THE RHETORIC
OF HITLER'S “BATTLE"

THE appearance of Mein Kampf in unexpurgated transla-
tion has called forth far too many vandalistic comments.
There are other ways of burning books than on the pyre—
and the favorite method of the hasty reviewer is to depfxv'e
himself and his readers by inattention. I maintain that 1t 18
thoroughly vandalistic for the reviewer to content himse!f
with the mere inflicting of a few symbolic wounds upon this
book and js author, of an intensity varying with the re-
sources of the reviewer and the time at his disposal. Hitler’s
“Battle” s exasperating, even nauseating; yet the fact.re-
Mains: If the reviewer but knocks off a few adverse attitu-
d%niZingS and calls it a day, with a guaranty in advance that
his article will have a favorable reception among the decent
members of our pOpulatiori, he is contributing more to our
Sratification than to our enlightenment.

. Here i the testament of a man who swung a grea
110 his wake, Let us watch it carefully; and let us wa'tch
% not merely to discover some grounds for prophesying
What political move is to follow Munich, and what move to
Olloy that move, etc.; let us try also to discover what kind
° “medicine” this medicine-man has concocted, that w;:
Ina)‘r know, with greater accuracy, exactly wh.at'to gua;'
agalnSt’ if we are to forestall the concocting of similar medl-
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Already, in many quarters of our country, we are “be-
yond” the stage where we are being saved from Nazism by
our virtues. And fascist integration is being staved off,
rather, by the conflicts among our vices. Our vices cannot
get together in a grand united front of prejudices; a.nd the
result of this frustration, if or until they succeed in sur-
mounting it, speaks, as the Bible might say, “in the name
of” democracy. Hitler found a panacea, a ‘‘cure for-wbat
ails you,” a “snakeoil,” that made such sinister unifying
possible within his own nation. And he was helpful enmfgh
to put his cards face up on the table, that we might examine
his hands. Let us, then, for God’s sake, examine them. 'Ijhls
book is the well of Nazj magic; crude magic, but effective.

A people trained in pragmatism should want to inspect this
magic,

1

Every movement that would recruit its followers from
among many discordant and divergent bands, must have
Some spot towards which al} roads lead. Fach man may §¢
there in his own way, but it must be the one unifying center
of reference for all. Hitler considered this matter carefull.)’»
and decided that thjs center must be not merely 2 centraliZ-
ing hub of ideas, but a mecca geographically located, towards
which all eyes coulq turn at the appointed hours of prayer
(or, in this case, the appointed hours of prayer-in-reversey
the hours of VituPeration). So he selected Munich, a5 the

materialization of hig unifying panacea. As he puts it:

itical ; ve:
The geo-political Importance of a center of a M0

ch
ment cannot he overrated. Only the presence of su

a center and of 5 Place, bathed in the magic of a Mecc2
192
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or a Rome, can at length give a movement that force
which is rooted in the inner unity and in the recogni-
tion of a hand that represents this unity.

If 2 movement must have its Rome, it must also have its
devil. For as Russell pointed out years ago, an important in-
gredient of unity in the Middle Ages (an ingredient that
long did its unifying work despite the many factors driving
towards disunity) was the symbol of a common enemy, the
Prince of Evil himself. Men who can unite on nothing else
an unite on the basis of a foe shared by all. Hitler himself
states the case very succinctly:

Asa whole, and at all times, the efficiency of the truly
national leader consists primarily in preventing the di-
vision of the attention of a people, and always in con-
centrating it on a single enemy. The more uniformly
the fighting will of a people is put into action, the
greater will be the magnetic force of the movemeflt and
the more powerful the impetus of the blow. It is part
of the genius of a great leader to make adversaries of
different fields appear as always belonging to one cate-
80ry only, because to weak and unstable characters the
knOWIedge that there are various enemies will lead only
to easily to incipient doubts as to their own cause.

As soon as the wavering masses find themselves
fTOnted with too many enemies, objectivity at once steps
M, and the question is raised whether actually 2 Il the
others are wrong and their own nation or their own
Movement alone is right. )

Also with this comes the first paralysis
Strength, Therefore, a number of essenti2

con-

s of their own
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enemies must always be regarded as one in such a way
that in the opinion of the mass of one’s own adherents
the war is being waged against one enemy alone. This
strengthens the belief in one’s own cause and increases
one’s bitterness against the attacker.

As everyone knows, this policy was exemplified in his
selection of an “international” devil, the ‘“international
Jew” (the Prince was international, universal, “catholic”).
This materialization of a religious pattern is, I think, one
terrifically effective weapon of propaganda in a period where
religion has been progressively weakened by many centuries
of capitalist materialism. You need but go back to the ser
monizing of centuries to be reminded that religion had 2
powerful enemy long before organized atheism came upot
the scene. Religion is based upon the “prosperity of pov
erty,” upon the use of ways for converting our sufferings
and handicaps into a good—but capitalism is based upor
the prosperity of acquisitions, the only scheme of value, 1
fact, by which its proliferating store of gadgets could be
sold, assuming for the moment that capitalism had not gt
$0 drastically in its own way that it can’t sell its gadgets
even after it has trained people to feel that human dignity

the..:higher standard of liVing," could be attained only b}’
their vast Private accum

: ulation, i
0, we have, as unifying step No. 1, the internat
devil materialized, i i

le i n the visible, point-to-able form of pe¥
Pie with a certaip kind of “bloo d” a burlesque of com

tem Ora L] . ’ A i . 'Sts
u POTary neo-positivism’s ideal of meaning, which 11*
PON 2 material reference

Once Hj ‘
nce Hitler has thy, essentialized his enemy, all
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194 Florth i Automatic. If you point out the enormo’

nal

‘prOOf"

N



RHETORIC OF HITLER'S ““BATTLE"

amount of evidence to show that the Jewish worker is at
odds with the “international Jew stock exchange capitalist,”
Hitler replies with one hundred per cent regularity: That
is one more indication of the cunning with which the “Jew-
ish plot” is being engineered. Or would you point o
“Aryans” who do the same as his conspiratorial Jews? Very
well; that is proof that the ‘“‘Aryan” has been “seduced” by
the Jew.

The sexual symbolism that runs through Hitler’s book,
lying in wait to draw upon the responses of contemporary
fexual values, is easily characterized: Germany in dispersion
isthe “dehorned Siegfried.” The masses are “feminine.” As
such, they desire to be led by a dominating male. This male,
& orator, woos them—and, when he has won them, he com-
mands them, The rival male, the villainous Jew, would on
L contrary “seduce” them. If he succeeds, he poisons their
blood by intermingling with them. Whereupom, by purely
¥ociative connections of ideas, we are moved into attac?cs
ipon syphilis, prostitution, incest, and other similar mis-
fortuneS, which are introduced as a kind of “musical’” argu-
et when he is on the subject of “blood-poisoning" PY
;nte.rmarriage or, in its “spiritual” equivalent, by the 1m-
ec;iﬁ: f‘)f “J (?VYiSh" ideas, such as democracy.! .

medicinal” appeal of the Jew as scapegoat Opera
o™ another angle. The middle class contains, within the
::llf;d of each member, a duality: its men?bers simPltane-

% have a cult of money and a detestation of this cult.

essf.fn Capitalism is going well, this conflict is le.ft more ‘t’(r)
" abeyance, But when capitalism is balked, it comes
9 lmsll: also strongly insists upon the total identification bt:::h’:‘:: 1;:‘1;;;::

himgel o in wooing the people, he would in a roundabo g the feminine

Nag | he tho . shrer, dominatin,
%68 by b ught might suggest how t.he F:I::;lain nmarried-
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the fore. Hence, there is “medicine” for the “Aryan” mem-
bers of the middle class in the projective device of the scape-
goat, whereby the “bad” features can be allocated to the
“devil,” and one can “respect himself” by a distinction be-
tween “good” capitalism and “‘bad” capitalism, with those
of a different lodge being the vessels of the “bad” capitalism.
It is doubtless the “relief” of this solution that spared Hitler
the necessity of explaining just how the “Jewish plot” was
to work out. Nowhere does this book, which is so full of
war plans, make the slightest attempt to explain the steps
whereby the triumph of “Jewish Bolshevism,” which de
stroys all finance, will be the triumph of ““Jewish” financt
Hitler well knows the point at which his “elucidations’
should rely upon the lurid alone.

“The question arises, in those trying to gauge Hitler: Wes
his selection of the Jew, as his unifying devil-function, 2
purely calculating act? Despite the quotation I have already
given, I believe that it was not. The vigor with which he
Utllllet.i it, I think, derives from a much more complex state
of affairs. It seems that, when Hitler went to Vienna, in?
ftate close 0 total poverty, he genuinely suffered. He Lived
:}:(c)ggdtehe};mpovemh?d; and he describes his misery ¢ fhe
this sens.i . € was s-ensztive to it; and his way of mafllfe“.mtg
wholly e;"‘-jness 1mp.resses me that he is, at this Pon_ll’
relationfhipl:mc: i L wincing at the broken fam;e}i
lates to impove:issid by alCohc?lism, 'whif:h he in turd i
Attempts at politic Tent' l?l.mng this tme he begst was
considerably j : theorlzmg; and his disturbance ists

V Increased by the skill with which Mar<®

tied him ; .
"0 knots. Ope Passage in particular gIves yod

; : . ia
g6 & Detween the lines, to believe that the
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lecticians of the class struggle, in their skill at blasting his
muddled speculations, put him into a state of uncertainty
that was finally “solved” by rage:

A

of b
197

The more I argued with them, the more I got to
know their dialectics. First they counted on the igno-
rance of their adversary; then, when there was no way
out, they themselves pretended stupidity. If all this was
of no avail, they refused to understand or they changed
the subject when driven into a corner; they brought up
truisms, but they immediately transferred their accept-
ance to quite different subjects, and, if attacked again,
they gave way and pretended to know nothing exactly.
Wherever one attacked one of these prophets, one’s
hands seized slimy jelly; it slipped through one’s fingers
only to collect again in the next moment. If one smote
one of them so thoroughly that, with the bystanders
watching, he could but agree, and if one thus thought
he had advanced at least one step, one was greatly as-
tonished the following day. The Jew did not in the least
Temember the day before, he continued to talk “} t.he
me old strain as if nothing had happened, and if 1
dlgnantly confronted, he pretended to be astom‘shed
a0d could not remember anything except that his as-
SeTtions had already been proved true the day before.

Often I was stunned.

One did not know what to admire more:
ness of tongue or their skill in lying.

I gradually began to hate them.

t this

their glib-

nlaneous rise

o . . g the spo
point, I think, he is tracing p d discovered

1§ angs D
ANti-Semitism, He tells how, once he ha
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the “cause” of the misery about him, he could confront
it. Where he had had to avert his eyes, he could now posi
tively welcome the scene. Here his drastic structure of ac-
ceptance was being formed. He tells of the “internal hap-
piness” that descended upon him.

This was the time in which the greatest change I was
ever to experience took place in me.

From a feeble cosmopolite I turned into a fanatica!
anti-Semite,

and thence we move, by one of those associational tricks
which he brings forth at all strategic moments, into 2 yision
of the end of the world—out of which in turn he emerges
with his slogan: “I am acting in the sense of the Almightf

Creator: By warding off Jews I am fighting for the Lords
work” (italics his).

He talks of this transition as a period of “double life,':'?:
Struggle of “reason” and “reality” against his “heart.

It was as “bitter” as it was “blissful.” And finally, it ¥*

2 Other aspects of the car o

. eer symbolism: Hitler’ ins: “Today I cons
it my good fortune that F ymbolism: Hitler’s book begins

. of my

. ate designated B he Inn as the plact

bi A . t gnated Braunau on the an

St;tlcls; It"zr this small town is situated on the border between those tWO Ge;':;

- Eurt; reunion of which seems, at least to us of the younger generation, fonal”
ered with every means our lives long,” an indication of his “transit

mind, what Worg i ” to give ¢
e bl S::;g;t,h might have called the “borderer.” He neglects t0 gzertai"

“correctness” her, Which is supplied by the editors. Again there s ta he does
give the exact g g . ot “born” until many years later—bu g it
€arly years in v‘ate of his war wounds, which were indeed formative. Durifs &
“nameless” Ap dlenr}lla anq Munich, he foregoes protest, on the grounds tesses the
fact that hig «p woen his party jg finally organized and effective, he s"-demit)')‘
When reading i;meless period is over (i. e., he has shaped himself an ! :
that one shoulq n:n carlier passage of his book some generalizations t: ¢ a note:
See what Higler g

as Hitler was g

;;"ﬁttg::te 13}s1 ;;o;itical views until he is ;lhirty. rIa“} ons 191
dubj . Y.~ L felt sure that, though such general o
mind (\lv‘::]l? ::issacgplled ' people as a whole, the;hr(;u%t, givengthe Hitler tYPCIi i
statements aby tr;;?le[e identification between himself and his followers): erified:
about the age of (pir 1k 08¢ should do what he did. The hunch WS o party
that wag tog o thirty Hitler, in 5 8TOup of seven, began working With T5 e
conquer Germany. I trace these steps’ particularly becausé
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“reason”’ that won! Which prompts us to note that those
whoattack Hitlerism as a cult of the irrational should emend
their statements to this extent: irrational it is, but it is car-
ried on under the slogan of “Reason.” Similarly, his cult of
war is developed “in the name 'of humility, love, and peace.
Judged on a quantitative basis, Hitler’s book certainly falls
under the classification of hate. Its venom is everywhere,
its charity is sparse. But the rationalized family tree for this
hate situates it in “Aryan love.” Some deep-probing Ger-
man poets, whose work adumbrated the Nazi movement, did
gravitate towards thinking in the name of war, irrationality,
and hate. But Hitler was not among them. After all, when
it is so easy to draw a doctrine of war out of a doctrine of
Peace, why should the astute politician do otherwise, par-
ticularly when Hitler has slung together his doctrines, with-
out the slightest effort at logical symmetry? Furthermore,
Church thinking always got to its wars in Hitler’s “sounder”
Manner; and the patterns of Hitler’s thought are a bastard-
'2ed or caricatured version of religious thought.

I'spoke of Hitler’s fury at the dialectics of those who op-
Posed him when his structure was in the stage of scaffolding.
From this we may move to another tremendously impor-
tang aspect of his theory: his attack upon the parliarr'tentar)f.

1t is again, I submit, an important aspect of his medi-
“Ne, in its function as medicine for him personally and as
m_EdiCine for those who were later to identify themselves
with him,
h” has this to draw uporn
the way to 2 “new life.”

. i lel
from (e . MO Categorical objection to this attitude; its mf"“ﬁedg'f,fwsﬁoley-
me, 1 l‘;lalues in which it is exemplified. They may be who esgasic sincerity of
€ conyjrs) 27€ Unwholesome, but backed by conviction, :ihehis o bination is
mogt Ctlon acts as a sound virtue to reinforce a vice—an d e
18astrous one that a people can encounter 1n a demagogue.
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€ Orator who has a strong sense of his own “rebirt
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There is a “problem” in the parliament—and nowhere
was this problem more acutely in evidence than in the pre-
war Vienna that was to serve as Hitler’s political schooling.
For the parliament, at its best, is a “babel’” of voices. There
is the wrangle of men representing interests lying awk
wardly on the bias across one another, sometimes opposing,
sometimes vaguely divergent. Morton Prince’s psychiatric
study of “Miss Beauchamp,” the case of a woman split into
several sub-personalities at odds with one another, variously
combining under hypnosis, and frequently in turmoil, i
the allegory of a democracy fallen upon evil days. The par
liament of the Habsburg Empire just prior to its collapse
was an especially drastic instance of such disruption, such
V‘.)C.al diaspora, with movements that would reduce one t03
disintegrated mass of fragments if he attempted to encom
Pass the totality of its discordancies. So Hitler, suffering
under.the alienation of poverty and confusion, yearning for
SOIrTe Integrative core, came to take this parliament as the
2::; esz’lﬂ:lll):lt (;)tft a?l that he would II.IOVC aw‘zty fromf. élae
tionalities,” Theermg HabSb.u rg Emp.lre e Statekosmen
of the many polit:alnzlconﬂmtmg v s B Zrious
separationse moue al blocs arose f'rom ic.a fact thatdvarisen
within 2 Cattuy rinents 'of a nationalistic sort l'la e
nationalistic e ha:lpenal structure fo.rmed prior o
developmen, Sop ols ;md Sl?le breakmg apart an the
method of assoc;a};iu ad this Bab‘el of voices; and, eZ N
became tieq up invehmergers, using fdeas.as lm ai 12;);1,”
Vienna as the cit;r o the Hitler r?xet(?nc, .w1th Bta ycoali‘
tions, half measuges pioverty, prostitution, 1mmorz%ht?ft, ke
leading to “lack of rorr s CCROCTACY (i€ WAL

personal responsibility”), death, 10t

tionalism, 5 .
» seductig . sort
200 0, and anything else of thumbs-dow?
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the associative enterprise cared to add on this side of the J
balance. |

Hitler'’s way of treating the parliamentary babel, I am |
SOITY to say, was at one important point not much diferent 1 ;
from that of the customary editorial in our own newspapers. I g ;
Every conflict among the parliamentary spokesmen repre- “ i i
sents a corresponding conflict among the material interests oy
of the groups for whom they are speaking. But Hitler did o
not discuss the babel from this angle. He discussed it on a !
purely symptomatic basis. The strategy of our orthodox P )
press, in thus ridiculing the cacophonous verbal output of L \
Congress, is obvious: by thus centering attack upon the ol
Symptoms of business conflict, as they reveal themselves on
the dial of political wrangling, and leaving the underlying
cause, the business conflicts themselves, out of the case, they
@n gratify the very public they would otherwise alienate:
Mamely, the businessmen who are the activating members of
their reading public. Hitler, however, went them one better.
For not only did he stress the purely symptomatic attac.k
Eere_ He proceeded to search for the “cause.” And this
@use,” of course, he derived from his medicine, his rac.ial
theory by which he could give a noneconomic interpretation
% a phenomenon economically engendered.
teril:r: again is where Hitler’s corrupt use of re o
cone, r(l)mes .to the fore. Church thougl.lt, Pelr_li problems
e, ;?d with matters of the “personah.ty, Wlltl lp iresses
Baq al betterment, naturally, and. I think right Y’t .
indivizcessary feature, the act of will uPOf‘l‘ the- parmental"
accouy ual. Hence its resistance to purely. env1rort1he o
S I~t10f human ills. Hence its emphasis upot lpna-
. * Hience its proneness to seek 2 noneconomic €xpid

tion , on-
201 of economic phenomena. Hitler's proposal of 2 1

ligious pat-
marily

&
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economic “cause” for the disturbances thus had much to
recommend it from this angle. And, as a matter of fact, it
was Lueger’s Christian-Social Party in Vienna that taught
Hitler the tactics of tying up a program of social betterment
with an anti-Semitic “unifier.” The two parties that he care-
fully studied at that time were this Catholic faction and
Schoenerer’s Pan-German group. And his analysis of their
attainments and shortcomings, from the standpoint of dema-
gogic efficacy, is an extremely astute piece of work, revealing
how carefully this man used the current situation in Vienna
as an experimental laboratory for the maturing of his plans

His unification device, we may summarize, had the fol-
lowing important features:

(1) Inborn dignity. In both religious and humanistic pat
terns of thought, a “natural born” dignity of man is stressed.
And this categorical dignity is considered to be an attribut¢
?}fli(rlelfinmgﬂ:n :if :-lile}? W.ill. but avail Fhemsc?lves of. it, by right

) ght living, But Hitler gives this ennobling
attitude an ominous twist by his theories of race and nation
fvhereby the “Aryan” is elevated above all others by the
zrilcﬁ;i 3’;“1;‘::1;15 of his bloo.d, while other “races:" i.ﬂ _P:r'
secularized revisio(;gmfe > are' H%nately At s Sltlsusthe
sense of dignity u o0 Cﬁhrlsflan th?OIOgy thu j pllie con-
quest of “inferiog rI;c: iAghtlng basis, requiring t e
World War, thore < :. fter .the defeat of Gerr.nan}l’ ecds
that this compensat - 68pec51ally strong emotion? it

ory doctrine of an inborn superior Y

could gratify,
2 . .
wiih)t: m{:;-t ton device. The “curative” process that comes
€apility to 0 g b
it ¥ to hand over one’s il1s to 2 scapegoat, there Y

Purification by diccons. s . ecially
medicing] Yy dissociation. This was €sP

) 8 }
202 fice the sense of frustration leads to 2 se
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questioning. Hence if one can hand over his infirmities to
a vessel, or “cause,” outside the self, one can battle an ex-
ternal enemy instead of battling an enemy within. And the
greater one’s internal inadequacies, the greater the amount
of evils one can load upon the back of “the enemy.” This
device is furthermore given a semblance of reason because
the individual properly realizes that he is not alone respon-
sible for his condition. There are inimical factors in the
cene itself. And he wants to have them “placed,” preferably
in a way that would require a minimum change in the ways
of thinking to which he had been accustomed. This was
especially appealing to the middle class, who were encour-
aged to feel that they could conduct their businesses with-
01_“ any basic change whatever, once the businessmen of 2
different “race” were eliminated.
(3) Symbolic rebirth. Another aspec
already noted. The projective device of the scapegoat, cou-
pled with the Hitlerite doctrine of inborn racial superiority,
Provides its followers with a “positive” view of life. They
@n again get the feel of moving forward, towards a goal (2
Promissory feature of which Hitler makes much). In Hitler,
3 the group’s prophet, such rebirth involved a symbolic
change of lineage. Here, above all, we see Hidler giving 2
malign twist to a benign aspect of Christian thought. For
Whereas the Pope, in the familistic pattern of thought basic
to_t}_le Church, stated that the Hebrew prophets were the
$Piritual ancestors of Christianity, Hitler uses this same
fnode of thinking in reverse. He renounces this “ancestry”’
::: 2 “materialistic” way by voting himself and the mem;
th:sJOf his lodge a different “plood stream” from that o
ews.

20(4) Commercial use. Hitler obviously heré ha
3

¢ of the two features

d something
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to sell—and it was but a question of time until he sold it
(i.e., got financial backers for his movement). For it pro
vided a noneconomic interpretation of economic ills. As
such, it served with maximum efficiency in deflecting the
attention from the economic factors involved in modern
conflict; hence by attacking “Jew finance” instead of f-
nance, it could stimulate an enthusiastic movement that left
“Aryan” finance in control.

Never once, throughout his book, does Hitler deviate
from the above formula. Invariably, he ends his diatribes
against contemporary economic ills by a shift into an in-
sistence that we must get to the “true” cause, which is cenr
tered in “race.” The “Aryan” is “constructive’’; the Jew is
“destructive”; and the “Aryan,” to continue his construc-
tion, must destroy the Jewish destruction. The Aryan, as the
vessel of love, must hate the Jewish hate.

Perhaps the most enterprising use of his method is in bis
chapter, “The Causes of the Collapse,” where he refuses t0
cqnsider Germany’s plight as in any basic way connected
with the consequences of war. Economic factors, he insists
are “only of second or even third importance,” but “politi
< ethical-r-nol.al’ as well as factors of blood and race, 2t

. 0 8L that he begins by seeming to flout t
f:;;ogi ;ilscit;pr:(l)lzilities: “The military defeat of theth(::r;
deserved - an undeserved catastrophe, but 12 .
ceeds 1o pI; :sl:rit ‘trll;nt bly eternal retribution.””HC ther; epr:CC
of moral poisonin I\I;l'l .llzzliry collapse as but 2 conse(i a de-
crease in the instigx;ctISIf <l the C'onsequencif)h had
already begun to unde: ; df-preservanor.l > 00 Wi le

mine the foundations of the peoP

:.1: the Reich many years before.” This moral decay derive

C
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from “a sin against the blood and the degradation of the
race,” 5o its innerness was an outerness after all: the Jew,
who thereupon gets saddled with a vast amalgamation of
evils, among them being capitalism, democracy, pacifism,
journalism, poor housing, modernism, big cities, loss of re-
ligion, half measures, ill health, and weakness of the mon-
arch.

2

Hitler had here another important psychological ingre-
dient to play upon. If a State is in economic collapse (and
his theories, tentatively taking shape in the pre-war Vienna,
were but developed with greater efficiency in post-war Mu-
nich), you cannot possibly derive dignity from economic
?tability- Dignity must come first—and if you possess 1t, and
mplement it, from it may follow its economic cdunterpar‘t.
There is much justice to this line of reasoning, so far as 1t
goes, A people in collapse, suffering under economic frustra-
tion and the defeat of nationalistic aspirations, with the very
midrib of their integrative efforts (the army) in a state of
dispersion, have little other than some “spiritual” basis to
which they could refer their nationalistic dignity. Hence, the
Ctegorical dignity of superior race was a perfect recipe fO,I:
the situation. It was “spiritual” in sO far as it was “above
Crude economic “interests,” but it was «materialized” at the
ps?’ch(’logically “right” spot in that ““the enemy’”’ was some-
thing you could see. .

Furthermore_, you had the desire for unity, such'as a dis-
cussion of class conflict, on the basis of conflicting interests,
tould not satisfy. The yearning for unity is so'great th.at
People are always willing to meet you halfway if you will
8IVe it to them by fiat, by flat statement, regardless of the
205
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facts. Hence, Hitler consistently refusefl t.o co.ns1der :nu;xel:el
political conflict on the basis of-cc.)nﬂmtlng 1ntebresi:>l.Sisting
again, he could draw upon a religious Pattern, yn e
upon a personal statement of the relation betwee in,
the relation between leaders and followers,. each group »
its way fulfilling the same commonalty of 1nterests,‘ as test
soldiers and captains of an army share a comrITOfl.mte}rl !
in victory. People so dislike the idea of internaill fhvmon t 2'11 )
where there is a real internal division, their dislike can easily
be turned against the man or group who would s0 much a;
name it, let alone proposing to act upon it. Tl.lelr -natlfxré
and justified resentment against internal division 1tse}r,hf:
turned against the diagnostician who states it as a fact. ;
diagnostician, it is felt, is the cause of the disunity he named.

Cutting in from another angle, therefore, we note'h.OW
two sets of equations were built up, with Hitler combining
or coalescing ideas the way a poet combines or coaleSCf%S-
images. On the one side, were the ideas, or images, of d;S-
unity, centering in the parliamentary wrangle of the Habs
burg “State of Nationalities.” This was offered as t}}e a}?-
tithesis of German nationality, which was presented in the
curative imagery of unity, focused upon the glories of th
Prussian Reich, with its mecca now moved to “fol‘l‘ushk
Vienna. For though Hitler at first attacked the many fol
ish” movements, with their hankerings after a kind of Wagk
nerian mythology of Germanic origins, he subsequently tOOr
“folkish as a basic word by which to conjure. It was, afted
all, another noneconomic basis of reference. At first we ﬁnd
him objecting to “those who drift about with the Wm”f
folkish’ on their caps,” and asserting that “such a Babel_ 0
opinions cannot serve as the basis of a political fighting

”” gk el
movement.” But later he seems to have realized, as he ¥
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I
|
should, that its vagueness was a major point in its favor. H} ;
%
|

So it was incorporated in the grand coalition of his idea-
tional imagery, or imagistic ideation; and Chapter XI ends
with the vision of ‘‘a State which represents not a mechanism 3 ﬁ |
of economic considerations and interests, alien to the people, ’i‘
but a folkish organism.” I
So, as against the disunity equations, already listed brieﬁy—)
in our discussion of his attacks upon the parliamentary, we
get a contrary purifying set; the wrangle of the parliamen- s ‘5
tary is to be stilled by the giving of one voice to the whole [ "7/~ '
people, this to be the “inner voice” of Hitler, made uni- | (/. .,
form throughout the German boundaries, as leader and '
people were completely identified with each other. In sum:
Hitler's inner voice, equals leader-people identification,
equals unity, equals Reich, equals the mecca of Munich,
equals plow, equals sword, equals work, equals war, equals
army as midrib, equals responsibility (the personal respon-
sibility of the absolute ruler), equals sacrifice, equals the
theory of “German democracy” (the free popular choice of
the leader, who then accepts the responsibility, and demands
absolute obedience in exchange for his sacrifice), equals lov.e
(with the masses as feminine), equals idealism, equals obedi- J

e .
Nce to nature, equals race, nation.®

L

}One could car i both the disunity and unity

i ry out the equations further, on el d

"ge- In‘ the aesthetic field, forqinstance, we have expressionism on ‘the tl.xun.lb:l
Wn side, as against aesthetic hygiene on the thumbs-up side. This again 13

Particularly ironi ssionist movement
y ironic moment in Hitler’s strategy. For the express h .
D i i gy. It reflected the increasing aliena-

tion that he disorganization
went wi ds world war and the ga
ith the movement towards lly accurate reflec-

af . :

ti;:r the world war. It was “lost,” vague in identity, 2 drastically CHiats €0

mak of the response to material confusion, a pathetic attempt by smfcqe i:l it ex-
€ their wretchedness bearable at least to the extent that comes of giving

Pression. And it attained its height during the period of wild inflation, when the

Qpilalia world s s . vings upon the soundness
: > wh of work and savings po R
ich bases its morality bty 1 The anguish, in

OLits mope

Y structure, had this last prop of s . itler.

ah(::t’ Teflected precisely the kind of dils)rugtion that made people ripe fo;ta ]I;;:lg’
33 the antecedent in a phrase of which Hitlerism was the consequent.
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And, of course, the two keystones o‘f th‘ise OPP::;:E ‘eg‘:z
tions were Aryan “heroism” and “s.acrlﬁce Vs. Jeastounding
ning” and “arrogance.” Here again 'v.Ve get an S
| caricature of religious thought. For Hlt].C.I‘ presen -
cept of “Aryan” superiority, of all ways, in term: i
humility.” This “humility” is extracte.d by 21 V“r}(l)od -
process that requires, I am afraid, consxderal? 'e g
on the part of the reader who would follo“-z it: integrl
The Church, we may recall, had proclaimed an ot
relationship between Divine Law and Natural La}zﬁ- o e
Law was the expression of the Will of God. T ust,hrough
middle age, it was a result of natural law, working opl
tradition, that some people were serfs and other "I:,bedi-
nobles. And every good member of the Church VIS Honce
ent” to this law, Everybody resigned himself to it. b e
the serf resigned himself to his poverty, and .the 211(;1 et
signed himself to his riches. The monarch resigne e
to his position as representative of the people. And ?fl irying
the Churchmen resigned themselves to the need o nzlade
to represent the people instead. And the pattern Wa:is'tional
symmetrical by the consideration that each tradl

] e
o 5y . s 7] o g b i ].arl ’ th
“right” had its corresponding “obligations.” Similarly
Aryan doctrine s 5 doctrine o

f resignation, hence Oft ltl}l;le
mility. It is in accordance with the laws of nature tha the
“Aryan blood” is superior to all other bloods. Also,king
“law of the surviya] of the fittest” is God’s law, WOlrbeen
through natural law. Hence, if the Aryan blood has- -
vested with the awfy] responsibility of its inborn superio

: ‘e . i3] t resign
the bearers of this culture-creatmg blood mus

wiSCr
themselves to struggle in behalf of jts triumph. Other

thundering against this

att
symptom he could gain persuasiveness, though
the very [oreshadowings of himself,

208
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the laws of God have been disobeyed, with human decadence
as a result. We must fight, he says, in order to “deserve to
be alive.” The Aryan “obeys” nature. It is only “Jewish
arrogance” that thinks of “conquering” nature by demo-
cratic ideals of equality.

This picture has some nice distinctions worth following.
The major virtue of the Aryan race was jts instinct for self-
preservation (in obedience to natural law). But the major
vice of the Jew was his instinct for self-preservation; for,
if he did not have this instinct to a maximum degree, he
would not be the “perfect” enemy—that Is, he wouldn't
be strong enough to account for the ubiquitousness and
omnipotence of his conspiracy in destroying the world to
become its master.

How, then, are we to distinguish between the benign in-
stinct of self-preservation at the roots of Aryanism, and the
malign instinct of self-preservation at the roots of Semitisnf?
We shall distinguish thus: The Aryan self-preservation 15
based upon sacifice, the sacrifice of the individual o the
group, hence, militarism, army discipline, and one big com-
Pany union. But Jewish self-preservation is based upon 11-
dlvidualism, which attains its cunning ends by the CXPI.Ol'
tation of peace. How, then, can such arrant individualists
Concoct the world-wide plot? By the help of their' “herd
nstince,” By their sheer “herd instinct” individualists Célr.1
ban‘d together for a common end. They have no - sc?i;-
s e oprniy 4
heari:mgs up another tef:hnlcal problem. g

g much about the importance of the perso »
®n told how, by the “law of the survival of. t}}e f'itfzst;l
there s a sifting of people on the basis of their indiviGd

Capacit; . ryanism:
) Pacities, We even have a special chapter of pure ATy
09
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“The Strong Man is Mightiest Alone.” Hence, another dis
tinction is necessary: The Jew represents individualism; the
Aryan represents “super-individualism.”

I had thought, when coming upon the “Strong Man is
Mightiest Alone” chapter, that I was going to find Hitler at
his weakest, Instead, I found him at his strongest. (I am
not referring to quality, but to demagogic effectiveness.)
For the chapter is not at all, as you might infer from the
title, done in a “rise of Adolph Hitler” manner. Instead, it
deals with the Nazjs’ gradual absorption of the many dis-
related “folkish” groups. And it is managed throughout by
means of a spontaneous identification between leader and
People. Hence, the Strong Man’s “aloneness’” is presented
3 a public attribute, in terms of tactics for the struggle
against the Party’s dismemberment under the pressure of
rival saviors, There is no explicit talk of Hitler at all. And
it is simply taken for granied that his leadership is the norm,
and all other leaderships the abnorm. There is no “phi
1080phy of the Superman,” in Nietzschean cast. Instead, Hit
lex:’s blandishments s0 integrate leader and people, com
mingling them s inextricably, that the politician does not
€ven present himself as candidate. Somehow, the battle 18
over already, the decision has been made. “German democ
TaFy" has chosen, Ang the déployments of politics are, yoU
fmght sy, the chartings of Hitler’s private mind translated
Into the vocabulary of Dationalistic events, He says what h¢
thought in terms of whq barties did,

rument of persuasion, with reference




trained in Realpolitik of the Machiavellian sort.* Must we
ch.oose? Or may we not, rather, replace the “either—or”
with a “both—and”’? Have we not by now offered grounds

en . o o
ough for our contention that Hitler’s sinister powers of
t he spontaneously

i
|
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persuasion derive from the fact tha
evol is “ " i iti
ved his “cure-all” in response to Inner necessities?

3 il

i
' It was further chan- ’
ives he B

lS'o much, then, was “spontaneous.’
ne l 3 - » . S
: .Zed into the anti-Semitic pattern by the incent
eri i isti i in Vi

ved from the Catholic Christian-Social Party 1n Vienna

itself. . .y .
Add, now, the step into crificismm. Not criticism 11 the
t, of hearkening to the op-

ure a policy in the light of
d” kind of criticism that
f making one’s position

pa.rl'lamentary” sense of doub
position and attempting to mat
counter-policies; but the “unifie

:lmply" seeks for conscious ways O
ore “efficient,” more thoroughly itself. This i the kind of

E;l;;ctl::; at which Hitler was an adept. As.a result, he could

by consc;)usly turn to 2 scapegoat mechanism, and he cou.ld,

o, ous planning, perfect the symmetry of the solution
which he had spontaneously turned.

+1 sho i
uld not want to use the word “Machiavellian,” however, without offering
that Machiavelli’s Prince has

2 kind
More tooéeasI;Q}iogy to Machiavelli. It seems to meé iavelli
see it, was id in extenuation than is usually said of it. Machiavelli’s strategy: as
4 fact, Thats-ot,nemmg like this: He accepted the values of the Renaissance rule as
ing, anq fec is: whether you like these values or not, they were there and operat-
Such as thovas useless to try persuading the ambitious ruler to adopt other values,
and they p ss of the Church, These men believed it the cult of matsrlal power,
ould ap t;. the power to implement their beliefs. With 50 much as “the given,.
evolveq a}'t ing in the way of benefits for the people be salvaged? Machiavelli
asis of th Ypical “Machiavellian” argument in favor of popular ben?ﬁts, on the
imumy stree prince’s own scheme of values. That is: the ruler, to- attam.the max-
effective asngth,_ requires the backing of the populace. That this Packmg be as
¢ popul possible, the populace should be made as strong a8 possible. And th:t
ould fur:;e be as strong as possible, they should be well treated. Their gratitude
t was Mer repay itself in the form of increased loyalty d be e
wardeq wi achiavelli’s hope that, for this roundabout project; he would be
ith a well-paying office in the prince’s administrative bureaucracy.
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This s the meaning of Hitler's diatribes agavi/l:;t :Il;g:r
tivity.” “Objectivity” is interference-crmalsén b a pure and
wanted was the kind of criticism t.hat OIS 1o mI())st effec.
simple coefficient of power, enabling him ;) g‘(;nner voice”
tively in the direction he had chosen. And.t ) to him the
of which he speaks would henceforth dlcta}te ¢ eficiency
greatest amount of realism, as regards the tactics o e'red cer-
For instance, having decided that the m.aSS€? req]lfuhe later
tainty, and simple certainty, quite as he did himse f, .
worked out a 25-point program as the platform o el
tional Socialist German Workers Party. And he res\(/)en for
refused to change one single item in this program,'te o
purposes of “improvement.” He felt that the fix yurPoses
platform was more important for propagandlsuch pu h the
than any revision of his slogans could be, even thor gfavor.
revisions in themselves had much to be said in t}-16136 gave
The astounding thing is that, although such an attltuuld ex-
good cause to douht the Hitlerite promise.s, he Clo them
plicitly explain his tactics in his book and still employ
without loss of effectiveness. s ) the Nazi

Hitler also tells of hjg technique in speaking, once my of
Party had become effectively organized, and had its ar them
guards, or bouncers, maltreat hecklers and thro“; with
from the hall. He would, he recounts, fill his speec

tly
. . romp
provocative remarks, whereat his bouncers would p

1lides:

On this point Hitler Teasons as follows:

n fro
® “Here, too, one can slgzlrces col
Catholic Chyrch, Although i structure of doctrines in many "'llling to sacri A
quite unnecessarily, with €Xact science anq research, yet it‘ls ur1w1t T resistibili )’
even one little syliahle of its dogmas, It has rightly recognized tha ults of the M0
does not lic in 3 mope or less great adjustment to the scientific res

0
nce !
(o @ mor ; ict adhere
ment, which in reality are always changing, but rather in a strict ter
dogmas, once laid down, which

charac
alone give the entire structure the
creed. Today, therefore, the Cat

One a8
T.
holic Church stands firmer than evethe Chureh

moré

Prophesy that
itself, ag the re.
blind adherenc,
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which the appearances flee,
pole in the flight o
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f appearances, will gain m
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::’;;)I}:e(i?}r:n 1:1hﬂymg forma.tion, with swinging fists, upon
S —— f&; .plr0\focat.1ve remarks provoked to answer.
implememedy o itlerism is the efficiency of the one voice,
of government r(})ll'lglilom a total organization. The trinity
leader, force towb lck he fnally Off.ers is: popularity of the
force maintained ack the popularity, and popularity and
- together. lo?g enough to become backed
A r.at ; such thinking spontaneous or deliberate
i — er bothr ¢ .
the SPOntan::og;:en us a succ'mct’ paragraph that bears upon
. S— ispect of Hltler's persecution mania. (A per-
2 T , I should add, different from the pure prod-
ingredienty 11 iw:;as co'nstruc.ted of. public materials; all the
with spokesmen er stirred into his brew were already rife,
them over.” By :Eldhbands of followers, before Hitler “took
dotted with savic (013 [pREREE afxd post-war periods were
proliferation, we rs, of nationalistic and “folkish” cast. This
and currenc; Skanrfllogous to the swarm of barter schemes
States after Zhen ering that burst loose upon the' United
2bliy of Hitler’craSh'?f 1920. .Also, the commercial avail
public qualiﬁcat? politics w.as, 1.n a low sense of the term, a
ion, removing it from the realm of “pure”

¢ Hitle
T also paid .
paid great attention to the conditions under which political ora-

lory i

s

“al E:Ssz effective. He sums up thus:

: cases i . . a

Plies, of ¢q involve encroachments upon man'’s freedom of will. This ap-
le with a contrary orjenta-

urse,
most of all to meetings to which peop

HOn of wi
will are q
s com. q n
oming, and who now have to be won for new intentions. 1t seems
s will power revolts with high-

&t cﬂel’gy .
i under another’s will and another’s

Opinio

0. In th

0 € eveni . .

Ice of 5 strongeren}ng' however, they succumb more easily to the dominating
will. For truly every such meeting presents a wrestling match

betWEen tw
lic nagy © opposed forces. The superior oratorical talent of a domineering apos-
Tost v in winning for the new will people who
"t Natura] wy heir force of resistance 1
I minds anq Y, than people who still have he energies of
o o Samen their will power.
the Calholig “;posc serves also the artificially created and yet mysterious dusk
churches, the burning candles, incense, censers, etc.”
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paranoia, where the sufferer develops a wholly private struc
ture of interpretations.)
I cite from Totem and Taboo:

when discussin
with Hitler's P

Another trait in the attitude of primitive races
towards their rulers recalls a mechanism which is uni-
versally present in mental disturbances, and is openly
revealed in the so-called delusions of persecution. Here
the importance of a particular person is extraordinarily
heightened and his omnipotence is raised to the im-
probable in order to make it easier to attribute to him
responsibility for everything painful which happens
to the patient. Savages really do not act differently
towards their rulers when they ascribe to them power
over rain and shine, wind and weather, and then d&
throne them or kill them because nature has dist
pointed their expectation of a good hunt or 2 ripe
harvest. The prototype which the paranoiac Te¢O™
structs in his persecution mania is found in the relatiot
of the child to its father. Such omnipotence i reg’
larly attributed to the father in the imagination &
the son, and distrust of the father has been sho¥! L
be intimately connected with the heightened este”
for %um. When a paranoiac names a person of his &
duaintance as his “persecutor,” he thereby elevates hlr?
:?OLtC‘E;;s;nal szccess.ion and brings. him unde:b‘iznf;
all the misfor(ina te h.l m fo make'hlm respor®

une which he experiences.
I have already Proposed my modifications of this accoun®
8 the symbolic change of lincage CONA™"
roject of a “new way of life.” Hitler 5 5/"

R
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bolically changing from the “spiritual ancestry” of the He-
brew prophets to the “superior” ancestry of “Aryanism,”
and has given his story a kind of bastardized modernization,
along the lines of naturalistic, materialistic “science,” by
his fiction of the special “blood-stream.” He is voting him-
self a new identity (something contrary to the wrangles of
the Habsburg Babylon, a soothing national unity); where-
upon the vessels of the old identity become a “bad” father,
ie, the persecutor. It is not hard to see how, as his enmity
becomes implemented by the backing of an organization,
the réle of “persecutor” is transformed into the role of per-
secuted, as he sets out with his like-minded band to “de-
Stroy the destroyer.”

‘Were Hitler simply a poet, he might have written 2 work
¥ith an anti-Semitic turn, and let it go at that. But Hitler,
WITO began as a student of painting, and later shifted to ar-
C.h“eCtUYe, himself treats his political activities as an exten-
Son of his artistic ambitions. He remained, in his own €yes,
an “architect,” building a “folkish” State that was t0 match,
10 political materials, the “‘folkish” architecture of Munich.
. We might consider the matter this way (still trying that
%10 make precise the relationship between the drastically
ilfn :;re and the deliberately scheming): Do we not ‘klno‘;
. a0y authors who seem, as they turn from the role o
“tizen to the role of spokesman, to leave one room-and
“Ater anotherp Or who has not, on occasion, talked with a
:an 5 Private conversation, and then been almost star‘.led
st s s 7 S
. audxer.lc.eP And I know persons to gémic philo-
soph n the writing of items in the class of aca G "

CSpeculation to items of political pamphleteermg,

0! : . : nge O
2 58e entire style and method changes with this chang

.
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role. In their academic manner, they are cautious, pains
taking, eager to present all significant aspects of the case
they are considering; but when they turn to political pam-
phleteering, they hammer forth with vituperation, they sys-
tematically misrepresent the position of their opponent, they
go into a kind of political trance, in which, during its throes,
they throb like a locomotive; and behold, a moment later,
the mediumistic state is abandoned, and they are the most
moderate of men.

Now, one will find few pages in Hitler that one could all
“m.oderate.” But there are many pages in which he gaug®
resistances and opportunities with the “rationality” of 2
skilled advertising man planning a new sales campaign.
Politics, he says, must be sold like soap—and soap is 0ot
sold in a trance. But he did have the experience of hif
trance, in the “exaltation” of his anti-Semitism. And 126"
as he became a successful orator (he insists that revolutions
are made solely by the power of the spoken word), he had
tI‘ns “poetic” rdle to draw upon, plus the great relief it pro-
Y‘ded asa way of slipping from the burden of logical analysis
Into the pure “spirituality” of vituperative prophecy- What
more natural, therefore, than that a man so insistent Upo”
unification would integrate this mood with less ecstatic M0
ments, particularly when he had found the followers 2"

th i
¢ backers that put a price, both spiritual and materis
upon such unificationp

Once thiS happy “unityn haS 2 ”logiC”

is under way, one .
Usplr-

f:z ;;};:ege;elopmﬂ'u of a method. One knows wh'en_to. " g

.. material issue, and when to “materiall®
*Piritual one. Thus, when it is a matter of materl
Interests that cayge a confl e

1 : ‘ ict between employer 2
El%Yee, Hitler here disdainfully shifts to a high moral plan®

—
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He is “above” such low concerns. Everything becomes a
matter of “sacrifices” and “personality.” It becomes crass to
treat employers and employees as different classes with a
corresponding difference in the classification of their in-
terests. Instead, relations between employer and employee
must be on the “personal” basis of leader and follower, and
“whatever may have a divisive effect in national life should
be given a unifying effect through the army.” When talking
of national rivalries, however, he makes a very shrewd ma-
terialistic gauging of Britain and France with relation to
Germany. France, he says, desires the “Balkanization of Ger-
many” (i. e., its breakup into separationist movements—the
“disunity” theme again) in order to maintain commercial
hegemony on the continent. But Britain desires the “Bal-
kanization of Europe,” hence would favor a fairly strong
and unified Germany, to use as a counter-weight against
French hegemony. German nationality, however, is unified
by the spiritual quality of Aryanism (that would produce
fhe National organization via the Party) while this in turn
® Materialized in the myth of the blood-stream. .
I :t\t’llil:‘t, are we to learn from Hitler’s bool_<? F (;I‘i ,?ned::};?j:
e ¢ that he has shown, to a very 'dlstur dg o
Power of endless repetition. Every circular a“ver ising
admaia I;lfeting had, at the bottom,’ ,two slogans: bs{:fé:g;
> er and “War vicfims free.” And thelfcli) i
tary"ﬁhopaganda was b.ullt LIt (s ftwoectade. insists
that rnas(;mes. He describes the power Of P ; i‘;in he
. meetings are the fundamental way O gving

mdividual the sense of being protectively surrounded by 2

Rove o rops one
. “ment, the sepse of “community.” He also d II:i take

Wise 1e o0
€ hing thyy I wish the American authorities Wou of a

In treat; ce
t1 g . resen
2y N8 Nazi gatherings. He says that the p

&
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special Nazi guard, in Nazi uniforms, was of great impor-
tance in building up, among the followers, a tendency to
place the center of authority in the Nazi party. I believe that
we should take him at his word here, but use the advice in
reverse, by insisting that, where Nazi meetings are to be
permitted, they be policed by the authorities alone, and that
uniformed Nazi guards to enforce the law be prohibited.

And is it possible that an equally important feature of
appeal was not so much in the repetitiousness per se, but
in the fact that, by means of it, Hitler provided a “world
view” for people who had previously seen the world but
piecemeal? Did not much of his lure derive, once more, from
the bad filling of a good need? Are not those who insist upon
a purely planless working of the market asking people to ac
cept far too slovenly a scheme of human purpose, a slovenly
scheme that can be accepted so long as it operates with 2
fair degree of satisfaction, but becomes abhorrent to the
victims of itg disarray? Are they not then pSYchologically
ready for a rationale, any rationale, if it but offer them S0
specious “universa]” explanation? Hence, I doubt whether
the appeal was in the sloganizing element alone (paﬂicuhlrly
as even slogans can only be hammered home, in speech aft'er
sPeech, and two or three hours at a stretch, by endless var®
11018 on the themes). And Hitler himself somewhat justif
™Y Interpretation by laying so much stress upon the hlef -
mea.n.ues f the middle-clas politicians, and the contrastiné
Cf'rtamty of his own methods. He was not offering people a
riwal world View; rather, he was offering a world view 10
People who had pg other to pit against it.

. ;;\s .fc.)r the basic Nazi trick: the “curative” uanification :Y
ctitioug devﬂ-function, gradually made convincing ¥
the sloganizin

218 § Tepetitiousness of standard advertising
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nique—the opposition must be as unwearying in the attack
upon it. It may well be that people, in their human frailty,
require an enemy as well as a goal. Very well: Hitlerism
itself has provided us with such an enemy—and the clear
example of its operation is guaranty that we have, in him
and all he stands for, no purely fictitious “devil-function”
made to look like a world menace by rhetorical blandish-
ments, but a reality whose ominousness is clarified by the
record of its conduct to date. In selecting his brand of doc-
trine as our “scapegoat,” and in tracking down its equiva-
lents in America, we shall be at the very center of accuracy.
The Nazis themselves have made the task of clarification
ea'sier. Add to them Japan and Italy, and you have case
histories of fascism for those who might find it more difficult
to approach an understanding of its imperialistic drives by
3 Vigorously economic explanation.

_BUt above all, I believe, we must make it apparent that
Hitler appeals by relying upon a bastardization of funda-
mentally religious patterns of thought. In this, if prope.rly
Presented, there is no slight to religion. There is nothmg
™ religion proper that requires a fascist state. There is
Much jn religion, when misused, that does Jead to a fascist
“ate. There is a Latin proverb, Corruptio optimi pessima,
'he corruption of the best is the worst.” And it is the cor
Tuptors of religion who are a major menace to the world
:Ofr?(’i in giVi.ng. the profoﬁnd patterns of religious thought

7 e.and sinister distortion.
ableu»erOb, then, (?ur anti-Hitler .Battl'e 8 fO ﬁn:f a::eligion
areny o g the Hitlerke 48000 icabe
Unaby . In order that pOllthlaI.lS of his kind 1n for unity
. “%€ t0 perform a similar swindle. The desire 0T T

1§ . . ity, 1n
218€nulne and admirable. The desire for national unity,
9

avail-
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the present state of the world, is genuine and admirable.
But this unity, if attained on a deceptive basis, by emotional
trickeries that shift our criticism from the accurate locus of
our trouble, is no unity at all. For, even if we are among
those who happen to be “Aryans,” we solve no problems
even for ourselves by such solutions, since the factors press
ing towards calamity remain. Thus, in Germany, after all
the upheaval, we see nothing beyond a drive for ever more
and more upheaval, precisely because the “‘new way of life"
Wwas no new way, but the dismally oldest way of sheer de-
ception—hence, after all the “change,” the factors driving
towards unrest are left intact, and even strengthened. True,
the Germans had the resentment of a lost war to increas
fheir susceptibility to Hitler’s rhetoric. But in a wider senst
1t has repeatedly been observed, the whole world lost the
War—and the accumulating ills of the capitalist order were
but accelerated in their movements towards confusion
Her'lce, here too there are the resentments that go with frus
tratlo.n of men’s ability to work and earn. At that point 2
certain kind of industrial or financial monopolist may, 2%
?}?zei:ge;htz contrary voices of our parliax.nent, Wis:)cfi(;
Organizations rzlvitphe acie i 'byd but
e qujietu zsll the O.thers not merelyﬂ quiete t’ingsy
be tempted o ba;( 0 he might, under Nazi prOmf(’)ming
the political rylers afgmup GO On'be(; ainst
the necessary dem Od the St el pr'o e gthen,
would be his ingy ot t.he qukers, His galngsters,woul
be his insupan rar?ce ag.'junst his workers. But who
C€ against his gangsters?
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LITERATURE
AS EQUIPMENT FOR LIVING

HERE I shall put down, as briefly as possible, a statement
in behalf of what might be catalogued, with a fair degr‘ee
of accuracy, as a sociological criticism of literature. Socio-
logical criticism in itself is certainly not new. I shall here try
to suggest what partially new elements or emphasis I think
should be added to this old approach. And to n.lake _the
“Way in” as easy as possible, I shall begin with a discussion
of proverbs,

1

Examine random specimens in The Oxford Dictionary of
English Proverbs. You will note, I think, t h'at Eflere y r’tl)(s:
“Dure” literature here. Everything is “medicine. ProYt:.ron
e designed for consolation or vengeance, for admonitt
o exhortation, for foretelling. . hat is, peo-

Or they name typical, recurrent situations. T 1;cnt1Y
Ple find 5 certain social relationship recurting s0 freq have
that they must “have a word for it.” The ESklmOfs‘lfteen,
Special names for many different kinds of snow (

: - . alit

it 1 Temember rightly) because e }l:e drlrfu?tu“sizz
o e t

% snow greatly affect their living. Henceéo. A):nd the samé

Pp Snow much more accurately than We es give rise tO
. TU€ of social phenomena. Social Strum;,re relationships
"YPe” situations, subtle subdivisions of ¢
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involved in competitive and codperative acts. Many Pr‘:;
erbs seek to chart, in more or less hgmey and p1ctur§;q N
ways, these “type” situations. I submit Fhat such naﬂlsegof
done, not for the sheer glory of the thing, but befca .
its bearing upon human welfare. A different name s;w -
implies a different kind of hunt. Some n.arr.leS fort; < names
ply that one should not hunt at all. And similarly, "
for typical, recurrent social situations are not develop ol
of “disinterested curiosity,” but because the names 1mp
a command (what to expect, what to look out for). .
To illustrate with a few representative examples.d o
Proverbs designed for consolation: “The T Of s
shine on both sides of the hedge at once.” “Think 0 1’:
but work on.” “Little troubles the eye, but far less the sogn.d
“The worst luck now, the better another time.” “The Y:ath
in one’s face makes one wise.” “He that hath lanisome'”
quarrels.” “He knows how to carry the dead ‘cock b
“He is not poor that hath little, but he that desireth r;le fur-
For vengeance: “At length the fox is brought tO”t“ Sue @
rier.” “Shod in the cradle, barefoot in the stubble. ore
beggar and get a louse,” “The higher the ape goes the, of
he shows his tail.” “The moon does not heed the barklr}llil_u
dogs.” “He measures another’s corn by his own t-)usknots
“He shuns the man who knows him well.” “Fools tie
and wise men loose them.” most
Proverbs that have to do with foretelling: (The an
obvious are those to do with the weather.) “Sow peas 5
beans in the wane of the moon, Who soweth them 500 the
he soweth too soon.” “When the wind’s in the ?Ort};hite
skilful fisher goes not forth,” “When the sloe tree 1s ,alsxwhen
as a sheet, sow your barley whether it be dry or wet.

. d not
the sun sets bright and clear, An easterly wind you n€€
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fear, When the sun sets in a bank, A westerly wind we shall
not want.”

In short: “Keep your weather eye open”: be realistic
about sizing up today’s weather, because your accuracy has
bearing upon tomorrow’s weather. And forecast not only
the meteorological weather, but also the social weather:
“When the moon’s in the full, then wit's in the wane.”
“Straws show which way the wind blows.” “When the fish
is caught, the net is laid aside.” “Remove an old tree, and it
will wither to death.” “The wolf may lose his teeth, but
never his nature.” *“He that bites on every weed must needs
light on poison.” “Whether the pitcher strikes the stone, or
the stone the pitcher, it is bad for the pitcher.” “Fagles catch
no flies.” ‘““The more laws, the more offenders.”

In this foretelling category we might also include the
recipes for wise living, sometimes moral, sometimes techr-u-
cal: “First thrive, and then wive.” “Think with the wise
but talk with the vulgar.” ‘“When the fox preacheth, then
beware your geese.” “Venture 2 small fish to catch a great
one.” “Respect a man, he will do the more.”

In the class of “typical, recurrent situations’ we might
Put such proverbs and proverbial expressions as: Sweet ap-
ed but the

pears sour when we pay.” “The treason is 1oV
traitor s hated.” “The wine in the bottle does not quench
thirst.” “The sun is never the worse for shining on a'('h‘x'ng‘
hill.” “The lion kicked by an ass.” “The lion’s share. 1TO
catch one napping.” ‘“To smell 2 rat.” “To cool one’s hee si
By all means, I do not wish to suggest that A .the S
way in which the proverbs could be classified. For 1?.5\[/2\17;:
Ihave listed in the ““foretelling” groupP the pr'overb,. "
the fox preacheth, then beware your geese.’ But it cou .
obviously be “taken over” for vindictive purposes: Or con
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. f a mer-
sider a proverb like, ““Virtue ﬂ'les from.thelheir; Oit e
cenary man.” A poor man might obv19u5 }iication being,
to console himself for being poor (the np virtue”) or to
“Because I am poor in money I am er m“When he go
strike at another (the implication belnhg, o dererion:
money, what else could you expect of IITII1 symbolic ve-
tion?"). In fact, we could even say that suc PR proVCI‘b
geance would itself be an aspect of so.la.cff-  dunghill’
like “The sun is never the worse for shining on . ations’)
(which I have listed under “typical recurrent
might as well be put in the vindictive catego're};- hat “place’
The point of issue is not to find categori aegoris tha
the proverbs once and for all. What I want is e T o7
suggest their active nature. Here there is no - dumonition
its own sake.” There is realism for Rromlse, ring. for
solace, vengeance, foretelling, instruction, char

wel-
atters of

the direct bearing that such acts have upon m

fare,

2 : erbs 0
Step two: Why not extend such analysis of ll()ir(z;lle most
encompass the whole field of literature? ‘C,0u tely be €00
complex and sophisticated works of art leg,l,uma h leads, I
sidered somewhat a5 “proverbs writ large P. Sucrta nt facts
held admissible, should help us to discover lmpouirements
about literary Organization (thus satisfying the reqtiorl from
of technical criticism). And the kind of observa to life i
this perspective should apply beyond literature

. arat€
. ) its sep
general (thus helping to take literature out of cture)-
bin and give it 5 place in

erbs
The point of view migh

are strategies for dealin
296
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tlonslare typical and recurrent in a given social structure,

f}tlfOp e develop names for them and strategies for handling
em. Another name for strategies might be attitudes.

P
eople have often commented on the fact that there are

contrary proverbs. But 1 believe that the above approach

to P
proverbs suggests a necessary modification of that com-
pend upon differences

Tnent. .The apparent contradictions de
:Itlr;lletztcg, ln.volving a correspondingly different choice of
strategy. onsider, for instance, the apparently opposite pair:
TRepentapce comes too late” and “Never to0 late to mend.”
o:lte 2;“ :1 fllcllmonitory. It says in effect: “?(ou’d.better look
SCC(;nd 1}; " get yoursel? to? far into this business.” The
nsolatory, saying in effect: “Buck up, old man,
you can still pull out of this.”
Some critics have quarreled w
of the word “‘strategy” as the name
asked them to suggest an alternative term, SO far without B
ETOﬁt. The only one I can think of is «“method.” But if :
SFratng” errs in suggesting to some people an overly con-
f‘czous procedure, “method” errs in suggesting an overly
methodical” one. Anyhow, let's look at the documents:
Concise Oxford Dictionary: “Strategy: Movement of an
army or armies in a compaign, art of so moving or disposing
tTOOPS or ships as to impose upon the enemy the place and
time and conditions for fighting preferred by oneself” (from
a Greek word that refers to the leading of an army)-
New English Dictionary: «Gerategy: The art of projecting
and directing the larger military movements and operations

of a campaign.”

André Cheron, Trai
par stratégie les manoeuvres qui ont p
bon arrangement des pices.”
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i . For surely,
Looking at these definitions, I gal}r]l -Cgclzlarzi: work of art,
the most highly alembicated and sopdlsbe considered as de-
arising in complex civilizations, coul my of one’s thoughs
signed to organize and commar?d the ar t};]at one “imposes
and images, and to so organize them nd conditions for
upon the enemy the time an:i place 11(5 to “direct the
fighting preferred by onesel‘f. ’(,).ne S:e,s campaign of liv
larger movements and operations” in o ring is an “art.”
ing. One “maneuvers,” and the manellve’? One tries, as far
Are not the final results one’s “‘strategy one “can’t lose.."
3s possible, to develop a strategy whereby antil they fit b
One tries to change the rules of the game disaster? He will
OWn necessities. Does the artist erl.Col.mterf competition, for
“make capital” of i, If one is a \flCtlm 0 yilly-nilly more
instance, if one i elbowed out, if one 1sb‘ the solace anfi,
jockeyed against than jockeying, O‘U.e can ”yinto an “asset.
vengeance of art convert this very * llabxhty1 ing a stracgl
One tries to fight on his own terms, deve Ofnditions-”
for imposing the Proper “time, place, and c

listic.
, be rea
But one myst also, to develop a full strategy urately
One mugt size th

know how things
menacing, unlesg
the wise Strategis
merely a self-gra
open.” He wi]]

cc

ngs up properly. One Fz}nno:nz what 18
will be, what is prorlmsmgh,ngs are. S0
he accurately knows how t ltrategies 0
t will not be content WI[}% i eather eyf?
fying sort. He will “kee}?, hlsc‘gne an atti
Ot too eagerly “read into” a ; side of ar
€vant to it. He won't sit on the

nd “see” it as a dormant pla”_“ our pre
Often ill. The great allurement in may

nal literature,” for instance(;lation.

largely of this sort, 1 a strategy for easy Conss consold”
“fills a heed,” since there is always a need for easy
208
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tion—and in an era of confusion like our own the need is
especially keen. So people are only too willing to “‘meet a
man halfway” who will play down the realistic naming of
our situation and play up such strategies as make solace
cheap. However, 1 should propose a reservation here. We
usually take it for granted. that people who consume our
current output of books on “How to Buy Friends and Bam-
boozle Oneself and Other People” are reading as students
who will attempt applying the recipes given. Nothing of the
sort. The reading of a book on the attaining of success is
in itself the symbolic attaining of that success. It is while

they read that these readers are “succeeding.” I'll wager
that, in by far the great majority of cases, such readers make
The lure of

no serious attempt to apply the book’s recipes. :
the book resides in the fact that the reader, while reading 1t,
is then living in the aura of success. What he wants is eflsy
success; and he gets it in symbolic form by the mere reading
itself. To attempt applying such stuff in real life. would be
very difficult, full of many disillusioning difficulties.
Sometimes a different strategy may arise. The author may
remain realistic, avoiding too €asy 2 form of solace—.—yet he
may get as far off the track in his own way. Forgetting that
realism is an aspect for foretelling, he may take it as an end
in itself. He is tempted to do this by two f.actors.: (1) an
ill-digested philosophy of science, leading him mlsta'lfe.nly
to assume that “relentless” naturalistic “truthfulness. is a
Proper end in itself, and (2) a merely competf'tff)e desire to
outstrip other writers by being ‘‘more realistl? . thz}n theyi
Works thus made “efficient”” by tests of competition interna
to the book trade are a kind of academicism not so namefl
(the writer usually thinks of it as the opposite (?E acade‘r;b
cism). Realism thus stepped UP competitively might be dis-

299




PHILOSOPHY OF LITERARY FORM

tinguished from the proper sort by the name of “natural
ism.” As a way of “sizing things up,” the naturalistic tradi-
tion tends to become as inaccurate as the “inspirational”
strategy, though at the opposite extreme.

Anyhow, the main point is this: A work like Madame
Bouary (or its homely American translation, Babbitt) is the
strategic naming of a situation. It singles out a pattern of
experience that is sufficiently representative of our soci.aI
structure, that recurs sufficiently often mutandis mutals,
for people to “need a word for it” and to adopt an attitude
towards it. Fach work of art is the addition of a word toan
informal dictionary (or, in the case of purely derivative
artists, the addition of a subsidiary meaning to 2 word al
ready given by some originating artist). As for Madame
{iovary, the French critic Jules de Gaultier proposed to add
It to our formgl dictionary by coining the word “Bovar
ysme” and writing a whole book to say what he meant by it

Mf?ncken’s book on The American Language, 1 hat¢ to
Say, 15 splendid. I console myself with the reminder that
s i o
from thetr 1 va§ merely the amanuensis wh.o t<’3,0 -
book ¢ h:irciifl:tlx)on. He found a true “vehicle (t};ZEel i,t)-
He gets the r a’lt'e greater th.an the author who rllectivit}"
As you read thzt blesi:)ut the job was done by 2 €0 agains
anew set of ty ical;)0 ;Yo see 2 pec?ple w'ho v ' utp jcal 0
their businessp the.recurfe.n ¢ snua.tlons., s%tuatIOﬂS };Iz)ations,
their sports, E,ithe:rthpomlcs’ their criminal orgar;n stand-
ard English, or e lere Wer,e no words for thes;e didn't
“sound  righy. Sl:) Ople didn’t know them, or t“ i{ze s 2
word for it [ g i new vocabular}'r arose, to § rican

0 reason for believing that A

are unuygs . W
300 ually fertile in word-coinage. American slang




EQUIPMENT FOR LIVING

not developed out of some exceptional gift. It was developed
out of the fact that new typical situations had arisen and
people needed names for them. They had to “size things
up-"-They had to console and strike, to promise and ad-
monish. They had to describe for purposes of forecasting.
And “slang” was the result. It is, by this analysis, simply
proverbs not so named, a kind of “folk criticism.”

3

With what, then, would “sociological criticism” along
these lines be concerned? It would seek to codify the various
strategies which artists have developed with relation to the
f}a.ming of situations. In a sense, much of it would even be
timeless,” for many of the “typical recurrent situations”
are not peculiar to our own civilization at all. The situations
and strategies framed in Aesop’s Fables, for instance, apply
0 }.luman relations now just as fully as they applied in
ancient Greece. They are, like philosophy, sufficiently “gen-
eralized” to extend far beyond the particular combination
of events named by them in any one instance. They name
fln “essence.” Or, as Korzybski might say; they are on 2
‘high level of abstraction.” One doesn’t usually think of
them as “abstract,” since they are usually so concrete in
their stylistic expression. But they invariably aim 0 discern
the “general behind the particular" (which would suggest

that they are good Goethe)- _
.The attempt to treat literaturc from the standpoint of
Sltuations and strategies suggests 2 variant of Spenglor's"m-
tion of the ”Contemporaneous." By “contemporaneity .he

¢ cultures. For i

Mmeant corresponding Stages of differen
stance, if modern New York is much jike decadent Romé,

then we are “contemporaneous” with decadent Rome, O
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:llct.hlzoirsnfnci);esponding de.cadef)t city among the Mayas
historical * ¢ 18 sense that 51tu:'mons are ‘“‘timeless,” “non
ship -~ ,be atosxtlzntlporaneous. " A given human relafion
if there are foxes anc;r?-e named in e of foxes and lions
in terms of salesy }llt?ns about;. o.r 1t may no‘,s./ be namef
ticians, etc. Byt b ansup, adVCrtlsm'g, the tactics of poli
often disce;*n the enea'th the change lr'l particulars, we ma)
So sociologi na.rr.lu.]g of the one situation.
to assembleoicsl o SERE, £ here understood, would seel
us to outrage go :lodlfy this lore. It might occasionally ']ead
in some g‘reatiei taste, as we sometimes found exemph.ﬁed
ophy the same tmon or tragedy or abstruse work of ph1'105'
joke. At this o§ rateg): as we found exemplified ir? a d'1rty
together, thurs) 1n 0 .d put thfe sermon and the dl'rty joke
range of possiblgrouPl.ng by, Slt.uation” and showxflg tlllle
discerning essa Ap art_lc_u{arlzauons. In his exceptionally
says, “I think Zn h <O | ob of Work,” R. P. Blackmuf
applied wich - t 1e Wh.ole his (Burke’s) method could'bﬁ
Hammett, op M(iu.a fru”:f}ﬂness to Shakespeare, Dfi@e
I'had to admj; t}:: g;)relh,“ When I got through'Wln.Cmi'
attempt 1o S ackmur was right. Th-IS article 1st:::r
of fact, I']} g0 a ste fmethod what can be said. As a’ma -
erly put Marie C(I: re;‘lr,ther and maintain: You can’t pr(;f;
ve first pyg them ¢ 1 and Sl?akespeare apart 1.1nt11 );ia,
The strategy in com Ogeth-er. First genus, then dlﬁereﬂale
OF spectrum of Particnion- 18 .the genus. The m,:,gg or S
. Anyhoy, that’s Whu arfza“m‘ls is the differentia. .
VIEWers sometime ﬁnda; I'm driving at. And that’s whz’ -
ience.” TI;,:l y work “1“ntu1ti’\,’e" leapfr t}ilea e
. groupings Y are not “leaps at all. ytra-
» made on the basis of some ®

tegic ele
ment co
302 mmon tq the items grouped. They are
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1ther more e B0
classification ofn(:;il:lssev elrrllttulxve than any grouping or
bananas as fruits, and the C:-n bpples can be. groupefl with
as round. I am simpl yr .e gr ?uped Wltl} tennis balls
method of classiﬁcatior? p- (zlposmg, in the social sphere, 2

The method has th with reference £0 strategies.
gives definite insi ;tt' ese things to be said in its favor: It
a_nd it automatica% ;frltokthe organization of literary works;
literature as a SPCCZi liZeeg s dow.n the barriers erecFed about
by reference to three kindpurfu}llt. P'eople can c1a551fy' novels
doesn’t matter. Student: > ,elg t kinds, seventeen kinds. It
classification and > pat-lent.ly copy down the professor’s
of possible aCadepa'Ss exan%mau.ons on it, because the range
classification, as hmlc, classifications 1is endless. Sociological
from the fac,t th e suggested, would derive its relevance
to social Situati(;;t " Shc-)UId apply both to works of art and

It would. I 8 (?utmfie of art.
furrent Cat;:g(,r?j:nlt’ (;’101ate cu‘r‘rent pieties, break down
'good taste” has b’ " tl.lereby outrage goqd taste.”” But
posing would be eC(.Jme me:rt. The classifications I :zlm p‘ro-
categories, active. 1 think that what We need is active
of Tn};e;:r:latt?goy.ie? Wi.ll lie on th
in particulasrpfglahzauon' The new alighies .
in our universit(.)se persons who take t.he division of .facult.les
God himself di 1.63 to be an exact replica of the way 1n whlch
1050phy of th 1};’1_ ed up the universe. We hav'e had the Pht-
Becoming Ie eing; and we have 1-121(.1 thfe philosophy of the
getting th.e ;hfontemporary speC.lallZathl’l, we have been
localities has h 110'50phy of the. Bin. Eac}% of. these mental
even irs OWS ad 1‘ts o.w.n pecuhar x‘vay of l.lfe,. its own \.r‘alues,
ing”” Am n special 1d?om for set?mg, .thmkmg, and “'prov-

ong other things, 2 sociological approac

303

¢ bias across the categories

ment will outrage




PHILOSOPHY OF LITERARY FORM

attempt to provide a reintegrative point of view, a broader
empire of investigation encompassing the lot.

What would such sociological categories be like? They
would consider works of art, I think, as strategies for select-
ing enemies and allies, for socializing losses, for warding oft
evil eye, for purification, propitiation, and desanctification,
consolation and vengeance, admonition and exhortation,
implicit commands or Instructions of one sort or another.
A_rt forms like “tragedy” or “comedy” or ‘“satire” would .,e
trea}ted as equipments for living, that size up situation's n
var.xous ways and in keeping with correspondingly various
attitudes. The typical ingredients of such forms would
be sought. Their relation to typical situations would be
stressed. Their Comparative values would be consideref%:
T with the intention of formulating a “strategy of strategies,

| the “over-al]” Strategy obtained by inspection of the lot.




