating the location of German
seaports may be mentioned in this connection. 1In addition
to Emden, Hamburg, Bremen,'Flensburg, Kiel, Lﬁbeck, and Rostock,
the lost cities of Stettin, Danzig, and Kgnigsberg are treated
as 1f recent territorial changes had not.taken place and there
could be no doubt about the continued German character of
these three ports.(so) It 1s hard to believe that this could
be due to an oversight. A more likely intefpretation points to

an underlying tendency in the policy of ZfG.
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D. Characteristics and Tendencies

When ZfG reappeared in 1951;'the editors opviously felt
compelled to eradicate as far as possible its former unsavory
reputation. They tried to achieve this aim by setting high
standards of objectivity and tfuthfulness, by using material
which stressed democratic and humanistie values,* and by
eliminating, or, at least, toning down, geopolitical doctrine.
The intent, undoubtedly,_qas'to establish a journal of high
scholastic standing. |

However, closer scrutiny gives the impression that ZfG
falls short of this goal. Objectivity, in its pages,
frequently gives way to acid and 6ne-sided criticism, and
definite political leanings are evident which some day may
attain the force of doctrin%. Even though ZfG is hardly *“neo-
Nazi, as has been alleged,(si) it cannot be denied that it show's
pronounced naticnalistic and "third force".tendencies. The
suspicion that the professed objectivity and scholarly
character serve as a smokescreen to conceal the promotion of
definite political aims may therefore not be unfounded.

1., Nationalistic Traits. ZfG contains numerous references

to the German war criminals still imprisoned by the Allies, and
demands their immediaﬁe release. Such a demand need not be
considered nationalistic in itself, but the tone in which it is

made in the pages of ZfG gives it that hue. For example,

#* An article by Thomas Greenwood, "Der Geist der Geopolitik"
(The Essence of Geopolities), places equal stress on the
geographical and ethical components of politics and makes
a point for a "humanistic geopolities." (ZfG, October,
1952, pp. 577-581.)
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Bernhard Ramcke, former general of German parachute troops,
discusses the issue in an open letter to the editer under the
heading "How Does One Become a War Criminal?"(sz) He dwells
on the atrocities allegedly committed against German scldiers
in British and French prisoner~cf-war camps, and stresses the
insults he himself suffered when taken prisoner. The one-
sided jurisdiction of the victorlous powers in the prisoner
question is rejected as unjust. From such an attitude it 1is
only one step to the typically nat;onalistic rejection of the
FEuropean Defense Community in its proposed form.
Another article, by Ernst Achenbach, an FDP member of
the North-Rhine-Westphalian Diet, makes a moral point of
Germany's proposed alignment with the "Western jailors." He
insists that German rearmgment within the Western camp would
be immoral as iong as %“a ;ingle German soldier who acted under
orders or in gqod faith is held in a foreign jail."(SB)
Similaf attitudes £OWard the Defense Community are expressed
elsewhere.(5u) Hans-Ulrich Rudel, a former Nazi air ace and
candidate of a rightist party in the Federal Republic, bitterly
decries Allied policies toward Germany and demands absolute
sovereignty and equality as the price of German co-operation
with the West.(55) Another author denies the desirability of
an alliance with the West, unless the defense of Western
Germany can be guaranteed. For, otherwise, even a victorious

(56)

war can bring liberation only after unimaginable devastation.
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From time to time, the new ZfG expresses approval of persons
who piayed a public parf during the Nazi period. Upon the
occasion of Pétain's death, for instance, former general Ramcke
produced a solemn eulogy, dedicated "To the Marshal of France".cs?)
Karl Haushofer!s personality and geopolitical work are repeatedly
evaluatéd from the viewpoint of grateful and admiring disciples.(58)
In the light of these appraisals, the sincerity of the kind words
for the socialist thinker Hendrik de Man(’?) and the democratic
philosopher Lord Lindsay of B;rker(60) could be considered dubious.
It should be added parenthetically that the Belgian social
psychologist and politiecian Kendrik de Mzn is a somewhat
questionable representative of socialism. He rejected Marxist
socialism, and embraced the "socialist" philosophy of National
Socialism to such an extent that he collaﬁdrated with the RNazis
when Belgium was 6ccupied. The questionable character of de.
Man's soeclalism is underlined by the fact that the neo=Kazi

ﬁagazine, Nation Europa, devotes a eulogy to him.(él)

Some doubt seems jusfified also concerning the "dis-
interested objectivity" with which contributions on lost German
territories are presented. This has already been mentioned in
connection with the articles on east-of-the-0der-Neisse lands
and on German seaports. To keep such topies before the eyes of
the public, but to treat them, for the time being, without a
hint of intended recovery harmonizes with a nationalistic trend
that can be noticed iﬂ the German politiecal spectrum. A

(62)

nostalgic appraisal of the Prussian state, a sentimental
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(63)

view of Austria, and an almost lyrical description of the
city éf Prague(éh) fall info the same category.

The difference in the treatment of lost territories on
the one hand, and of the problem of war criminals or.the
defense contribution on the other, suggests that ZfG is aware
that; af the moment, no results can be expected from a .
discussion of German frontiers, whereas a discussion of the
other grievances might pressure the Western powers into making
tangible concessions. At any rate, the comparatively calm
and objective treatment of eastern frontiers and territories
should not be taken as an indicat;on that these issues are

permanently fading into the background.

2. Germany Between East_and West. The political

significance of Gefmany'b location betweeﬁ East and West is
strongly reflected in ZfG. Both the Soviet Unlon and the
United States are often assessed critically in an effori to
determine the ﬂest course for German policy.

* While Gerﬁany!s preéent political position is recognized
as fraught with danger, it ié not viewed as altogether negative.
For instance, it is noted with a certain satisfaction that
victorious nations AIWays take over not only the assets but
also the liabilities of defeated nations. Thus, an article
by Hans Fleig entitled "Die geopolitische Erbschaft der Sieger"
(?he‘Geopolitical Inheritance of the Victors),(és) discusses
the elimination of Germany, Japan, and Austria-Hungary (after

World War I) as military powers. Flelg makes the point that
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the victofs, in the cases of Germany and Japan, found themselves
compelled to extend their defense obiigations., The Western
defense line had to be advanced from France to Central Europe,
and the United States had to fight the war in Korea which, in
geopolitical reality, belonged to Japan's defense area. Cn the
other'hahd, when the West defaulted on the extension of its
military obligation, as in the case of Austria-Hungary, the
vacuum was eventually filled by the enemy.

The division of Germany, ﬁeakening as it is, is also
regarded as having its compensating aspects; for, whatever the
outcome of the present world struggle, "at least half of Germany
will be on the winning side."(66)

The outcome of the cold war, in the opinion of most authors,
has by no means been decided.yet,(67) and bending a decision
Germany would be Qell advised--thus.reads a soméwhat cryptic
statement--"to beware of false friends and to seek her true
friends in all éamps."(68) The meaning of this remark seems to
be that Germany‘should shun cdmmitment to one side or the other
until the issue is decided.

In another article,(69) victory in the struggle between the
giants is predicted for the side that will forswear all
ideological pretense (such as the anti-Nazi and anti-Communist
campaigns of the United Staes) in favor of a realistic assessment
of the factors that count. In the author's opinion, the decisive

factor in a third world.war would be not the superiority of

weapons but the strength of fighting morale. And the strongest



RM=1210
2=19-54
30.

morale will be found on the side that can claim the superior
social and pplitical order. A few sentences from the article
may be worth quoting:

Whatever the chances in a third world war, one
thing is certain: the mere pretense of moral values
would soon collapse....If the Western World has not
got the better political order, a third world war--
in spite of atomic bombs.,.=--w1ll be nothing but the
execution of the death penalty on the party(..that
is politically inferior._ This shows the task of the
Free World: to create /social and political/ facts

" which would make another world war a politically
hopeless enterprise in the sight of the Soviet Union.
In the light of this task, rearmament is but a first
protection against a surprlse attack, 32Zut it could
never lead to political victory, and that is what a
third world war would be fought for.

Whoever in the Western camp rejects communism
with the argument that a welfare state.... is
undesirable, promotes the defeat of his own cause.
The political program can only be: to adopt the
Sov1et-proclalmed goal of freeing man from want,
aggression, and dependence, and, aided by the 1mmeqse
potential of the West,”to carry 1t out faster and
more effectively than Bolshevism ever could.

Belief in the necessity and unavoidability of sbcial.change
"in the direction of a "welfaré state™ is expressed elsewhere

also in the Zeitschrift. A4 laconic formula states it zs

follows: "Could Germany survive a future catastrophe?
Certainly. . Could capitalisnm su?vive? Certainly not. Germany
could be reborn only in a socialist order.” 70)

_Taking these views into account, it can hardly surprise
anyone that ZfG does not find many kind words for the American
system. Nor, for that matter, is any d951re expressed to adopt

the Russian system, but, in general, the Soviets seem to command

the respect of the journalj; their system may be disliked and
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their intentions may be feared, but the expectation, though
nowhere explicitly stated, that the future belpngs-to Russia
pervades the pages of ZfG. |

There is an eagerness to learn more about the Soviet
Union: a new bibliography on Russia is warmly greeted;(7l)
the groﬁing lack of German experts on Eastern questions ié
deeply deplored.‘72) Above all, the possibilities of
revitalizing trade with the Eastern bloec are explored in
iengthy articles. One of these, "Der Ostwirtschaftsblock als
Wirtschaftsunion" (The Eéstern ECOhomic Bloc—--an Economic
Union),(73) by Helmut Klocke, describes the progressive
economic integration and co-ordiﬁation of the vast areaz extend-
ing from Helmstedt to Shanghai. There can be 1little doubt
about the author's sympatheﬁic and admiring view of this Soviet-
sponsored projecf.

Ferdinand Fr;ed, a Nazi protagonist of German Autarkie,
elaborates on the tﬁeme of deteriorating East-West trade. To
his mind, Germany 1s the chief sufferer, which leads him to
launch several acrimonious attacks on the British who prohibit
German business transactbns with the East in order to earry
them out themselves "without mofal inhibitions."(7h)

An even more outspoken advocate of Fastern trade is Gerd
Hassenkamp in his article "Der Osthandel bleibt die Chance®
(Trade with the East Remains Qur Chance).(75) He c¢laims that
United States trading policey, characterized‘by the embargo

against the Eastern bloc, the steep price rises resﬁlting from
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stockpiling, and a steadily growing dollar gap, has miscarried
and is leading Europe to economic disaster. :he cnly way of
escape, SO far as Germany 1s concerned, i1s seen in getting
rid of "excessive loyalty toward the Americans," and in
redirecting a decisive portion of German foreign trade to the
East. The author admits that such a step might create a new
politieal balancej; however, he sees no reason to eschew this
development, |
The article is inférlarded with heavy criticism of
American policies, and in this respect is fairly typical of
the general attitude of ZfG toward the United States. If the
Soviet Union on the whole is treated with respect, the United
States is frequently treated with sarcasm. We are often blamed

(76)

for the uneasy state of the world,
(77)

.and referred to as Mthe

lesser evil," Much iE made of the “short-sightedness" of

U.S. for$ign policy which, by destroying German and Japanese

military power,'has torn down the chief bulwarks against

(78)

Russian expansion.
Sharp criticism and resentment of Américan behavior,
reminiscent in language and reasoning of Nazi documents, are

expressed in an "Open Letter to the Americans," signed

pseudonymously by Belgicus.(79)

«.es.You blame us that we are not rearming fast
enough, True, Furope 1s rearming without joy, even
in bad humor. We have often fought in the past, and
fought well; we are-~but you waldn't know anything
about that--a nation of good soldiers. You must
learn to understand that Furope is bled white, chiefly
because your /President/ Wilson in 1918 made such a
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mess of 1t. We cannot forget that and we distrust
you. Perhaps Europe would be in better shape if
you had_ laid your cards on the table before the
[German/ march into Poland, or before the march

into that ludicrous Czechoslovakia created by you,
or if, at least, you had threatened with your
interference belfore May 10, 1940 /beginning of the
Nazi campaign in the West/. But you will never act
except at your own good time. They say that all
your wars and liberations are useless. You enter
the War of Justice on the day that suits you, then,
after you have lost the peace, you let us be until
the next war. /At the end of the last war/ there
remained a dark cloud in the East. We expected

that you would be as mindful of it as we were. We
never believed that you would let the /Soviet/
enemy advance to the very heart of Turope. We
thought you would be ready for him at the gates of
the Occident and, with your victorious armies, your
gigantic economic superiority, with reliable allies,
with your atonmic bombs, with Germany's despeir, with
the German army and with Cermany!'s satellites, turn
around and chase him back_into his steppes. FHow
high did our hope flyt /But instead/ you destroyed
the Occident and the armies of Burope. For, in
Nuremberg you undermined the very basis of any army
~=honor and discipline. European divisions? Don't
forget that Europe is the continent of nations, that
the nation is the foremost reality in Eurcpe, and
that we fight for real things such as our soil, house,
the smoke on the roof, wife and child, but not for
such lunatic abstractions as your liberty and
democracy,

Turning to Germany, Belgicus exclaims:
How can you expect to draw this proud people

into a common defense system as long as you treat it

- 1like a tribe of slaves? You are misguided, if you

don't recognize that your present rule cof force has

no roots, and if you dontt help that glorious people

to fulfill its destination: to form the backbone and

be the natural leader of a federated Europe.

The blustering and arrogant tone of this statement is
typical ‘'of the way in which anti-American sentiment is frequently
expressed, not only in Germany but in other countries as well.

As to the charges leveled against the United States, some are
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untenable (like thé implication that the United States could
have prevented the war if it had teld Hitler beforehand that

it would fight in case he invaded Poland or Czéchoslovakia),

and others may have some justification (like the stztement

that the United States ought to have stemmed the Soviet advance
into Europe when there was still time). All of the charges

show impatience with American leadership for committing blunders,
for failing to undersand other nations, and for a propensity

"to lose the peace." .

However, such criticism of the United States, which is so
often found in the pages of ZfG, must not be taken as an
indication that the editors advocate a German alignment with
the East in preference to a Wesfern alliance. Though emotionally

anti-Western, in terms of Realpolifik they see, at the moment,

no alternative to linking Germany closely to the West, If this
assunmption is cdrrect, the sharp and unfriendly criticism of
the United States must be interpreted as an outlet for German

" envy, hurt pride, and resentment.

3. Third Force. Germany!s reliance upon her Western ties
may be politically nécessary for the time being, but, in the
long ruh, the editors and authors of ZfG, it appears, are rather
in favor of a strong and independent Germany, unattached to
either side, but part of a power bloc which would keep outside
the conflict between the Soviet Union and the United States. The
belief is frequently expressed that %his aim can be achieved if

Germany avolds taking sides either ideologically or materially,

)




Lu..d

RM-1
-19

BB

2
3
and if she develops her economic resources and strengthens her

(80)

ties with nations that are equally interested in a third force.
An anonymous article on "Deutsche Aussenpolitik 1952¢
(German Foreign Policy, 1952)(81)proposes the preservation of
_ peace as Germany's paramount aim. For, "while the Americans,
the British, and the Russians may live in the hope that a third
world war would spare their countries, the Germans, and
incidentally, tﬁe French too, ecannot hope for that." The author
believes thét American fearmament can eliminate the risk of war
only temporarily, and that the distrust eﬁisting between the
two camps can be abolished only if both "yield their loot™ [Ef
occupiled territorﬁ7. If this were to happen, Germany could be
reunited and the Reich could reassume its "stabilizing function®
in Europe. However even a restored German Relch would never
be strong enough to maintaia itself alone between East and West.
Therefore, a genulne federation of Europe, not just a loose
. coalition of states, should be created. And, of course, this
federation should have 1lts own, strong, independent army, a true
European Army, "ugadulterated by association with the Atlantic
'Pact." A gtrong Europe, the au%hor continues, could become the
factor which is now missing in the world balance. It would
never start a war of its own, but would turn against that side
which threatened the peace. For instance, "if the Kremlin does
not mean to threaten the peace but feels menaced by an aggressive
America, it could count on the benevolent attitude of a strong

Europe,"
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The article, 1n spite of some nebulous formulations, expresses
‘cleafly one of the basice tenets adhered to in the éditorial policy
of 2fG: creation of a third power (with the emphasis ﬁery much
on §QWer), capab;e of tipping the sqales in favor of one or the
other of the two world giants.

Another article, by a member of the Social Democratic Party,
suggests that Germany would serve as the rallying point for a
United Eurcope and that;.in due time, this third power would become
" (82)

the decisive factor in world polities. "Germany must again

become a great power (Grossmacht)," it says. "As soon as it is

so strong that Europe alongside it accounts for something, then
Europe can assume the function of a buffer-~but no sooner.n”

(Italics added.) The author state$ that "Germany, allied with

the larger, vital (lebenswillig) nations of Furope, must be able
to decide the éuesti@n of war and peace in its ZEié? bloc." As
to additional membership and future policies of the bloc,

If Japan--like Germany--becomes a great power again
and if England stays a great power, if Turkey can maintain
itself as a weighty power and India develops into a real
one, if Central Africa is released from its colonial status
and given the status of a UN bloc, then these gréat powers
together could act as a brake on the glants /Russia and
Americg7. The beginning of war and final victory will
depend on which side they support. They, and no nore
Arerica, will be appealed to for aid when the water has
risen to the throats. The medium and small states, among
them former and future great powers, such as France and
ITtaly, Brazil and Argentina, Egypt and Jordan, can be
counted as allies of the Third Force, which will command
ultimate power when only the tails of the two lions are
left. ‘

Some readéré of ZfG would probably agree that fhis particular

vision of the future lacks realism and borders on the fantastic.
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But the concept of an Yequidistant' third force, pOWerfdl
enough to prevent another war and able to apply this power
in the role of umpire, has obviously taken root in the minds
of numerous contributors to ZfG, both inside and outside
'Germany.(83) |
0f course, ZfG is awarTe that the time fdr German leader-
ship of the European bloc has not yet arrived. For the time
being, a hardheaded appraisal of political and strategic-
geographical realities seems to dictate continued co-operation
with the Americans and integration of Germany with the Western
group, for only such a policy will serve the realization of
German ambitions. At a later stage, when Europe is once more
a high~power area under German legdership, the situation will
be different; then, Germany can either choose her partners
freely or play off one<of the world bowers against thé other.
Viewed from this angle, the third force concept of the
geopoliticians differs from that of the paéifist, welfare-
oriented_neutralistg. While both are apt to create difficulties
for the West, fhése created by the geopoliticians with their
backing of militarists and industrialists may be worse than
those-created by the neutralists. Uﬁfortunately, however, the

West may have to depend on the former group.

E. Related Literature

Qur study, sd‘far,-has centered on the ZfG. There are
other publications in the field, however, which should be

mentioned at least briefly.
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The most important one, from a scientific point of view,

is Albrecht Haushofert!s posthumous Allgemeine Politische

8l
Geographie und_geopolitik (Poli?ical Geography and Geopolitics).( )

Haushofer completed only the first volume before his death, but
even in its fragmentary.fbrm it is a thoughtful and well-pondered
study of the interrelation of gecographical and political factors.*
Another study on sound scientific grounds, stressing the

geography of eéonomics, is Rudolf Lﬂtgens' Die Produktionsrgume

(85)

"der Weltwirtschaft (The Production Areas of World Fcononmy).

But works of genuine scholafship are the exception rather
than the rule in geopolitical literature. Some recent publica-
tions reveal heavy traces of political ideology. Geography is

sometimes connected.with ethnie and racial theories. 4 recent

parphlet imputes the difference in political institutions to
(86)

perennial laws of geographiec space. A Tacist treatise first
published in the Nazi era 1s reprinted and recommended as a
textbook. It propagates the theory that the "Germaniec® peoples,
owing to racial traits and geopolitical destiny, are headed for
a great politicél fﬁture at the expense of less favored

(87)

civilizations. Geographic explanations are also used in

support of crude philosophizing. Thus, one author argues that,
whereas the West is given to freedom, the East is given to faith;

88
and it devolves upon Furope to wed freedom to faith.( )

* Thomas Greenwood, in a lengthy review, hailed the work as a
"rejuvenation of German Ceopolitik, which thereby is led
back into the realm of science" (Z%G, April, 1952, pp. 241~

2u5). ‘
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It should be emphasized, however, that these latter titles
and opinions 1llustrate the murky, unreconstructed side of

Geopolitik; they are not characteristic of contemparary German

E

geopeolitical writing as a whole.

There are some German monthlies which are related to 4fG,
not so much in subjecf matter as 1n the use of some of the same
contributors and in possession of certain tendencies in cormon.

These are: Aussenpolitik, a journzl for international guestions;

Osteuropa, a journal for current guestions of the East;

Wehrwissenschaftiiche Rundschau, a Jjournal for European security;

Nation Furopa, a monthly devoted to the "rejuvenation" of Europe;

and Militarpolitisches Forum, an "independent journal for

Germany'!s national security.™"

(89)

Aussenpolitik is edited by a group of university

professors, government officials, and leading journalists under
the chairmanship of Herbert v. Borch, who is also a frequent

contributor to the Frankfurter Alleemeine Zeitung. It deals with

issues of foreign poliq& in a'scholarly and judieious, though
somewhat dry, fashion. In the scope of its interests and in
the effort to open its pages to important foreign spokesmen it

Teserbles the American journal Foreign Affairs, without, however,

carrying the latter's authoritative weight. Among the authors

shared by Aussenpolitik and ZfG are Ferdinand Friedensburg and

Ernst Messerschmidt. Friedensburg, one-time mayor of Berlin and
Christian Democratic delegate to the Bundestag, wrote an article
on "Berlin als weltpolitisches Problem” (Berlin--A Problem of
World Politics) for Aussenpolitik, ‘%) and contributed a book
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review to ZfG. Messerschmidt, an economic censultant in Karachi,

(91) i

wrote on Pakistan.

(92) is edited by Klaus

The second journal, 9steuropa,
Mehnert, who was also its prewar elitor, Mehnert also functions -

as editor-in-chief of Christ und Welt, an influential South

German ﬁeekly. A one-time student and teacher in Hawaii and
California; Mehnert worked from 1934 to 1936 as correspondent
in Moscow and later served the Nazi Government in Shanghai. He
is a frequent contributor to ZfG, together with eight other
authors whose names appear both in Qsteuropa and ZfG. Among
them are Boris Meissner, professor of international law at the
University of Hamburg, who specializes in Soviet affairsj;’
Reinhart Maurach, professor of law at the University of Munich;
and Hans Raupach, an economist at the Institute of Fconomics and
Labor at Wilhelmshaven.

Osteuropa presents reliable information, but it mekes
pedestrian reading. The material it offers transcends the scope
indicated in its title: not only Eastern Europe, but all eareas
under Moscow's domination are treated, with a noticeable stress
on Asian countries. Soviet affairs are followed with a keen
interest-which is often highly eritical, but not hostile,
Certain attitudes that characterize ZfG are evident also in
Osteurcpa: the Soviet Union is regarded with a combination of
awe and fear, it is never a target for sarcastic or disparaging
remarks, and the need for 1earning.more about it is considered
vitally important. Nevertheless, the tenor of the journal is

not pro-Soviet. 1Its editorial poliecy favors rather a brand of



neutralism which would keep the windows open in both direections
and avoid final commitments to one side or the other.

The third journal, Wehrwissenschaftliche Rundschau,(gs)

revived in 1951, is devoted to military science. It is edited
by former General Alfred Toppe, and numerous other former
generals are among its contributors. The June, 1952, issue,

for instance, carried a foreword by Franz Halder and listed

as a new contributor Kurt Zeitzler, Halder!s successor and
Guderian's predecessor as Army Chief-of=Staff. Other generals
turned author are George v. Sodenstern, A. L. Ratcliffe, and
Herhudt v. Rohden, The journal concentrates its attention

on various phases and aspects ofIWOrld War II. On the whole,
it avoids controversial subjects, although it strongly supports
popular demends for a general amnesty and for German political
" equality. A section célled "Nachrichten aus dem Ausland® (hLews

from Abroad) resembles the Berichte of ZfG, but limits itself

“to military_information. A geopolitical approach is noticeable
in many articles, particularly in the strategic studies of
A, L. Ratcliffe.* Authors whose names appear in both

Wehrwissenschaftliche Rundschau and ZfG are Heinz Guderian,

Herhudt v. Rohden, Franz Halder, and Bruno Brehm, a Sudeten-

German rightist publiecist who writes on Slaviec topies.

* These studies deal with the world-strategic significance
of Arctic regions (March, 1952), of Turkey (July, 1952),
of Africa (October, 19525, of the Near EBast (December,
1952), and of the Danubian Area (August, 1952). Other
articies by Ratcliffe are entitled "Brennpunkte strategischen
Interesses" (Focal Points of Strategic Interest) July,
1953, and "Geopolitische Ueberlegungen zur Verte{digung
Europas" (Geopolitical Reflections on the Defense of Burope),
August, X53. )



The last two journals, Nation Europa and Militgrpolitisches

Forum, share some contributors and a few viewpoints with the
Jjournals discussed, but otherwise differ from them considerably.

Nation Furopa,(gh) as the title implies, advocates the welding

of the European nations into a solid power bloc strong enough

to maintain its position without concession to either East or
West. The ‘journal serves openly as rallying point and mouthpiece
for all the groups and movements, still existent in many
European countries, which regarded Nazi Germany zs the great
unifier of Europe. No doubt is left as to the dominating part
which Germany must play in the future "rejuvenation" of FEurope.
The authoritarian state is eulcgized, and democratic goveraments,
inclﬁding the Adenauer government, are denounced. A4n anti-
Semitic tpend is clearly discernible, and‘the allegation that
Germany started World War II is brusqﬁely rejected.

Nation FEurcopa is edited by Arthur.Ehrhardt at Coburg and

maintains branch offices in Switzerland, Sweden, Holland,
Denmark, and Austria. Among its contributors we find Hans Grimm,
sir Oswald Mosley,'Beigicus, and the French collaborationist
Maurice Bardéche; former German officers like Guderian, Ramcke,
and Rudél; and writers with a strong nationalist flavor, such

as Peter Kleist, Erich Kern, and Gisélher Wirsing. A large
number of contributions are by non-German publicists, including
fhe well-known names of Liddell Hart, Joseph Alsop, and William

Henry Chamberlin,

(95)

Militdrpolitisches Forum,: finally, is a recent addition

to the list of German political-military periodicals. 1Its first
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issue appeared in Qctober, i952,f Tts editor is Hans v. Berchemn,
a formef officer. No well-known names or writers publishing in
tﬁe other journals can be found in Forum. Most of 1ts articles
are by former German officers, anonﬁmous writers, or authors
who sigq with their initials only. No biographical data on the
contributors, except an occasional military rank, are given.
Without exception, the articles are undistinguished in style
and poorly edited.
However, this doés not meaﬁ that the magazine is lacking
in a elearly recognizable policy and direction. Even a
superficial perusal reveals its consistent, though sometimes
guardedly expressed, acceptance of a familiar Eastern propaganda
line. The magazine fervently pleads for the restoration of
Germany's national and territorial unity. The foremost foes of
unity are seen in the go;ernments of the United States and France.
England, too, is described as a traditional adversary of a
unified center of Europe, as illustrated by her 19th century
policies. “The.reader-is left in no doubt as to the guarter in
which the true friend of German unity must be sought.
The magazine is, of course, vehemently anti-~Adenauer; the
EDC is rejected with the well-worn arguments thet the realization
of the European army would render the division of Germany

permanent and would make war unavoidable.

- The cold war is described as an ideological fight between

_'tng neolonial oppressors" (the Anglo-Saxon powers) and the

oppressed. Germany belongs to theqlatter group, Which,
presumably, is led by the Soviet Union. As to the military



haspeéts'of the two camps, Forum considers the heartland of Asia
an "unassailable fortress," believes SQViet'aif pover superior
to American air power, and advocates the banning of atomic
weapons;'since, when poSsessed by both sides, they cancel each
other out. L -

In short, .the views and arguments of Militdrpolitisches

Forum are so close to the official Communist propaganda line
that the journal rmust be suspected of being a Communisit front
‘publication. |

F. Authors -

From January, 1951, to October, 1952, a total of 559
contributions to ZIG were méde by 273 different contributors.,
The authors of 109 could not be identified, and 13 contributicns
- Were anonymous. The identifiable contributions can be broken

down as follows (number of contributors given in parentheses)

former military personnel . 25 (19)
former government officials 23 (13)
present government officilals
or holders of public office 15 ( 8)
academic personnel ' 132 (72)
journalists and writers ) &9 (46)
commerce and industry 20 (1)
miscellanecus professions 32 (26)
_non=-Germans ; 101 - (7°)
_ o L37 273
unidentifiable 109
anonymous ' 13
Total - . 559 273

The former military group, though not lérge in numbers, is
fepresented by well-known names, among theﬁ.Generals Guderian,

Ramcke, Rohden, Halder, and Heygendorf, Rear Admiral Engel,
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Colonel Rudel, and Colonel Silgailis (the former Chief-of-Staff -
of thé Latvian SS—Legion);

E'The views of this group are tinged with disapproval of
Western policies. Ramcke and Rudel have already been mentioned
in this connection. Guderian, in a pamphlet called "Sc geht
es nicht" (This Will Kot Do), published in 1951 as Beiheft
(Annex) #1 to 2fG, suggests a program for Germany!s defense
based on a national army.to safeguard German independenge.

The pamphlet is interspersed with attacks cn the "disingenuousness"
of United States policy. Halder does not make a substantive
contribﬁtion but merely refutes an erroneous statement, proving
thereby, howéver, that ZIG comes fo his attention.(gé) Engel's
interest is focused on British sea power, whose descent to second
- place émong the worl&'s nav%eg'he records;.ndt without a2 gleam
“of satisfaction.(97) '

As to covefage of military news and interesf in militery
problems, it can 5e said that, améng current German periodicals,

ZfG ranks second only to Wehrwissenschaftliche Rundschau. It can

probably be assumed that a good many former officers are
subscribers to ZfG. | |

Amcng former government officials we find the names of
Werner-ottb v. Hentig, qaner:diplomat and lecturer during the
Hitler era, and at present German minister to Indonesiaj Rudolf
ﬁadolny, preintler diplomat and bresently advocate of a -
rapprochement between the govgrnﬁents of the two German states;

| Hermann Rauschning, one-time president of the Senate of Danzig,
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author of controversial books* now living as farmer and -auther
in oregon; and Karl Epting, director of the German Institute

in Paris from 1940-1945. Epting, after the Allied invasion

of Frahce, was held imprisoned in a French penitentiary pending
his trial és war eriminal. This latter fact was not revealed

in ZfG ﬁntil recently; possibly information once held derogatory
is now believed to add to onets prestige.

In general, except for Epting, former government officials
'ﬁrite objectively and without display of personal bias or
resentment.,

Present government officials and holders of public office
.includerFranz Blﬁcher, vice-chancellor of the Bonn Republic and
former Minister for the Marshall Plan; Ferdinand Friedensburg
(ef p. 29); and Gustav Hérmssen, a Bremen Senator. Each of these
men writes on subjects of gﬁlitical interest, but with no
visible relation to geopolitics. Obviouély, the wish to display
* prominent names was the foremost motive in soliciting these
contributions’. There is no indication that ﬁresent government
' officials,-either as authors or as readers, are concerned with
"geopolitics. And among politiclans generally, two stand out
for their rather violent anti-Westen expressions: Ernst Achenbach
of the FDP and -Willy Minch of the SPD.

Academic personnel supply the largest number of contributions,

although they do not constitute the most numerous group of

* E.g., The Revolution of’Nihilism, Alliance Book Corporation,
New York& 1939; pitler speaks, T. Butterworth, Ltd., London,

19393 and Ist Friede noch moeglich? (Is Peace Still Possible?},
K. Vowinckel, Heidelberg, 1933. '
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contributors. Most of the academic writers aretuniversity
professors, moétly at Hamburg, thtingen, and Munich., Others

are connected with scientific institutes, such as the Institut

fiir Weltwiggséhaft (Institute of World Economy) at Kiel, the

Institut flir §ffentliche Angelerenheiten (Institute of Public

Affairs) at Frankfurt, and the Institut fllr Raumforschung

(Institute for Regional Studies) at Bonn. No concentration in
definite localities, comparable to the former geopolitical
centers in Munich and Heidelberg, is noticeable at present.
Only one German professof from behind the Iron Curtain appears:
Edwa}d Erkes of the University of Leipzig, who cﬁntributed an
article on "Sinolegy in the Ger&an Deﬁocratic Republic."(98)

The disciplines most_frequently'represented by the
professors are history, eépnomiés, intefnafionaldlaw, and
anthropology, ﬁith a strong stress on Auslandkunde (foreign
areas studigs),_for which numerous chairs exist at German
universities; | -

Unlike the professors who wrote for the old ZfG, the new

academic group avoilds geopolitical themes. Most of their

articles, -in keeping with the subtitle of ZfG, are concerned

with Auslandswissén.(99) Contemporary issues prevail in their
discussions, but they are frequentiy interspersed with historical
observations. .

The academlc group, on the whole, 1s composed of sound
scholars, experts in their fields, énd apﬁarently unwilling to

risk their reputationslin'thé-support of ambiguous or ill-founded



theories. They constitute the one group of contributors which
enables ZfG to lay claim to the status of a serious and
scholarly periodical. Without this group, the new ZfG prcbably
could not even have attempted to live down the tarnished w
reputation of its predecessor. ‘
Tﬂe-same cannot be said of the journalists and writers as
a group. In comparison with the academic group, they present
a more diversified picture, Some of their contributions

represent rellable, objective reporting,(loo)

(101)

others amount to

and some show a reversion to
(102)

tendentious editorializing,
the prewar gecpolitical jargon.

In the indusfrial and commercial group, we find a member

of the Erd8l-Informationsdienst (Land 0il Information Service),
the publie relationgrdirector 6f the Esso 0il Company, two
exberts on civil aviation, cne representatiﬁé each of the rubber
and margarine industries, the manager of a Ruhr coal mine, and
tﬁe’head of the Federal Infoymation office for Foreign Trade
at Teheran (in charge of iran, Afghanistan, and Pakistan).

. A1l these authors, with one exception, treat questions of

foreign trade without noticeable political slat. The exception

is Hassenkamp, Whose article "Der Osthandel bleibt die Chance"”
(Trade with the East Remains our Chance) has been discussed
before. Hassenkamp, incidentally, is connected with the large
leather goods manufacturing firm "Goldpfeil" ét,Offenbach, whose
owner, Heinrich Krumm, was a West German delegate at the Moscow

Economic Conference in April, 1952.



It would not bé surprising to learn that 2fG hed established
close contacts with members of the export business, since its
editor and numerous contributors live in Hawburg, Germany!s
largest port. Collaboration between ZfG and foreign trade
interests would continue a prewar tradition, when periodicals
like Die Tat (Action)” and Haushoferfs zfG formulated policies
of economic expansion which the exporters translated into practice.

‘0f the twenty-six contributors listed in the miscellaneous
g}oup above, eight have organizational connections. Some of
these organizations are concernéd with the grievances of ethnic

Germans in border districts, e.g. Afbeitsgemeinschaft Deutsches

Schleswig (Work Group of the German Minority in Schleswig),

Interessenverband der vertriebenen Hollanddeutschen (Interest

Group of Germans Fxpelled from Holland), Bund der Vertrieberen

aus Elsass-Lothringen (Association of Expellees from Alsace~

Lorraine), Sudetendeutsch-Tschechischer F8derativausschuss
(Joint Sudeten-German/Czech Committee; London); others represent
German interests abroad as does, for instance, the

Studiengesellschaft fur privatrephtliche Auslandsinteressen

(Group for the Study of Legal Interests Abroad), or promote

PR . . n, - -
certain political schemes, as does JMitteleuropaische Reichsunion

(Central European Reich Federation). The last-named organization
proposes the creation of a Greater German Reich covering the
combined territories of pre-~19186 Germany and the Hapsburg

Monarchy. What most of these organizations have in comron is

* The former editor of Die Tat, Hans Zehrer, is now_editbr—in—
chief of the influential Hamburg newspaper Die Welt.
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their refusal to accept certain de factc frontiers, their-
proclivity to keep past grievances alive, and their support

of revisionist policies. It is perhaps not without significance
that ZfG gives ample space to these malcontent gEroups.

The largest single group of contributors are the_seventy—-
five nén—German authors.” The size of this group, undoubtedly,
attests to the endeavor to make ZfG a journal of international
scope with points of contaect throughout the world.

Scme of the contributions were probably solicited for the
prestige or public interest asscociated with the authors!' names.
Among these are Ralph Bunche, Owen Lattimore, 0. K. Armstrong
(representative from Missouri), A. L. Geyer (High Commissioner
of the Union of South Africa in London), Hans Oprecht (fiationalrat
and president of the Swiss Social Democrat Party), and Achmed
Sukarno (president of the Indonésian Republic). Articles by
these men are, of course, not geopoliticalj they could have
apﬁeared in any political spience publicatibn in any country.

Another group of noﬁ—German authors is distinguished by
scholarly soundness and cbjectivity. Among these we find Harold
Hinton of Georgetown University, and several Swedish and English

university professors.

* This figure does not include the 21 Germans living abroad,
nor the 1% ethnie Germans born abroad, who are among ZfG's
273 contributors,

** The non-German contributors are located in the following
countries: 12 in USA; 5 each in Argentina, Austria, Holland,
Sweden; 4 each in France, England and,Sou%h Africa; 3 each
in India and Switzerland; 2 each in Italy, Belgium, and
Arabliaj and 1 each in Australia, Canada, Ireland, Portugal
-Nicaragua, Spain, Venezuela, Indonesia Finland, Soviet Union
(a reprin%) China, and Egypt. In addition, there are 4
Rumanians, 1 Czech, 1 Croat, and 1 Georgian living in exile.
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A political overtone is noticeable in an interview with
the former Grand Mufti of Jerusalem, now exiled in Cairo.(103)
The interview in itself is innocuous enocugh,- but the choice of
the Grand Mufti (once known-as one of the staunchest friends
of the Kazis in the Near East) as spokesman for the Arab world
does not reflect favorably on Z£G.

Even stronger reminiscences of the past become visible in
contributions from Argentina. It seems that the gospel of the
Munich school, which is rather thoroughly discredited in Germany
itself, is still flourishing on the South American continent.

One of these contributors, Alfredo K&lliker Frers, an Argentinian
of Swiss descent, is a lecturer on geoplitics at the National

War Academy. He appears to be an ardent advocate of South
American "Grossraum'" development, meaning the economic, 1f not
political, union éf the Andean countries south of the Equator(loh)
--a project which is being pursued by President Perfn also.

Other voicés-from Argentiﬁa, like that of Federico Muller-
Ludwig, owner of a GermanJIanguage newspaper in Buems Aires,
emphatically express feelings of friendship and gratitude for
the zf£g. 0%

An even more oufspoken expression of esteem for geopolitics
is displayed in a‘contribution by Enrigue Schibli, 1In reference
to a remark made by an "oppositional™ delegate in the Argentinian
Chamber of Deputies, who contemptuously called geopolitics &

Nazi theory, Schibli exclaims: "May God grant that the foreign
policy of Argentina be always based upon profound respect for the

. ‘ . _ 6
science which connects the earth with the state."(lp )
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Sympathetie feelings for the Third Reich and its rulers

are displayed in a book review in ZfG. The pamphlet reviewed

is entitled GYring's Last Letter: Field-Marshal Eermann GBring

Speaks from His crave to mis Accuser, Prosecutor. Judre and

Hangman-~Winston Churchill--and to the World-Christian

Conscience.(lo?) The reviewer considers this document a justified

accusation of Churchill who "in his cheap flush of victory over
Nazi Germany made all of Europe, including England, defenseless
and delivered the future to Bolshevism."

It can hardly be considered entirely accidental that such
extreme views are repeatedly stated by non-German authors.
There are two poséible explanations. One would indicate a
remarkable naiveté, if not blindness, on the part of the editor
who, by accepting ﬁhis type of contributi&j unintentionally
allows ZfG to become a mouthpiece of the unreconstructed
geopolitical thinking and the pro-Nazi sentiment which still
exist in varioug corners of the world, The other explanation
would be that the journal'prefers to have certain extreme views
stated by non-German rather than German authors——a policy which
may be calculated to protect ZIG from the stigma of narrow
nationalism or neo~Nazism. It may also be thought that such
articles will carry greéter welght with some German readers,
who maﬁ be inclined to give more credit to the politieal views
of "disinterested outsiders" than to those of their fellow-
citizens, It is likely that there is some truth in both the

explanations.
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The list of current contributors to ZfG contains the names

of eleven prewar contributors,*‘some of them one-time officials
of the Naéi party ana members of Haushofer!s ihner circle. Ko
traces of the o0ld trends or jargon have-been detected in their
present writings.. |

. In’conclusion, the qustion of the weight and significance
of ZfG among current German publications should be raised. This
is, of course, a difficult matter to assess. Assuming that the
welght of a periodical éan be judged by the size of its
circulation, by the frequent appearance of elite contfibutors,
by citations from its pages; and by references to it in other
publications, ZfG would not rate very high.** ZfG cannot be
regarded as a symptom of resurgent Nazism, nor is it the
proponent of an intellectual revolt against Germany's pro-
Western orientation, More approximately, it might be considered
an attempt to turn the pro-Western orientation of the Bonn
. Republic to the advantage of right-wing army and industrizl

cirecles in Germany.

* Klaus Mehnertj; Rupert v. Schumacher; Wolf Schenke, now
editor of Korrespondenz-Realpolitik, a newsletier published
in Hamburg; Peter Heinz Seraphim, now lecturer on East
European economics at the Unversity of Munichj Otto Maull,
now professor of geography at the University of Munichj; . Carl
Schmitt, one~time Nazi authority on international law and
author of a "decisionist" philosophy of government; Hermann
Rauschningj; Kurt Vowlnckel; Gustav Fochler~Hauke, now
professor of geography in Argentina; Carl Schmid%, now a
high school teacher; and Heinz Kloss.

** The only reference to ZfG that was found was an article in
eue Zeitung, September 5, 1953.
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This evaluation seems Justified, at least for the present.
However, the possibility should not be ruled out that the
political concepts which ZfG propagates may some day inspire a
popular movement. In that case, gig could conceivably become
a leading political organ.
IiI. :THOUGHTS OK MILITARY AND STﬁAT%GIC MATTERS

A. Changing Concepts

Thé Munich school of géépolitics was responsible for the
mobilization of geography and polities in the service of total
and wofld-wide warfare, Its "geostrategy" was of an all-
embracing character,

As conéeived by these Munich geopoliticians, modern war
has four aspects and three dimensions, The aspects are the
ideological, psychdogical, econéﬁic, and military. To the
traditional two-dimensional type of warfare, i;e., land power
¥s. sea power, a third dimension was added through air power,

’The geostrategists not only added a diﬁension to total ~
war; they also rgvolutibnized its chronology. Military campaigns
were ‘seen as occurring at the end rather than at the beginning

of a power strugéle.(108?

Ideologicél, psycholeogical, and
economlic warfare usually preceded any kind of military action.
In this way, the concept of total war made peace more warlike
and war less exclusively military in character.(log)

But modern war was not only total warj; it was also

Blitzkrieg. Secrecy and speed were perhaps the most characteristic

watchwords of geostrategic aréumeht, and air power was important
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precisely because it added the elements of surprise and novelty.

(110)

The geopoliticians realized the'vast-chagges that air power was
to bring to strategic concepts. No longer could navies and
merchant vessels rule the waves unchallenged; no longer could

the possessor of the largest army count his heartland invulneréble.
Both Mackinder's thesis of land control and Mahan's thesis of

(111)

sea control as the prerequisites for world power stood in

need of revision.(llg)

The prewar ZfG alloted a good deal of space to discussion of
the new military vistas opened up by the advent of the air age.
It was understood that strategists had now to assess not only
frontiers, lines of communication, or specific localities, but
also the space value of whole countries.(ll3) It is true that
Douhett!s theory of the primacy. of air power was rejected. It
was cautiously argued that air power assures only temporary
gains, and that decisive battles must still be fought by land
armies. However; in weighing air power versus sea povwer, the
fo?mer was held éuperiorl(llh)

Other aspects of aerial warfare, such as the threat of
bombing, or the actual bombing of large cities, were not
neglected.(llg) Thought was given to the continued usefulness
of air power after the achievement of military conquest. In a
speculative statement without reference to concrete examples,
past or future, air.power was described as an invaluable

instrument in policing large continental areas with maximum

efficiency and a minimum of bloodshed or force.(ll6)
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B, Current Thinking About Alr Power

The revived ZIG devotes considerable space to issues of
military strategy and, as has been said before, is second only

to Wehrwissenschaftliche Rundschau in the coverage cf general

military news. A wide variety of military items from all parts
of the globe are offered. To mention a few examples: "Ist der
Panzer Uiberholt?" tAre Tanks Outdated?); ianuary, 19523
"Aufrﬂstung in Sﬁdosteuropé" (Rearmament in Southeast Europe),
March, 1951; "Kanadas Wehrkraft" (Canada's Military Strength),
March, 1951; "Das neue italienische Heer" (The New Italian Army),
_May, 19513 mDinemark und die Verteidigung Westeuropas™ (Denmark
and the Defense of Western Furope), February, 19513 "Bastion
GrSﬁland" (Bastion Greenland), June, 1951; “Pakistans Heer"

(The Army of Pakistan), June,li951; n5ieg der Sowjets mit
amerikanischem Material" (Soviet Victory witﬁ American Equipment),
August, 19523 “Aliiierte Militdrmaeht im Ostmittelmeer" (Allied u
Military Strength in'the.Eastern Mediterranean), May, 1952; and
ngibraltar der Ostsee?" (Gibraltar of the Brltic Sea?), October,
1953.

In discussing the role of air power, hovever, the current

ZfG¢ falls far behind wehrwissenschaftliche Rundschau and even the

61d zfG. Wehrwissenschaftliche Rundschau, since its revival in
1951, has published fifteen articles on various aspects of air
power. Four of these deal with German experiences in bombing
(and being bombed) during wérld War II, five with general problems

of air strategy, three with teéhnological topies, and two with
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atomlc weapons. Thg journal represents a noteworthy exception
to the rather general disinclination on the papt of German

military authors to discuss alr power. Only one major article

in zfG deals exclusively with problems of aerizl warfae:

Herhudt v. Rohden's "Luftkrieg und Wirtschaft" (Alr ¥arfare

and the Kational Economy), May, 1952. The article is hased on

(117)

material used in "Project v. Rohden.™ Otherwise, specific
material on air power in ZfG is relegated to the sections
uReports," "Book Reviews," and “Free Discussion.” -

Rohdent!s article-~he was a major-general and chief of the
Military Science Branch of the Luftwaffe—fbegins with a
discussion of the strategic aims of Allied air forces in World
War II. He thén describes the effects of bombing on the German
transport system, on agricultursal production, and on the most
vital industries, coal and steel, synthetic fuel, and aircraft,
In conclusion, he remarks that no single country in Europe will
gO %o vwar any more against the will of the Great Coalition (KATO),
and outlines twelvé rules.for the protection of the coalition's
economy against air attack. The rules will not be deseribed in
_detail, because they make no original contribution to current
thought on the matter. 1In general, v. Rohden recommends
economie plahning, including the abolition of customs barriers,
stockpiling of vital materials in dispersed depots, decentrali-
zation of transport lines and industries, and long-range
evacuation plans.

The following news itéms dealt with air power or had a

bearing on aerial warfare, nptomexperimente in den USA™
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(Atomic Experiments in the USA), March, 1951, refers to the
atomic tests at Las Vegas in Februéry 1951; "qutschutz in
New York" (Civil Defnse in New York), February, 1951, quotes
a few rules issued by the Civil Defense Organizationj; "Kanada
als Ausbildungszentrum rur fliegendes Personal" (Canada as
Training-Center for Flying Personnel), January, 1951, rentions
the international character of pilot training in Canadaj
"Flugfeld Franzosisch-Marokko" (Air Base French Horocco), June,
195é, gives a brief account of US bases in Morocco and of
political tensions among the natives; and "Luftgefghrdetes
Japan® {(Japan's Vulnerability from the Air), May, 1953,
describes the precarious position of Japan between US and Soviet
bases.
For the sake of completeness, two more items will be

mentioned. A review of Vitalis Pantenburg's Die schnellsten

Strassen Kreuzen den Pol (The Fastest Routes Cross the Pole)

stresses the impértance of the polaf regions in modern air travel,(llﬁ)
and a letter from the commandant of the Belgian War Academy,
Colonel B. E. M. Dinjeart, maintains that land pover combined

(119)

with air power 1is superior to sea power combined with air powver.
As a result of his reasoning; Dinjeart comes tc the conclusion
that the Soviet Union fulfills all the reguirements for the
achievement of global hegemony.

If air power is rather neglected in the pages of 4fG, closer
attention is paid to a weapon which is a composite of air power
and sea power; the ailrcraft carrier. Two articles deal with the

role of flattops in the Pacific VWar, equunding their remarkable



effectiveﬁess and giving rather detailed descriptions of Pearl
Harbor, the battles of the Coral Sea, of ¥idway, and of the
Philippine Sea.(lzo) The second article.also mentions the use
of earriers in tﬂe Korean War, but hesitates to assess their
military value in the absence of a naval adversary.

It-is noteworthy that ZfG contains no detailed reference

to the military and strategic vistas of atomic warfare cor to
civillan air defense in the atomic age.

The reasons for this neglect can perhaps be seen in the
rather general disinclination of Germans to Qccupy themselves
with the problems of future air attack, as the shock of past
bombings has not yet completely worn off. Many Germans also
seem to lack interest in a weapon which their country does not
possess at present and, 1in a%} likelihood, will not possess for
a long time to come. ZfG's neglect of air power and related
issues probably reflects all these German attitudes., Moreover,
military science in Gérﬁany today is only beginning.to catch up
with the rest of the world, and no new school of military
strategists is yet in evidence. All the military contributors
to zfG, for instance, belong to the old German schoolj their
outlook is toward the past, and their tmditional thinking 1is
limited to air power as a tactical weépon for the support of
ground forces and for purposes of interdiction.

Cifil aviation, on the other hand, fares much better in the
pages of ZfG. OSeveral full-length articles deal with various
aspects of commercial air traffic.(lzl) However, no mention is

made of current plans for the rebuilding of German civil aviation.



Incidentally, the revival of German civil aviation, international
civil aviation, technologiéal developments in the air world, and
the air forces of the great powers, all are widely discussed

- in the German aviation press, which has been revived during the
last few years. The titles of the leading air journals are:

Flugwelt (The World of Aviation), Der Flieser (The Flyer),

Aero, and Weltluftfahrt (World Aviation).

C. Discussion of Future Strategies

If air power receives less emphasis than its present
capabilities warrant, this is not the case with land power, anﬁ
especially with sea power, both of which are discussed frequently
in ZfG. The o0ld Mackinder concept of land power . (now represented
by the Soviet Union) ¥vs. sea power (now represented by NATOQ
forces) still seems to dominate ‘German strategic thought., An
article by w.‘H. Mohr, for instance, entitled "Seemacht und
Landmacht" (Sea Power and Land Power)(122)discussés strategic
poséibilities of a_future war exclusivdy in‘tefms of land znd
naval forces; with only a fléeting reference to air power,

‘The pronounced interest in sea power can be explained
partially as a 1és§on learned through Germanyt!s defeat in two
world wars, when, in the German interpretation, the strongest
land power was each time forced into surrender by the ultimate
superiority of sea power. But sea power is of greaé interest
for still another reason: in its combination with air power,
as embodied in the aircraft carrier; it opens up prospects of
warfae which are novel and apparently full of promise to German

writers on strategy.
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Thus, an article entitled "Das Meer als Angriffsbasis™
(The Sea as Base for Attack) 123) expresses the thought that
ncontinental thinking® often overlooks the fact that sea power
can take on important functions in land warfare. Confronted
with a lasting superiority of Soviet land forces, the West,
in the author's opinion, can redress the balance by developing
its system of peripheral bases within easy striking distance
of enemy land power. As part of this system, he believes, the
aircraft carrier, with 1its quick mobility and its capability
for surprise strikes, will play an outdanding role.* The sea
therefore must be considered not the end but the beginning of
an area from which an attack can either be warded off or
carried to the enemy. Sea power, in combination with air pover,
can become not ¢nly a substitu?e for land power, but also an |
important deterrent to aggressipna
High regard for sea power is shown also in a report on

the naval expansion brogram of the United States, which states
with satisfaction"thap "the 'indisputably strongest naval power
of the world is acknowledging once more the old truth that rule
of-the sea can be achieved only on or under the water, but never
in the air above the ocean."(lgu)

Throughout the strategic discussions in ZfG, German defense

interests are identified with those of the Wst. Nowhere is

* It should be noted that this article was written in
February, 1953, several months after "Operation Mainbrace,"
the NATO maneuver, took place. The conclusions of Ameriean
observers as to the value of aircraft carriers in coastal
waters differ widely from those in the German article.

- P A
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there any contemplation of an alternative, such as aggression
started by any power other than the Soviet Unipn, or of Germany
as part of a continental bloc warding off an attack from the
sea powers. In other words, the ambiguous wait-and-see
attitude of ZfG, which has 6ccasiona11y been found in discussicns
of Germany's position between East and West, is absent in
discussions of military strategy. That does not mean, however,
that criticism of Western defense policies is also absent, or
that the chances of the West in a future conflict are necessarily
considered superior to those of the East. Nevertheless, it can
be said that, in questions of strategy, ZfG unequivocally
subscribes to Western views. This stand differs radically from
that of the prewar geopditicians who favored a Russo-German
combination directed against the Wst, For the present school,
this idea seems to have lost”its former fascination. Kor is
there, on the other hand, any enthusiasm for a "crusade" against
the Soviet Union tunder American'leadership. But the present
orientation of German geopolitics is distinetly West-centered,
in spite of many harsh words of eriticism uttered against the West.
As an 1llustration of the strategic thinking offered by
2fG, an article by Ernst Samhaber,* entitled "Die Verteidigung
Westdeutschlands!" (The Defense of West Germany)(l25) may be

summarizd in some detall. The author makes the following points:

* Bonn correspondent of the Berlin newspaper Der Tagesspiegel
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If no possibility of defending West Germany existed,
large sectors of the German population would .consider
ties with the West useless. For, in that case, even a
viectorious war could bring liberation only after
inconceivable devastation. .

An assessmenfgof Germany's defensibility must be
primarily based on geopolitical factors.

The concept of a "defense line" (Elbe, Rhine, or
Maginot line) is out-dated. It belongs.to land warfare
of the past.- In modern war, with its combination of
land, sea, and air forces, it makes no sense.

Furthermore, holding a strong defense line would
tie down friendly forces and leave the enemy free to make
thrusts at weaker points. In this way, the Elbe or Rhine
line could perhaps block the enemy advance, but such
strategically important regions as Scandinavia and the
Baltic, Yugoslavia, Northern Italy and the Adriatie,
Ereice, Turkey, and the Eastern Mediterranean might be
ost.

It follows, therefore,‘ﬁhat Western Europe cannot be
defended on the Rhine. Does that meazn that it cannot be
defended at all? ‘

Not necessarily, so long as the-West, through
superior sea power, air’supremacy, and experience in
amphibian operations, can dominate and threaten the
flanks of a Russian military deployment against Western
Furope. -

The decisive areas for this Western strategy are the
Baltic and Black seas; Hamburg and Istanbul become the
most significant points. O0Of the two cities, Hamburg is
strategically more important; whereas Istanbul has chieflly
the defensive task of denying the Mediterranean to Soviet
forces, Hamburg can fulfill an offensive function.

Hamburg would 'serve the Aflantic powers as a gatewszy
‘'to the North European plains., 4s long as it is held by
" strong friendly forces, it would constitute a constant
threat to the northern flank of a Soviet advance and might
render a Russian move through Central Germany and even
Northern Czechoslovakia impossible. There would bhe
further benefits in the presénce of a strong "Hamburg
Army": Denmark could be protected and the entrance to the
Baltic closed to Soviet shipsy in addition, considerable
Soviet forces would be tied down in the Baltic area.

e A e
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But the mein significance of the Eamburz-Kiel area
for offensive action lies in its position on the Baltic
Sea, which stretches far to the east and close to the
heart of the Soviet Union. Under the -pretection of sea
power, and secure on the Scandinavian flank, VWestern
forces could advance to Danzig first and to Riga next,
which would bring them within 320 miles of Leningrad
and within 500 miles of MoscoW.

If possible, bridgeheads should be established cn
the Baltic coast to intensify the pressure on the
Russian flank. As soon as Western forces are firmly
established in the bridgeheadsy -they could advance
southward along the rivers .Oder, Vistula, Nieman, and
Dvina, and thereby compel the bulk of Soviet forces to
face north rather than to continue their thrust toward
the West. ‘ .

As a result, the decision of the war would bve
sought in the areas south of the Baltic Sea, and Western

Furope, including the Bonn Republic, could be spared an
enemy lnvasionl .

So much for Samhabert!s strategy. The flaws in his reasoning
are rather obvious. _No:ﬁention,is made of the revolutionizing
.capabilities of girategic gir forces and pf aﬁomic weapons.*

In spite of its,criticiSm of outdated militafy concepts, the
article is full §f conventional concepts bqrrowed frbm past
warfare. At ieést; it can be said that fhe author himself has
some doubts about the military feasibility of his strategic idecc:
the possibility of a Vestern super-Dunkirk oeccurs to hims he is
aware of the dangerous proximity of Soviet-controlled territory
to the Hamburg aréa; and he wéighs_the prohibitive smallnesé ef

the Hamburg base in proporﬁion to the vast military tasks it is

to perform.

+ TIn contradistinction, an article by A. L. Rateliffe on the
defense of Europe in Wehrwissenschaftliche Rund schau, :
~August 1953, pp. 363e37ﬁ, begins with the assumption that,
prior to decisive land operations, the strategic air forces
will try to break the enemy'!s backbone by destroying
armament centers and transportation systems of both the
United States and the soviet Unicn. The article continues
with a discussion of strategic possibilities in the Far
North, the Baltic, the South East, and Central Europe.
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Other ﬁaterial offered by ZfG on the subject of strategy
has equally palpable shortcomingé. A comparison of Haushoferts
ZfG with the current_ggg, as far as'discussions of strategy and
up-to-date military coﬂcepts are coﬁcerned, reflects gquite
unfavorably upon the latter. The explanation for this drastic
change must, of course, be sought in Germany's changed pesition:
whereas before the war she was one of the world's leaders in
militafy science and géostrategy, in the postwar jyears, uqtil
recently, she has been discouraged from applying herself to
the problems of war. As a result, she has fallen far behind
the nations now leading in these field. -

- IV, ASSESSMENT OF SPECIFIC AREAS

The'pages_of ZfG contain numerous views ahd char;ﬁterizatiohs
of individual natioﬁs, conﬁiﬁgnts, énd sections of continents..
fhey are.of interest as 11llustrations of what some Germans think
about the role played by other powers on the world-political
scene; they also shed light on German thought about Germany's
own 1nternational status. Fven~more important, some of these
assessments of other natlons may someday have a bearing on the
course of German foreign policy, provided they gain acceptance
by the broad public or by influential political leaders.

A. Mitteleuropa'

The concept of Mitteleuropa has been popular 1in Germany

since the time of Friedrich Naumann. In his day, a strong
. federation was envisaged, built around Germany and the Dual

Mbnérchy, but also including ?urkéy, Rumania, Greece, Switzerland,

Lo Because of 1ts historieal "and political assoc1atioﬁs, the -
" german term seems prdbrable to the translation “Central
Europe." . -
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and Holland. This central Furopean féderal unit was to be a

permanent alliance with the purpbse of developing the Danubian °

region into an effective political and economic organization.

. Individual nations, 1f necessary, were to be kept in the

federation by military force.

During the later years of the Welmar Bepublic,'manr Germans

" regarded the small Central and East European nations, which had

been created or reshaped by.the peécemakers of 1919, as an
artificial and unstable zone, whose only hope for economic
stability and political survival lay in éubmission to German
ieadérship.‘ |

In the Nazi era, Mitteleuropa was considered the core of

the new Germany., The peoplé inhébiting‘this aréa shared "a
comnunity of destiny,; based-opjhistoric; boiitical, and:economic
inferests. The permanence of‘this étate of affairs w;s.proclaimed
by a Nazl "philosopher"'in the folléwing words: "All attempts

at bréaking up Miftéleuropa in vioiaéion of the laws of blood

and soil have faiigd and will a1Ways‘fail."(126)

At the preéent‘time, Mitteleuropa is once more broken up,

and the lines of division are more sharply drawn than ever before.
But the concept does not appear to be destroyed. In the words of
a zfG author:

Germany, in former times, has tried to express her foreign
policy program in many terms. Whether these were "Greater
Area" (Grossraum), "Community of Peoples," or '"New

Furopean Qrder," %hey had one thing in common: tfo create

a situation af%er the chaos of war in which nations and
individals could live in peace for a long time to come.

This and nothing else we still want." (Italies added.)(127)
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0f course, the wording of this statement puts the emphasis on
peace, which is beyond reproach; however, in the given context,

peace seems to imply a peace on German terms.

Another article makes a strong plea for Mitteleurops as a

prellmlnary stage of a United Europe. (128) The author describes
as unreallstlc the attempt to reach the ultimate goal of
federating all Europe before regional federations have been set
up and tested. Some such regional units he sees in the making
in Scandinavia, in Iberia, in the Communist states of the
Danubian ba51n. The Schuman Plan Federatlon, perhape significantly,
is omitted. It does not seem to harmonize with the author's

concept of Mitteleuropa, which would have its intellectual and

political center in Germany and would cover Benelux, the Saar,
and Switzerland in the West; East Pfussia, the Upper Silesian
"Ruhr," Czechoslovakia, and Austria in the East.
B. France

To the prewvar geopoliticians, France was the chief obstacle
to the creation of a German-led continental Europe. A "profiteer"
from World War I, she was seen‘as‘clinging tenaciously to the
remainders of her former power. As one of the possessor nations,
she resisted the dynamism of the "have-not" nations. In spite of
her frequently effective obstruction of German aims, she was
regarded a decadant and stagnating nation, which sought shelter
behind the Maginot Line and the League of Nations.

A perusal of the postwar ZIG does not give the impression

that the assessment of France has become any more pesitive.

b
ol
.



True, there are two articles-~one by a Frenchman, the other by
a German--which advocate a genuine reconciliation between France
and .Germany, with the ultimate aim of establishing a Franco-
German Union.(129) But the reason advanced for advocating the
union is not that mutual respect and attraction are demanding
closer ties, but rather that the threat of a common enemy makes
the pcooling of their resourmes imperative,

Even- this realistic reason does not apreal to 2ll readers
of gig. A reply to Fabre=Luce's article magnanimously concedes
that "we /Germang/ harbor no hatred of France in spite of her
faulty policy on Europeanization and in spite of the fact that,
within a few centuries, mre than a dozen wars of aggression have

been visited upon us from the West."(l3oJ Nevertheless, the

writer is in no mood to sacrifice the "German nationazl substance®

o
—

to an "amateurish-anarchical movément" foanCOvGérman rapprochement
in the interest of strategic necessity. According to him, the
new power center of Eﬁrope must be sought ﬁgt in Franco-German
union but in the rEStoFation-of a powerful Reich.

Other statements refer to France as "a former great power,"(131)
a nation "ridden with problems and so unstable that she may infect
other Western nations with her lack of courage and thus frustrate
the EDC, {132

France is believed incapable in the lﬁng run of being both a
great.colonial power and a great Europeah power, Whenever she
focuses.her attention on Europe, her overseas possessions become

unruly, as in the cases of Indochina, Tunisia, and Morocco.
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1When, on the othér hand; she tries to defend her empire, her
European flank lles unprotected.(l33) In shért, Bance 1s seen
as overextended and tbo weak to handle all her commitments.
A most deprecating deScriptiop of intellectual France is
given in a review of receht-books_On Germany by French authors.(l3hj
The revieWer accuses these authors of usiﬁg nothing but cliches
and preconceived ideas with regard po'Gerﬁany. He sees in this
. a manifestation of the."fatigue" and "sterility'" of the French
nation. The intellectual life of France, he claims, 1s carried
on by a senescent elite, whose mental awakening was overshadowed

by the French defeat of 1870.

C. Great Eritaig‘

The Munich scheool of geopoliticians did not treat Britain
as lightly and disdainfully-as-fhey did France. Neveftheless,
Britain, too, was considered a decadent nation which had lost
its "flair for rule.” O0ften é note of admiration, or perhaps
envy, for the greatnesé of the British past'could be discerned,
but her decay-~chiefly the result of the slow but steady
dissolution of the consfitutional and political structure of the
Empire--was held_inevitable. The British Empire, i.e., Anglo-
Saxon world rule, was termed a fading "pan-idea," which was
’ trying in vain to obstruct the growth of younger and more vigorous
;an—ideas; such as the Pan~European, the Pan-Asiatie, and the Pan-
Islamic movements.

The'current ZfG assessﬁent of Great Bﬁtain and-her empire

shows little change, British sea power is still described zs
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"declining," The days when Britain could keep the balance of
power in Europe, either in "splendid isolation" or as leader
of a coalition against a continental hegemony, are declared to
be gone for all times.(;sgj
An even worse view is taken of Britain's position in other

parts of the world. The achievement of Persian independence,*

for instance, 1s seen as "a decisive defeat" for Britain. -This
event, in combination with other British postwar retreats in
;ndia, Pakistan, Saudi-Arabia, Palestine, and Egypt, amounts to
"the liquidation of a.world empire.”(136) As a matter of fact,
Britain is seen not only as having lost former'positions of
strength but as having become a liability for all Western policy
in the Ofient.

'As far as the relationship'between England and Germany is
concerned, a positive factor is séen in the absence of friction
over territorial issues either on the Continent or overseas.
But economic rivalry between the two countries, it is believed,

will continue undiminished.(37)

On the whole, the ﬁostwar ZfG devotes much less space to
Britain and the Empire's problems than was true of Haushofer's
Z1G.

D. U.S.A.
Before the war, the geopoliticians treated the United States

with the caution and respect due one of the "giant" powers of the

% This refers to the postwar agreement by Iran, the Soviet
Uniecn, and the Western powers to withdraw a1l foreign
troops from Iranian territory.

F e e Ty BNttt den s - em meemime = e w A S R,
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wbrld. In zfG interest, however, she ranked behind the British
Empire. This changed with Americat's entry into the war, when the
spotlight was shifted from Britain to the United States. America
was seen as the new leader of "world imperlalism" and treated
with alternating venom and respect; the venom waé directed at
Americaﬂ "greediness" and Y"cultural barbarism"; the respect was
reserved for America's giant space and her enormous economic
capabilities.

The new ZfG, as has been painted out, is consistently
criticél of America, Only one friéndly remarkx has been found
which approves the U.S. refusal to exchange North Korean and
Chinese prisoners-of-war unwilling to return home. (138)

Otherwisé, the ZfG assessment of the United States dwells
on negative aspects. The American governmental system is
subjected to eriticem for its hcumﬁfousness, slowness, and lack
of ciearly defined responsibilities.”" The Constitution and its
function in contemporéry.U.S. civiiization is likened to an ox-
drawn wagon on a superhighway,(lsg) In an article on American
cities, the U,.S5. is characterized as a countiry "lacking in
tradition and exposed, 1n equal measure, to the dangerous mass
psychoses of arrogance and-fear."(lho) American foreign policy
is described as 'haphazard" and nanemic,n(141) 1t is alleged,
furthermore, that American policy, contrary to protestations,

is based chiefly on selfish motives.(lhz)

Amther example
expresses the opinion that American "Point Four" poliecy of aid
to underdeveloped areas is chiefly aimed at securing the lion's
share of investments for American capitalists at. the expense of

their European competitors.(1u3)
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American “short-sightedness" was detected in the Senate
hearings on General MacArthur's dismissal, which provided a

(1k)

windfall of valuable information to Stalin, in the turning
over of tidal oil lands to the states,(th) and American
Yunawareness of geopolitical realities"™ in the Arctic region.(lhé)
These are, of course, examples of critical statements only.
In fairness to ZfG, it must be added that it also contalns
articles which report on-various aspects of American political

1ife with scholarly objectivity.

FE. Soviet Union

In the image of the early geopoliticians, the Soviet Union
was an imperialistic, colonial power, ready to play a significant
"role in world politices on account of its desire to bring about
world revolution., Its final goal was held to be -a union of =21l
nations in a fedérated Soviet Socia;ist Republic on a communistic
pattern. Communist belief was thought to be a-religion demanding
absolute obedience and'coﬁplete self-sacrifice in the service
of the idea.(lh7)

The radical changes in officlial Ruzso~German relations between
the two world wars were not reflected in the editorial policy of
ZfG. During the Weimar Republic, an almost exuberant warmth of
feeling for the Soviet Union was occasionally expressed. The
geopolitician E. 0Obst, for instance, made the following statement
in 1925: "No nation is closer to Russia than Germany; only
Germany can underdand the Russian soul. Germany and Russia have
‘been friends for cénturies; thelr economic structures are

r.n(148)

complementarys: +they must hang togethe During the prewar
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years of the Hitler regime, also, ZfG favored Russo-German
rapprochement and co-operation. Russia was seén as a potential
ally in Germany's life-~and-death struggle with the possessor
nations, O0Only the mighty'SQviet Union was regarded as being
in é position to give her the neceséary geographic depth of
impregnable hinterland and the equally needed strategic security.
A possible pooling of Russian and German power was proﬁdly
proclaimeé as assuring the "liberation" not only of Eurasia
but of the entire Western Pacific region from "hateful Anglo-~
American hegemony.™"

The new ZfG evidently still considers the Soviet Union as
a power to which the closest attention must be paid. An
- impressive picture is drawn of Soviet zccomplishments in

(149)

industrial development. The German desire for extended
trade with the new economic giant in the East has been mentioned
before. It is pointed out, furthermore, that the spectacular
industrial growth of the Soviet ﬁnion has not been achieved at
the price of neglecting armaments. New mammoth armament plants

are mentioned, in which specilal attention is devoted to the
production of A-bombs and the H-bomb, (150)

The military ﬁ@sition‘of the Soviet Union in relation to
the Western powers is considered vastly improved, not only as
the result of Russiats catching up with American prodﬁction of
atomic weapons, but élso on account of epoch-making changes in
her transportation system, It is pointed out that the
construction of strategic railroads iﬁ Central Asig has voided

Mahants doctrine of thé superiority of sea power, as far as the
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'Ruéso-Chinese continental bloc is Eoncerned.flgl) Similar
conclusions are drawn with regard to the openipg up of the
North-East Passage, the continuous seaway through the polar

seas. (152)

In the political field, Russia is seen as displaying
unequaléd astuteness in exploiting the recurring crises of
Western governments, and in having at her command a vast syétem
of agencies doing her -bidding in foreign countries.(153)

A-different image of the. Soviet Union is presented in &n
'grticle by the pseudonymous Poloniﬁs, entitled "Die Legende
von der Unllberwindlichkeit der Sowietunion" (The Legend of
the Invineibility of the Soviet Union).(%") The author was
for severélfyears chief of an East European government; he has
been an active opponent of communism since 1917. The main
theses of his article are the following: Russia traditionally .
defeats attacking forelgn armies. But control over Russia can
be achieved from within througﬁ rebellion against the regime.
The size of the cquntry militates nof only against the '
aggressor but also compouhds.the difficulties of the defender,
All-invadgrs of Russia have committed the mistake of attacking
her most denseiy populated areas. A more promising strategy
would conguer the sparsely settled regions of the north and fhe
east first. ©8iberia is the weak Spot of the Soviet Union. It
is a mistake to think thét, because of its large numbers,
Russia's population is an inexhaustible reservoir of military
manpower. There are not enough men for all waf—essential jobs.

A large proportion of the people, among them the army of



officials and functionaries, and the thirty million prisoners
and forced laborers, are either disloyal or hostile to the
regime. The Red Army is no longer sustained bf a revelutionary
pathos, but has become a nationalist force, led exclusively by
Greaf Russians. This has disaffected other rationalities
within the Soviet Union as well as the satellite peoples outside
it. Nationalism hac become the great weakness of Soviet rule.

A cohesive officers' corps has been re-established--the very
1nstrument with which all palace revelutions of the past have
been carried out. If a counterregime could gain the supporb of
the army and the officials, the overthrow of the existing regime
would be in sight. At any rate, the fight against the Soviets

. must make use chiefly of politicalweapons,

Judging from a numberpof highly eritical comments, many
readers of ZLG found the picture of-a "weak" Soviét Union, zs
drawn by Polonius, fallacious and even dangerous, because it
is apt_ to create a false Sense.of security.(lsg)

F. East and South Asia

To no other area did German prevar Geopolitik devote as

much study as to the Indo-Pacific region. This vast area,
inhabited by two-thirds of mankind, was seen as the final
battleground in the struggle between East and West. The high
birth rate of the Asiatic nations, ¥ading to an ever-growing
arsenal of human material, was believed to givé the East the
edge over the West in the long run.

Japan, in particular, was classified as a “renovating®

power, and the natural leader of d&veloping Asiatic independence



‘and greatness. China, on the other hand, was seen as playing
a secondary role, lacking in centralized force, and being an
object rather than the subjéct of Asian reorganization.

In the view of the cﬁrrent 4fG, the roles of the two
countries are reversed. Very little space is devoted to-Japan,
whereas'the new China commands great interest. Nine full-
length articles, a complete translation of Red China's "RBasic
Law,™ three detailed reviéws of China literature, and numerous
. reports and contributions in the Discussion Corner attest to
the new stature and werld-political significance which jao's
China has achieved in the judgment-of ZfG.

Opinions differ as to the degree of Chinese dependence on
"Moscow and the permanence of the Sino-Russian alliance. But
there is general agreement that the current attempt to eliminate
Western influence and to implement %he 0ld battle cry "Asia
for the Asiatics" should be approved. As to the dispute over
diplomatic recognition‘or.nonrecognition of Red China,
expressions in favor of the former prevail in ZfG.

South Asia is also seén as a world region that is pushing
vigorously forward ﬁo a position of equality with the great
powers. The growing industrialization of India and Pakistan
is referred to often, sometimes with an eye to the commercial
possibilities which the region offers to German eXports.(156)
G. Near Fast ‘

The Near East, as the region most disrupted by "the wisdom
of the peacemakers of 1919," was considered a fertile ground for

prewar geopolitical study and activity. The Pan-Arabian and



Pan-Islamic movements, in particular, were earmarked by the
Geopolitical Institute as effective tools with which to further
Nazi Germany's ends. Ibn Saﬁd was hailed as the liberator of
the oppressed Arablans. Pan-Islamism was welcomed as "the
protést,of the mvitalized Orient against the decaying
materialistic culture of the Occident." Both were assured of
Germany's full understanding of their natural desire to clear
th? air of "imperialist ihtrigues."(157)

The new ZfG pays close attention to the continuing
emancipation of the Kear East™ from European tutelage. This
development is considered irreversible, and meets with ZfG
approval. Both the Egyptian demand for control of the Suez
Zone and Mossadegh's position in' the Iranian oil dispute are
considered fully understandable and reasonable.(158)

Considerable attention is givenqto the consequences of the
Westerh, and especially the British, retreat from the Near East
“since World War II. It is felt that the collapse of Western
supremacy in the area has opened the gates to corruption,
domestic tensions, and polifical rivalries, which had formerly
been helé in check., Economlic decline, revolution in permanence,
and intensified hostilities have resulted. But the disgruntled
peoples are believed to hold the West responsible for these

conditions in spite of its retreat, (159)

* . The term "Near East,"™ in the present context, denotes not
-only Asia Minor but the whole area of the Arab League,
stretching from the Persian Gulf to Turkey's southern
border, and through the Arabian peninsula to Egypt.

+
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It is quite obvious that this state of affairs is seen as
offering a great political and commereial opportunity for Germany,
Unsullied by the stigma of oppression and exploitation, the
German, it is claimed, is accepted as a friend in the Near Fast,
whereas dislike 1s shown to the Brlton, distrust to the American,
and fear to the Ru551an.(160)

Ag article by v, Hentig on the New Orient(lél) admonishes
Germany to use tact and uhderstanding in cultivating this friend-
ship. The author warns Germans against falling for the argument
that the British withdrawals from the Fast constitute "a blow
to the white race," and asks sarcastically: "Do we want to help
the British reconquer Indiag®

Above all, the Near Bast, notwithstanding temporary setbacks,
A 1s seen as a region of ever-increasing economic importance. 1ts
political emancipation has been paralleled by economic emancipa-

tion. The manufacturing of consumers! goods has taken big strides,
and Near Fastern oil is séén as one of the focal points of world
economy and world politics.(l§2)_

ZIG has consistently advocated a strengthening of the
friendly relations between Germany and the KNear East through an
increased exchange gf goods, To what degree this trading policy

~has lately been successful is often discussed in the current

(163)

press.
The role of Africa, in the prewar geopolitical view, was

that of a region which could supplement the economy and relieve
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the population pressure of Europe. The word "Purafrica"" was
coined to express the desirable closeness of the two continents,

Eurafrica was seen as the "new Lebensraum" under the slogan

uapfrica for Europe and Eurcpe for Africa."(léh)

| There is remarkably little change in old and new ZfG views
with reéard to Africats role. The "Dark Continent" is sfill
seen as a vitally necessary supplement to the economy of Eurocpe.
For its development, co-operation by the Eurcopean nations is
frequently urged. Africa must become Europe'!s foremost common
task.,* Only through a vast effort, requiring the pooled
resources of Europe, can North Africa, for instance, be turned
into "the European California."(lég)

An existing plan to develop the Belgilan Congo is also seen
as exceeding the powers pf the mother country. Therefore,
German co-operation in.the Belgian—Ten—Year-Plah is envisaged.(léé)

The growing emancipation of African nativés is observed by
7ZfG with benevolent interest. Again, as in the case of Near
Eastern emancipation, it is felt that Germans can play a favored
role, because the native reéentment against "imperialists" and
"coloﬁials" does not apply to them.(167)

Eowever, Gefman attitudes toward Africa are not altogether

disintersted, The concern for Africa, and especially "Eurarrica,"

* Cf. the title of a recent book by Anton Zischka, Afrika--
Turopas Gemeinschaftsaufgabe Nr. 1 (Africa--Eurcpe'!s Communzl
Project No. 1), reviewed in 21G, April, 1953, p. 2Ulf, See
also an article by Johannes Semier, a member of the Bonn

Parliament, in Information Bulletin of the Federal Republic,
August 27, 1953, p. 1350.




80.
springs from the "ﬁhird force" idea thaf Furcpe cannet stand zlone
between the United States and the Soviet Union. 1In the interest
of preserving peace, and as a '"self-help" measure, Europe is
urged to direct its strength toward Africa. Only through Africa
can Europe become "strong enocugh to stay neutral" in the conflict
of the super=-powersj; or, as Zischka expresses it in his afore-
mentioned book, "only when the Mediterranean has become the turn-

o n(168)

table of Furafriea, shall we be truly unassailabl
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