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Introduction

American society has been fascinated with Adolf Hitler since he first came to power in
1933. People yearn to know what kind of man could lead a country to take over half of Europe,
while also organizing the genocide of eleven million people under his policy of creating a pure
Aryan race. Hitler’s name has become synonymous with several ideas and images in history,
past and present. He is often considered one of the most evil men ever to have lived because of
his supervision of the extermination of six million Jews and five million others, including
gypsies, homosexuals, political dissidents, and social outcasts. On the other hand, he has been
seen as a great political leader who rebuilt Germany after several years of unstable governments
and one of the worst depressions of its history. He is also portrayed as a military genius because
of the ease with which he overtook several European nations. According to one recent scholar,
Hitler is “even closer to the center of consciousness and is today a figure of inescapable
presence.”!

This fascination with Hitler first developed when he came to power in January 1933, as
different groups debated his new policies in Germany and his future abilities as a leader.
Throughout the 1930s, America definitely did not have a general consensus about Hitler.
Americans were divided in their responses to him, but one group that proved to be especially
anti-Hitler was America's college students. Unfortunately, in the studies that have been
conducted on the American public's perceptions of Hitler, it appears that little attention has been

paid to youth views during his years in power. This thesis, will attempt to give youth a voice, as

! Alvin Rosenfeld, Imagining Hitler (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1985), 94-95, quoted in Kenneth L.
Work, “A Separation From Reality: The American Attitudes Toward Adolf Hitler from 1923 to 1995” (Ph.D. diss.,
Georgia State University, 1996), 213.
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it focuses on their opinions of Hitler from 1933-1939, as voiced in their own student
newspapers.

This study compares the public perceptions of Adolf Hitler in university newspapers with
the views expressed in mainstream journals in the United States from 1933 until 1939. The
focus of the study is to find out whether university students, as representatives of the educated,
younger generation, had a consistent view of Hitler and his policies in Germany with those
expressed in contemporary journals of the 1930s. This study analyzes news stories, editorials,
and editorial cartoons from the University of California, Los Angeles’s California Daily Bruin,
the University of California, Berkeley’s Daily Californian, the Yale Daily News, and The
Harvard Crimson. The student newspapers are from four of the most elite universities in the
United States, and thus, they reflect opinions of some of the most educated and informed
students at this time. Also chosen because of their regional differences, these newspapers allow
the reader to get a feel for how the older, single-sex, private schools in the east compared to the
newer, coed, public schools in California. All of these university newspapers were student
operated and available to all students on a daily basis for a small fee during the 1930s.

I traveled to each of these universities and researched student opinion on Hitler as found
in archived student newspapers only during the more significant or newsworthy events that
related to Hitler and Germany from when he came to power in January of 1933 until World War
II broke out in early September 1939. 1 examined each newspaper about a week prior to each
event and for about two to three weeks after each event. In years when there proved to be little

going on in Germany, specifically 1934, 1935, and 1937, I looked for opinions every day the

? Throughout this paper, any reference to youth indicates the views of elite college educated students, as this was
the sector of the population that I focused on. Because only four college newspapers were utilized, this thesis serves
as only one attempt to find a consensus of student opinion on Hitler.
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newspaper was published. At Harvard, I also used the online archive to look up any other days
the newspaper included articles about Hitler or Germany.

By comparing student views found in these newspapers with what was printed in the
mainstream press, this thesis contends that educated students, although very pacifist during the
1930s, were highly critical of Hitler much earlier on than their elders who completely
underestimated Hitler as he rose to power throughout the 1930s. The general public’s failure to
take Hitler seriously until 1938 had deplorable consequences for Europe during World War I
and the Holocaust. The students, who were among the strongest supporters of the anti-war
movement in the 1930s, also proved to be very anti-fascist and anti-Hitler, and often called for
intervention by means other than war. Moreover, American students began to develop a separate
political identity in the 1930s. As they criticized Hitler, they also criticized American leadership
and that of the Allies, as well. Hitler was not seen as an isolated phenomenon, but rather as a
product of failed diplomacy, a harsh peace treaty, ignorance, U.S. neutrality, and Allied
appeasement. This position in no way “forgave” Hitler, but rather it suggests that American
students had a very sophisticated understanding of the political situation and were possibly
frustrated by their inability, as young people, to affect change. Most importantly, this research
suggests that the debate over America’s reaction to Hitler in the 1930s was a crucial chapter in
the history of America’s left, and it was an important moment in developing a cultural identity

for youth that continues today.

Literature Review

Several scholars have explored the public’s opinion of Hitler in America throughout the

years prior to, during, and after his reign as the leader of Germany. In an attempt to find a
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general public opinion about Hitler, most of these scholars have surveyed mainstream American
periodicals and newspapers during the years he was in power. At a time when public opinion
polls were not widely used beyond forecasting local election results, leading U.S. newspapers
and journals seemed to have been one of the best ways to determine a general consensus about
American views of Hitler.> While graduate students Kenneth Work and Eugene Bacon explored
both newspapers and journals in their research, most of the people who have written on this
subject only surveyed several mainstream journals over a specified number of years. Historian
Michael Zalampas argued that periodicals are useful because they provide a wide variety of
sources for information and did not publish under the same time pressures as newspapers.” ‘
Graduate student Liesel Ashley Miller also looked at periodicals because “daily newspapers and
radio broadcasts were not afforded days or even hours at times to review and rewrite information
and thus could not provide as thorough reports as the weekly or monthly periodicals.” That
said, daily newspapers still proved to be a reliable source in determining general American
opinion. Campus newspapers are particularly helpful because they proved to be one of the few
vehicles through which students’ voices could be heard. Furthermore, student newspapers
provided a place in which student opinion was shaped, as well as reflected

The scholarship that has been written on this subject tends to take two forms. Some
historians have tried to focus on American perception of National Socialism as a whole,
including the policies that Nazism advocated. The majority of scholars, however, have looked

specifically at the U.S. perceptions of Hitler himself, who they view as the creator of the regime,

*Work, 4. See also Daniel Shepherd Day, “American Opinion of German National Socialism, 1933-1937” (Ph.D.
diss., University of California, Los Angeles, 1958), 7.

* Michael Zalampas, Adolf Hitler and The Third Reich in American Magazines, 1923-1939 (Ohio: Bowling Green
State University Popular Press, 1989), 217.

5 Liesel Ashley Miller, “Perceptions of the Personality of Adolf Hitler in American Periodicals, 1939-1941"
(Master’s thesis, Mississippi State University, 1994), 5.
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in an attempt to get to the core of National Socialism. Both of these types of studies serve
utmost importance to this paper because Hitler becomes almost interchangeable with Nazi
Germany as a whole. This proves to be true, as scholars who attempted to give an overview of
American perceptions of Nazi Germany discuss in great detail the perception of the “Hitler
regime” instead. Writing his dissertation in the 1950s, Daniel Day Shepherd attempted to find a
consensus among American opinion of German National Socialism by surveying the opinions of
diverse groups in society. He focused primarily on how these groups felt toward the “Hitler
regime,” as if every aspect of Third Reich could be attributed to Hitler himself. He freely
interchanged “Hitler regime” with “Nazi regime” and “National Socialism” in his concluding
remarks about how each group of Americans felt during this time.® This reflects the idea that
Nazi Germany was a totalitarian state, and thus, all aspects of that nation were controlled by
Adolf Hitler.

Liesel Ashley Miller specifically stated in the introduction of her Master’s thesis that she
was looking at American perceptions of Hitler “the man,” not at his rise to power or his Nazi
policies on the Jewish question. She focused more on Hitler’s personal life, his personality, his
role as the German leader, and his role in the war.’ This is how her work differed from Michael
Zalampas’, whom she claimed focused more on Hitler’s policies, the Nazi Party, and the Third
Reich. Zalampas’ Adolf Hitler and the Third Reich in American Magazines, 1923-1939 never
made a clear distinction between “Hitler” and “his regime,” as he hardly ever separated the two
in his writing. Miller claimed that her work, like graduate student Roberta Siegel’s “Opinions on

Nazi Germany: A Study of Three Popular American Magazines, 1933-1941,” does make a clear

¢ Day, 224-226.
7 Miller, 4.
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distinction between the German people and the German government (Hitler), and thus, raises
questions about him as the leader and what kind of control he had over the Nazi state.?

Thus, Hitler’s name is often used synonymously with that of Nazi Germany itself.
Kenneth Work further proved this with his 1996 attitudinal research on Georgia State University
students who were asked to give their opinion of Hitler.” Work’s research showed that the
students were very familiar with Hitler’s name, as almost every student associated Hitler with
being the leader of Germany during the Second World War. His research also confirmed the
results of a previous study in which eleventh graders who were questioned about twentieth
century history overwhelmingly associated Hitler with being the leader of Germany during
World War I1.'° Thus, all of the scholars tended to focus on American public perception of
Hitler “the man” in one form or another because his name was interchangeable with Germany

prior to and during World War II.

This study, as well, focuses on student opinion of Hitler rather than of Germany or the
Nazi movement because student newspapers, like the more mainstream magazines, freely
interchanged Hitler’s name with Nazi Germany, especially beginning in 1936. Hitler had
become equivalent to Germany by this point in the minds of American students. This can be
seen specifically in debates over whether or not America should participate in the Olympics or
send delegates to the 550™ Heidelberg University anniversary celebration.

Most studies attempted to capture a general public opinion and to include the opinions of

the majority of American society, and thus, they surveyed popular magazines. For example,

¥ Miller, 8. See also abstract of Roberta Siegel, “Opinions on Nazi Germany: A Study of Three Popular American
Magazines, 1933-1941” (Ph.d. diss., Clark University, 1950).

® Work, 184.

1 «America’s Grade on 20® Century European Wars,” New York Times (December 3, 1995), 5. This data was
based on a test given by the Educational Excellence Network with the National Assessment of Educational Progress.
The results were published in Diane Ravitch and Chester E. Finn Jr., What Do Our 17 Year Olds Know? (Harper and
Row, 1987), quoted in Work, 187-188.
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Kenneth Work claimed that he used Time, Newsweek, and The Literary Digest because they were
the leading magazines of the day. He chose The Reader’s Digest, The Saturday Evening Post,
and Review of Reviews because of their large circulations.'' Historian Toni McDaniel also
selected twelve periodicals based on their “moderate to large readership” and their “interest in
publishing articles about Hitler.”'> These magazines, although massively circulated, target
specific parts of the population, and therefore, do not “represent” all Americans. It appears that
America did not necessarily have a general consensus, but unfortunately, there has been an entire
segment of the population—the youth—which these magazines do not necessarily target, and
thus, student opinions have often been left out of such studies.”” Because the mass-circulated
periodicals are written by and appeal to members of an older generation, we do not know
whether or not the views they expressed were consistent with attitudes of the younger generation.
Daniel Shepherd Day attempted to divide American public opinion into groups of
individuals. He surveyed magazines that would give the best reflection of American labor
opinion, business opinion, farm opinion, church opinion, and intellectual opinion because he
wanted “to ascertain the views of those groups which occupied influential positions among the
American population, and which either reflected or shaped the opinion of a large section of the
population.”’* While Day’s intentions are good, he also failed to include a large segment of the
population by not including youth opinions in his study. And although youth may not have

“occupied influential positions among the American population,” Day is hypocritical because he

"'Work, 11.

12 Toni McDaniel, “A ‘Hitler Myth?’ American Perception of Adolf Hitler, 1933-1938,” Journalism History 17
(1990-1991): 48.

13 Kenneth Work was the only scholar who actually directly included university students’ views in his research by
surveying core curriculum history courses at Georgia State University. “The overall objective...of the research was
to determine how college students perceived Adolf Hitler, using a research technique that encourages students to
give free and uninhibited responses to questions.” Work, who succeeds in including the voice of youth, still ignores
the youth perceptions of Hitler during the years he was in power, as his research was conducted between the end of
1991 and the summer of 1995, some fifty years after Hitler’s death.
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states that “to consider only the general or average opinion of the American people is to overlook
or minimize the attitudes and convictions of those factions of the population which reflected
more discernment than was evident among average citizens.”"

Youth views are important because they include an important group of future policy-
makers that is often overlooked or lumped together with the older generation. It is important to
distinguish between the two different generations because they do not necessarily always agree
with one another. Furthermore, the student movement proved to be extremely important in the
1930s as Robert Cohen discussed in his book, When the Old Left Was Young. The movement
was very large while “[a]t its peak in the late 1930s, the student movement’s demonstrations
involved hundreds of thousands of students annually—by some estimates almost half of
America’s undergraduate population.”'® The movement was also quite influential with students
organizing the first national student strikes and shaping political discourse on campus for the
remainder of the decade.'” Cohen’s book offers insight into how youth in America viewed
important foreign policy issues at the time, such as fascism, the Nazi movement, and the war in
Europe. Cohen focused on the isolationism of the student movement, which helps one to better
understand what students meant when they called for action against Hitler in their student
newspapers. Cohen also recognized most historians neglect of the students’ voices, whiéh he

attributes to the fact that “[h]istorians, as a middle-aged group, tend not—outside of those

working on the era of the 1960’s—to take youth seriously enough to study their ideas or the

“ Day, 8.

'f Day, 6.

:: Robert Cohen, When the Old Left Was Young (New York: Oxford University Press, 1993), xviii.
Cobhen, xiii.
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history of student politics.”'® Cohen’s explanation proves to be a fairly accurate one when

looking at the studies of American perceptions of Hitler.

18 Cohen, xix.

12
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Part I: 1933-1935

Hitler Becomes Chancellor

Hitler’s appointment as Chancellor of Germany on January 30, 1933 made front page
news in Berkeley’s student newspaper, The Daily Californian, and in UCLA’s California Daily
Bruin. However, at Yale and Harvard, the student newspapers hardly gave notice to Hitler’s new
role. The Harvard Crimson, in particular, did not mention the new German leader’s name until
February 14, 1933 and only in the form of a recorded interview with a noted history professor.
Nevertheless, by February, The Harvard Crimson and the Yale Daily News printed more
information about the new leader of Germany. And although an inconsistency existed between
how much the newspapers printed immediately after Hitler’s appointment, students were well
served with the amount of information in their student newspapers about the events in Germany.

An article in Berkeley’s newspaper labeled Hitler a very “ambitious” Fascist leader even
before his appointment as Chancellor was confirmed.” The day following his appointment by
President Paul von Hindenburg, the paper fully covered the story on the front page and offered
insight into Hitler’s planned social and political programs. It mentioned that his policies
included state control of economics and business activity, relief of debtor’s burdens, and
“reorganization of the social and political life of Germany on the basis of the ‘racial theory.””?°
UCLA students similarly knew about the appointment of Hitler, as the story made front page
news. The story also discussed the other cabinet members elected with the intention to safeguard

Hitler’s regime with their conservative views.?!

' The Daily Californian, January 30, 1933.
2 The Daily Californian, January 31, 1933,
2! California Daily Bruin, January 31, 1933.
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At Yale, however, there was, a brief article which appeared primarily on the third page of
the paper describing how different countries in Europe reacted to the news.2 After this, the Yale
Daily News began to cover the German affair quite adequately, attesting to the popularity of
National Socialism only one day later.* Strikingly, Harvard failed to mention Hitler’s
appointment until mid-February, not with a news or editorial article, but rather with a Harvard
history professor’s opinion printed in the paper.2* This appeared to be the trend in Harvard’s
newspaper, in particular, in which there was no news reporting on any sort of international
events until 1938 and the only mention of international events came in the form of editorials and
professor opinion articles. Perhaps, the editors of The Harvard Crimson assumed that students
received information on international affairs from other local newspapers, and thus, it tended to
focus more on domestic concerns or school-related events.

Student opinion immediately after Hitler’s appointment as Chancellor proved to be rather
neutral, but there was an indication of some doubt in the students’ minds. An editorial in The
Daily Californian the day after Hitler was appointed claimed that whether Hitler took things into
his own hands by taking drastic measures or whether he was in the best interests of Germany, he
would represent the current Fascist trend.” This editorial only offered commentary on Fascist
thought, rather than showing a definite student opinion of Hitler right away. The students at
Berkeley were skeptical of the Hitler government, doubting whether his regime would last
through his planned four-year economic plan. In this editorial, the author demonstrated doubt,
claiming that his regime would not amount to anything of significance.”® The Yale Daily News,

also commenting on the political situation in Germany, claimed the “critics who after the last

2 Yale Daily News, February 1, 1933.

2 Yale Daily News, February 2, 1933.

2 The Harvard Crimson, February 14, 1933,
¥ The Daily Californian, January 31, 1933,
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Reichstag elections said that Adolf Hitler was through” were “false prophets.”?” The students,
then, criticized the people who underestimated the popularity of Hitler after the previous
election.

Once Hitler became Chancellor in January 1933, mainstream magazines recognized that
Germany was now under the rule of a dictator and that he would rule by suppression and the
threat of force. Moreover, the general public still saw several positive checks to Hitler’s radical
policies. The magazines speculated that “the German officer corps, the monopoly capitalists, or
the state of the German economy would topple Hitler, or at least, cause him to moderate his

»28 Kenneth Work also found that the general American reaction to Hitler’s appointment

policies.
was one of disbelief, as people never thought President Hindenburg would give the position to
Hitler. Work’s study also confirmed that people felt Hitler’s government would not be permitted
to rule unchecked. Overall, Work concluded that “Americans took Hitler’s appointment too
lightly.”” Information in mainstream magazines remained neutral and factual, similar to the
early article found in Berkeley’s newspaper. But the fact remains that even if students viewed

the stalwart conservatives that Hindenburg named to office as safeguards to Hitler’s power, they

still attested to his popularity and questioned those who viewed Hitler lightly.

National Socialism Prevails
The March 5 Reichstag election proved to be a huge success for the Nazi Party and an
even bigger triumph for Hitler, who was able to demonstrate to the world that he was not only a

party leader, but a national leader who enjoyed broad support in Germany. The Nazis did not

% The Daily Californian, February 7, 1933,
27 Yale Daily News, February 3, 1933.
% Zalampas, 214-215.
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achieve an absolute majority alone, but by attaining 288 Reichstag seats and the German
Nationalists winning 52 seats, they arrived at a 51.7 percent majority.>® The Daily Californian
picked up the fact that the election may not have been very fair right away, claiming that
although Hitler had an impressive victory, the election could have been fixed because Germany
was living under a dictatorship by this point. The students noted that since Nazism prevailed by
such a large margin, it must have meant that Hitler was good for the country. Despite this
observation, they did not omit the fact that the election may have been rigged, showing their
skepticism of the government yet again.’’ UCLA students also noticed the restrictions on speech
and press that Hitler issued on the eve of the election in order to quiet the opposition. The
newspaper stated that Hitler, in order to assure success, issued “an emergency decree abrogating
civil rights throughout the nation.”*? Thus, they implied that this disrespect of civil liberties was
necessary for Hitler to ensure a victory, demonstrating their doubt that he could have achieved it
on his own. Moreover, they were clearly asserting that Fascism was “anti-democratic.”
Immediately after the election results were in, the student population showed early
criticism of the rest of America for not focusing on Hitler’s huge victory at the polls which they
maintained was of huge significance. In their opinion, Americans were too distracted by
domestic developments, such as the Great Depression and the new presidency to notice
important developments in Germany. A criticism in the Yale Daily News, declared that “[a]fter
many months at a standstill, democracy in Germany has at last succeeded in establishing a
government. In the process, democracy may have committed suicide.” In the eyes of the

Yalies, although allowing Hitler to come to power may have looked like a good thing for

» Work, 71-75.

%% Jackson J. Spielvogel, Hitler and Nazi Germany A History (New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1996), 70-71.
3! The Daily Californian, March 6, 1933.
32 California Daily Bruin, March 8, 1933,
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Germany, in reality, the dictatorship he was creating would not be positive for the country. They
did not hide their criticism of the German government or of their elders and their own
government. The students’ criticism of Hitler developed into a criticism of mainstream America
and its isolationism. This also grew into a critique of American leadership. Thus, the debate
over Hitler became one of the issues that sparked generational-based politics. American students
appeared to be developing their own political identity at this time.

Another critique that became more noticeable among the American student population
after the Reichstag election is that which was placed upon the Allied countries. In an editorial in
The Harvard Crimson, one student made himself quite clear stating the French “have been
instrumental in putting Comrade Hitler in his seat of power.” He blamed the French and the
other Allies because of their treatment of Germany after World War I. “Having humiliated and
imprisoned Germany [with the Treaty of Versailles] they [the French] are now ‘surprised’ that a
nationalistic, reactionary party [i.e. the Nazi party] has come to the fore.”** American students,
tended to place more blame on the Allied countries. This was a trend that only began to develop
here among the student press, but it was also seen in contemporary magazines of the time.
Roberta Siegel contended that magazines put the blame on World War I and the Treaty of
Versailles for the rise of Hitler:

[T]he disillusionment and oversimplified appraisal of World War I and the Treaty

of Versailles for some time blinded the magazines to the real issues at stake in

World War II and to the fact that this latest war was not merely a new edition of

the first one.”

Because they were imprisoned by hindsight, the older generation saw the rise of Hitler as the

result of failed diplomacy and a harsh peace treaty.

3 Yale Daily News, March 7, 1933.
3% The Harvard Crimson, March 8, 1933.
3 Siegel, 3.
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Students criticized the rest of America for not giving much attention to Hitler’s huge
victory in the Reichstag election. Instead, mainstream magazines at this time focused on the
severe depression, the isolationist attitude within the United States, and on New Deal
experiments to revive the economy.”® Newspapers and magazines remained rather reserved and
restrained, reporting primarily on how “Nazi Germany was on the whole rather favorable to the
new government.”’ It is no wonder, then, that Hitler’s huge margin of the success in the
election was taken quite lightly by the older generation. Intensely focused on domestic issues,

they failed to take the new German leader seriously.

Early Jewish Persecution

On April 1, 1933, Hitler’s new government took its first public action against the Jews,
calling for “a nation-wide boycott aimed at Jewish businesses, goods, doctors, and lawyrcrs.”3 .
The boycott was unsuccessful and was called off after only one day due to a lack of popular
participation and nation-wide support in Germany. The Daily Californian carried a story about
the failed boycott on the front page of its paper in early April.39 Berkeley’s students noted that
the boycott was ended because of “Hindenburg’s request that Hitler rescind the order that Jewish
enterprises discharge Jewish employees.” They also believed that the attitude of both London
and Washington in the anti-Semitic campaign helped to bring an end to the boycott. They

believed that both the German president, as well as international opinion maintained a strong

check on Hitler’s power at least with regard to the “Jewish Question.”™® UCLA students also

36 Zalampas, 216.

¥ Siegel, 1.

38 M. Domarus, Hitler, Reden und Proklamationen 1932-1945 (Wiesbaden, 1973), 248-251, quoted in Ian
Kershaw, The ‘Hitler Myth’: Image and Reality in the Third Reich (New York: Oxford University Press, 1987), 234.

% The Daily Californian, April 3, 1933.

4 The Daily Californian, April 4, 1933.



hoped that world opinion could prevent Hitler’s radical measures against the Jews, as indicated

in the following editorial:

It is to be hoped that the firm hand of enlightened world opinion will dissnade

Hitler’s war-like party from following a course which will besmirch the Eood

name of Germany and upset the world’s attempt at universal tranquility. )

It seems, then, that these students along with the general America public viewed the checks on
Hitler’s power as more effective than they actually proved to be, showing their idealism and
inaccurate assumptions about Hitler’s government and world opinion.

Harvard’s students criticized the American government and other governments that
persecuted minorities, instead of Hitler himself. In two separate editorials, the students at
Harvard claimed that “it is idle to rail against the German people” who have showed their
support for a regime that dislikes Jews. People in the United States favored a government that
disliked blacks, which put Americans in the same boat as the Germans.* Furthermore, they
maintained that: -

Mr. Hitler is doing precisely no worse or no better than the heads of other states

throughout the world.. .Persecuting Jews in Germany and threatening Jewish

lawyers in Scottsboro are governmental functions differing only in degree. To

ignore this elementary fact is to criticize Mr. Hitler with a crass myopia which can

scarcely command attention or respect.®?

This student implied that other governments, including that of the United States, persecuted
minorities. Asserting that racial politics in the U.S. were as bad as those in Germany, this

student believed criticizing Hitler while ignoring the persecution within the U.S. was

hypocritical. Thus, the student used the situation in Germany to discuss American injustice.

4! California Daily Bruin, March 30, 1933.
2 The Harvard Crimson, March 31, 1933.
4 The Harvard Crimson, April 10, 1933.

19
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The general American public also hoped that Hitler would not follow through with his
anti-Semitic policies after he came to power.* Contemporary magazines such as Time and
Newsweek thought the Nazi boycott of Jewish stores was limited to only nine hours because of
the economic dilemma it caused. The severe economic pressures and the falling Berlin stock
market resulted in protests and boycotts in foreign countries, along with complaints to President
Hindenburg that something must be done. Michael Zalampas maintained that “Hindenburg then
summoned Hitler, ‘like a naughty schoolboy,” and ‘Handsome Adolf” backed down before
threats Hindenburg would declare martial law and abolish the govemme:nt.”45 Hindenburg
proved to be an effective check on Hitler’s power in this case, leaving the American public
believing that he would prove to be so in the future as well.

The public, however, was wrong in their assumption because according to Zalampas, “the
end of the official Nazi boycott...did not spell the demise of Nazi anti-Semitism.” Instead, anti-
Semitism continued through official decrees that were ordered by the Nazi government banning
everything from the kosher slaughtering of meat, to Jews being allowed to participate in sports.*®
Americans were slow to criticize the new government and it was only this constant persecution
against the Jews, especially after the failed boycott that persuaded the general public that Hitler
was a problem. Furthermore, “[i]t was Hitler’s attack on the Jews shortly after taking office that
drew attention away from his foreign policy and focused on his domestic policy, thus lessening

international tension.”™’

“ Work, 77.

45 «Al1 Fools Day,” Time, April 10, 1933, 23; “Nazis Heed an Indignant World,” Newsweek, April 8, 1933, 17;
“Co-ordination,” Time, April 17, 1933, 17; The Nation, April 19, 1933, 430, quoted in Zalampas, 31.

46 Zalampas, 31.

47 Frank H. Simonds, “Europe Moves Toward War,” Harper's Magazine 167 (June 1933): 1-11, quoted in Work,

86-87.
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