as an "intellectual", who deceives himseld and others because he be-
Lieves it 48 possible to express everything by words.

She says it is impossible to express Lideas about Love, Life and
death by clean conceptions. There always will remain something unexphress-
able. Hene she is absolutely night, but because it {8 40 night it 48 50
congusing.

The inexperienced youngster will enthusiasitically aghree, simply
because he is too Lazy to make the effort to check the twth. We educa-
Lons must gight this indolence and must bring everyone's attention to
the point that Mas. Lindbergh speaks not at all about Love, Life and
death, but about the Nazis; about the Baitish; about what is antiquated
with the British and Amernicans and what is new with the Nazis. One may
dream about Love, but one can and must speak clearly about the morality
04 the Nazis in contrast Lo ourn own morality.

1 would even estimate political dreams relatively harmless Lf
they were real drneams. 1 don't believe.the idea "dream" characterizes
something {lLogical with unclear conclusions. "Dream" has a quite conscious
intention to guide the thought of people into a certain direction. 1 feel
ZbZLged fo open the eyes of our young people; therefore I am going Ainto
etall.

The Wave of the Future asks the very Amportant question: what to
tell our chilldren when They hear about the torture of innocent people and
the violation of peaceful nations? This 4is a question of moral education
and has to be answered grom a moral point of view. Why doesn't the book
do £t? Why does it go grom the mornal to the political viewpoint? Why
is the answer suddenly Legt to "ally" on "pro-ally" friends?

The question 48 asked by men who care about the education of the
young people in our workd. The Gewmans, English and French alone cannot
answer this question. 1t 48 one for the civilized people of the worlkd.

1 shatl come back Later to the real answer. Forn the moment, 1
will only demonstrate methods Mws. Lindbergh uses Zo confuse the clear
moral question by not giving a clear moral but a political answer. There
ae two answers to the mornal question both based on the morality of my
own education and thadition.

The youngster who heans about the atrocities and the other mean
acts (even those which happened in the war are not the wornst) has to be
ne-educated to the Chuistian idea of Love, respect and understanding of
his gellow man. One could perhaps overlook Ldeals of the past. Today
At 458 a sin forn any educator not to act when he sees genuine values
§ighting fon thein existence. The book makes quasi fun of people who
tell thein children not to distunb a breeding concentration camp, where
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at the same time the worst atrocities are being committed. 1 do
believe, that if all Geaman parents and all German educators had

taught thein children to be considerate, even of animals, Hitler would
not have- found executionens for his concentration camps. The German
people might have revolted against the inhuman treatment of the defeated
Poles and against all those cruelties we nead about daily 4in the news-
papens . .

POWER MORALITY VERSUS CHRISTIAN MORALITY

Mws. Lindbengh's next thesis £s: The Chaistian morality Ais
dead; nobody believes in it any more. A new heroic morality, which 48
,not based on Love but power, has come into being. We know milLions of men
today who follow this credo and will persecute Chrnistianity. We are un-
able to dissuade anyone §rom subscribing to this theony, but this concept
should come out openly and honestly. This is the ultimate spiritual purity
one could ask fonr.

This book isn't intended to be spirnitually pure. 1t attacks
underhandedly 4in onder to win over people who would otherwise be againsi
it the ideology that there are more impontant values than fust Christian
morality.

Let's follow her method. Finstly,it doesn't ask the pro-Christian
people but the pro-allies forn thein opinions of education. Secondly, Lt
twus the opinion of the pro-allied people around to a pro-Christian one.

Mns. Lindbergh tells them what we see in the world today and
Ain Hitlen's Genmany 4is fjust the bad; and we must §ight it. We under-
stand now why this answer is not given by the pro-Christians, but the
pro-allies. The pro-Christians' answern is on an educational plane, abso-
Lutely independent of warn. But if the politicians (pro-allies) answer
they will undenstandably say: We have to be on the side of England
against Gerwmany.

Mns. Lindbergh by hinting at this idea gets her readers o the
point at which she wishes to have them. The war {8 unpopular in America.
Therefore the pro-allies are unpopular. One is8 therefonre shifted to
theirn answern to education - and without noticing it - to their under-
standing of Christian morality.

Perhaps people will hecognize how 1 tuned the {issue around,
Mrs. Lindbergh might have thought: Therefore it might be better fo give
a direct answer to people who hecognize the atrocities of Hitlenism. And
who wants to fight them? Theregore 1 tell them: Imagine Living 4in a
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country of thees, rocks and mountains. No. But thene are no trees,
rocks on mountains. They are fake - and the people don'Z notice Lt at
all.

1t i8 possible to use such (Llustration without saying one word
more. Young people going through thein education shoutd build their own
idea of the world around them. They have to be taught that a picture
is neven able to neplace an argument.

What is the meaning of the "paper rocks"? Are those athoeities
the people see real on onky painted? The atrocities are real. Even
Mrs. Lindbengh cannot deny that those athocities are only too neal.
Therefone the picture cannot apply to them. This pictune would only make
sense Af it would apply to the surroundings of the observer. Theregore
. the obsenver was unable to see anything reak because of his papier-mache
swuoundings, 4i.e. the atrocities - the realdty of Hitlern - Geamany.

THE THEME OF THE BOOK: THE BASIC GOOD IN NAZfSM

The book says nothing about the many persecutions, such as people
hunted in the stneets and captured and treated inhumanty. What about
the observen? 1§ he will take the same treatment, the dignity of humanity
sufferns. What about those people who want Zo fight against this pesti-
fence? Who wants to make America safe from it?7 18 it fairn to tekl them
they Live in a "theater world"? Mrs. Lindbengh doesn't use this metaphon
against people of Christian morality, she uses it as divension. She
centainly cannot deny the horrons visible %o the whole workd., Horrons the
Nazis don't even want to keep secret, evil as Zhey are.

I cite M. Lindbengh verbatim: "There are sins, there 4s no
doubt about it, and T am against them. But there are othen sins also."
Then she twws anound and says: "The real sinnens are not the Nazis with
thein inhuman ideas and methods, but people and nations who do not act
Like the Nazis. The Nazis had courage enough to make a change. But noZ
the othens. Change is the neal essence of Living matter. To hesist
change is o sin against Life itselg."

With #this siatement she neally tries to kilL Christian morality.
A honnible Lack of nesponsibility! Even the mosi idealistic fanatic
Will not take as unémportant all that occuwrred before in Germany, and
dare to call those people bLind who see it and want to gight it. By
saying: "There are more important thingd fo do, first you have to change,
then you have o Look for a greater aim than Chaistian morality. A
new aim by which the unhappy people will feel consoled. Look forn Zhis
glonious aim, which is in gront of you. To win it you have to take all
evdl"
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Let's make it clean, Mns. Lindbergh nevern says what this aim
5. There is no intetligible aim at all. There 48 neither "a dream
aim" norn a faith; there is fust nothing. People are supposed Zo
sacrifice all that is neclly true for this nothing. Their feelings and
heactions againsit atrocities do not count.

‘ I believe it would be incorrect to cald Mrs. Lindbergh's book
aimbess. 1& is sometimes aimless, Lt is sometimes pro-Nazi, but it 48
deginitely anti-Chnistian. Yet it is definitely against the atrocities.
Let's check this "sometimes Nazism"! She wnites: "What 48 behind Nazism?
14 it nothing but a 'retww to barbarism'? On 4is it some new and even
ulitimately good conception of humanity, even if it tries to come alive
by evil, honnible and abortive attempts"? 1 repeat: Aif she really sees
in Nazism something new and also an ultimately good conception of humanity,
it is hen personak night. But it is akso the duty of an honorable authonr
to make clear what this new humanity of Nazism is.

That i8 not difficult. There are hundreds of books in Geuwmany
and 1taly which thy to prove the positive side of 4t. 1 only mention
the Leading authons Like Rosenberg, Dawte and Hitler. Everyone knows
these people are obsessed by a centain idea; they know what this idea 48;
they are able to §ight against it; and prove that these ideas are not
valid for the future.

In Mus. Lindbengh's book there is not even a hint of what this
"new" will be. 1§ there is anything in the Nazis' ultimately good
conception, shall we really teach owr children - %o come back to the
orniginal thesis - "Don't oppose the change!"

14 they ask: "What shatl we change?" the answer will be: "I
don't know for certain, or even for uncertain". "Somehow you have to
do it Like the Nazis, but certainty never do anything nasty." "ALL
right," they will ask, "what are the good sdides of Nazism?" "How
did you get the idea to see in Nazism the 'wave of Zhe ‘uture'?"

The answer would be: "I am sory 1 cannot prove £t. 1 only
feel it. It is just my belief and my dream."

I didn't cite verbatim. After reading the book no other answer
48 possible. The author herself Later realized that it is Ampossible
to state just anything if the question is "what is the highest, the
most impontant idea on earth and heaven?" Therefore she tries %o make
something plausible. But not to prove anything. Again she uses plctures:
"Centainly, also see all the ugliness, but that is only foam on the
waves of the future.” The uncritical neaden is satisgied. He feels the
authon sees the ugly things which are only "foam" and will by nature
disappear. .. fongetting therefore to ask what "the waves of Zhe future"
are. Hene the author doesn't use a picture to iLRlustrate something %o
hide the Lack of any orniginal Aidea.
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WHY 1S MRS. LINDBERGH'S BOOK POPULAR?

‘ Vou will ask, "Why do you speak 80 much about such a bad book?
Nobody will read it anyway." 1In fack, it 44 a book very much read Ln
this country for the Last several months.

How is this success to be explained? 1 believe there are
psychofogical reasons which have nothing to do with the appreciation of
Nazism as a future movement. Finst it is the book's mental attitude
against wan. War 48 not popular. No one Likes %o think about war.
Evernything wnitten against war is comfortable and easily acceptable. This
book confimms it and that is what makes it even more dangerous now. 1t 44
possible to be against war even by recognizing Nazism as a movement 0f the
guture.

The Nazi movement, in Zhis book, gets a great uplift by mixing
pro-Nazi ideas with anti-war ideas. Logically those two ideas never come
Zogethern. 1t is certainly comfortable Zo have arguments for the good of
the Nazis because in case of war you would have to fight them. That is
even more neason for the success of this book. 1% shows the eady super-
ficial way by which everyone sees his own near future. 1 don't speak
about the actual political situation here which certainly concerns
Amernica also, but of the situation of the whole workd.

There 48 something wrong with the social situation of the world.
1t is impossible today just to state: "I am master - on 1 am serf." The
self-evidence is gone. One has fear, bad conscience or is just angry.
08d ideas die, and new ones are growing. However one geels about 4%, £
i consoling to hean grom Mws. Lindbergh that peace and hawmony will reign
in America, Aif there 4is the courage for a change.

1 only hope as many readers as possible will recognize how cheap
the bait to catch them. Mrs. Lindbergh knows the insecurity which every-
one feels today, but she is clever enough to recognize that people be-
cause of insecurity are conservative, that they Love Zhe ofd ways and
hate to change. They don't Like to change their political on social ad-
versaries .

Mus. Lindbengh only speaks about "change". She never mentions
who should change. Therefore the uncriticak and conservative readen
assumes the opponent will change. Mns. Lindbeng never says what the
new ideals are, on in which direction they will go. Therefore why not
foLlow hen? We have to take this sense of uneasiness and disorder very
seniously; this sense of the old is dying before the new is bon.

We even have to take it more seriously. Because only this idea

gives Mns. Lindbergh the possibility to gain a point for the Nazis. This
‘dea enables the authon to affirm that the future will be with the Nazis
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without even giving one single reason. The same symptoms 04 decline
and sickness have occwuied in Gemany as everywhere else, but in
Germany there were courageous men who were willing to thy new ways. A
not absund statement, because Lt could have been.

Everything in Germany asked urgently ‘for a change, f§or a renewal.
Does that by necessity and Logic mean proghess, o - fust in such a
situation - netneat to nihifism and barbarism? There is not one serious
American publication which tries to prove that Nazism is an "wetimately
good conception of humanity trying to come Zo binth". The author believes
Nazism will be the movement of the future because of its success in Germany
by awakening the Gemman national spinit. 1 know success L8 a very Am-
portant facton everywhere.

The man without success Loses his moral identity. The successful
man is the idof, much more than the man who prefers fo Live without suc-
cess since he does not want to use indecent means. This thinking is
psychologically undenstandablfe. But we have to fight any kind of success
which is based on destruction of Chruistian morality, on oppression of alk
that is Lovable in human beings, on the making alive again of atl that
through centuries we recognized as evil, and fought in hard battles and
suppressed. -

The success Mws. Lindbergh thinks of, 48 the military success.
We don't know at all if this success was possible by national spirit
and enthusiasm and "superb equipment of the Gewmans" on by appeasers
and thaitons among the enemies of Germany. Austria was abandoned;
Czechoslovakia betrayed; Poland got no help; a ghoup 04 unprinedpled
Frenchmen swuiendered thein country to the enemy. At the moment
England nidded herself of the appeasens, Germany's success stopped. Let's
not fonrget Greece, a small country always against fascism. In a few years
Germany grew grom a secondany state to a workd power. Centainly a great
success. Did the national spinit really create this success? 1 don't
believe it. 1 believe we have to thank this external success to those
English and Frenchmen who had the wrong idea. A powerful Geamany would
protect them against Russia.

THE FALLACY OF MRS. LINDBERGH'S APPRAISAL OF THE GERMAN NATTONAL SPIRIT

Mrs. Lindbergh says: "1t is dmpossible to deny this national
spinit." What does she know about spinit? Only what she 48 made %o
believe. Was there ever in the world a greater graud than the German
propaganda department? Has she seen anywhere a harden pressure to create
national ApAnit?
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She knows about capital congiscation, about concentration
camps, about sentences by judges who themselves were under heavy
pressune, about the infonmens everywhere, about the incitement of
children against thein parents and much more. She knows about all that.
Because one doesn't even care to keep it secnet.

Can this new national spirit, based on a tewwnr system, really
impress Mns. Lindbengh? 1 deny the new spinit; gear and resignation are
unable to create a new spinit. She will certainly not gind the new
spinit she speaks about among the workens who have to work today at ne-
duced pay, on among the clerics of any persuasion, o among the decent
judges, or among the peasants, orn finally among the highly cultured ghoup
04 Gerunans.

1 agree there is one ghoup with genuine enthusiasm. Those are
the young people who went through the "Hitler Youth" and are now sofdiens.
Here 1 go along with Mus. Lindbergh. For years young people ghew up with-
out a heal ideal. That is a very serious consideration for any educator.
To be enthusiastic for an idea is the only possible way for any young man
to get §ree of a basically boring Life of self-interest. This enthusiasm
enables him to obtain a dedication.

Religious Adeas Lost power with the 17th century. The creative
power of the Renaissance which {idealized "man" was Lost when Lt became
clean that there are Limits fon the human inteflect. The age of Ldeal-
ism about 1800, especially strong in Genmany, had Losxt At8 power, the
power of the French Revolution - s0 attractive 2o the youth, 4is probably
today only alive in Communism.

There really wasn't anything for them o be enthusiastic about.
Then Hitler came Zo power and gave Zo the young people something %o be
enthusiastic about. 1§ Mws. Lindbergh would have pointed at that, she
would have made a mark. Communism and Nazism were able fo create en-
thusiasm, while the democracies nemained Lethargic with the exception of
England. '

England under Churchifl's Leadership will fight forn her own
existence but also fon the idea of chivalry, decency and Liberty.

1S BARBARISM BETTER THAN LETHARGY

There 48 stilL one dmportant question about Muis. Lindbergh's
judgment. The question is: Whatdid Hitler do to arouse the youth be-
fone the war, out of this above mentioned Lethargy? Hitlern was able
o win the young people by allowing them not Lo suppress those passions
the Christian education thied Zo eliminate. Mus. Lindbergh doesn't even
touch this point.
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In every human being 48 a sadistic urge which is restricted,
the highen the civilization. Today this urge 4is suddenly gree %o
tortune men, to do everything forn £its own profit, to refect any decent
and chivalrous method. That is a rnetuwwn to barbarism.

14 the devotion to Chriistian humanity 14 the greatest achieve-
ment in the history of human development, the permission of sadism is the
wornst downfall. Barbarism certainly is worse than Lethargy. There L8
always hope to bring people out of Lethargy, to show them a way Lo Zhe
futune; but it is Ampossible to agree with a way back into barbarism.

By analyzing what Hitler gives us we don't gind any Lideas Looking
fon the future, only ideas Looking back to a 1940-year odd past, the
Dark Ages. 1% doesn't mean anything else than to replace the free in-
dependent humanity - born in the renaissance - with a wholesale humanity
which renounces individual acting and thinking and i85 only too glad %o
be in uniform.

"The wave of the future 48 coming and there 48 no way of gighting
A" Certainly it 46 thue; but if the waves of the past are coming,
thying to throw us back into times Long overcome, we shall have %o §ight.
We shatl §ight for the future of owr culture.

There are two ways o §ight. Fiwit: England, which natuwrally
fights now for her own existence must be helped by America on we must
become an ally of England. Second: We have to fight in our own country
against this contagious disease.

T cite here the only sentence 4in Mas. Lindbergh's book with
which 1 agnee: "I do not believe the things we condemn in Geamany are
Ainnately Gemwman...they are evils which come fo every nation under certain
conditions." "Nobody should take for granted that the Gerwmans have any
kind of moral insanity orn are especially given to an awakening o the
power of barbarism. 1 dearly Love the Germans, and 1 am terrnified at
this devil's whip. They are suffering.”

I know forn sure - and T am 50 certain - the tewrible sickness
which the Germans suffer 48 a contagious {LLness, which 48 very
dangerous fon othern countries too. The fight in our own country has Zo
be prophylactic. We have to do everything to save America from Zhis
contagious gernm. God may save America grom the "waves of the past" and
keep her healthy and prepared forn the tasks of the future. How can we help?

It 48 centainly a negative approach to bring attention to such
a book as Mas. Lindbergh wrote. We educatorns have a greater task. We have
to strnengthen the old good powers of Chruistianity developed through many
centunies; to sitnengthen the ideals of devotion and chivalry. They alone
are able to make us Limmune against hate and sadism. That was to become
more than evern the main task of education.
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Experience shows £t is possible. We don't say anything new,
we only repeat what was good for centuries. We believe no new enthus -
Lasm can be boan 4in contrast to those good old ideals.

America, once it is Limmune §rom the seductive appeal to go
backwards will develop a new and twe movement for a better future. Then
she will not only help herself, but will also show Germany the way to a
spirnitual and monal futwre. May God help us.
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