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Silke Schneider is correct in saying that there has been no comprehensive coverage of the question of 

German fraternisation with forced foreign workers deployed in Germany during the Second World War. 

This fraternisation often, but not always, implied the development of a sexual relationship, usually between 

a foreign man and a German woman, and that was the variant of it that was most feared and excoriated 

by the Nazi leadership – although any kind of personal relationship between Germans and foreigners was 

deplored. As Schneider mentions, and as others have previously mentioned, bringing ten or eleven million 

foreigners (or even more) into Germany over the course of the war was a self-inflicted problem for the 

Nazis, given that they regarded most of the foreigners as »racially inferior« to the »Aryan« Germans 

among whom these foreigners lived and worked. In spite of all the Nazi propaganda aimed at persuading 

Germans to recognise their own alleged superiority and hold themselves aloof from the foreigners in their 

midst, there were many instances of contact. Sometimes this was indeed »intimate contact«, but at other 

times it was simply a matter of providing a foreigner with clothes or food, or, in farming families, having a 

foreign worker eat at the same table as the family. The Nazi authorities tirelessly railed against this, but 

many Germans equally determinedly ignored them. Schneider quotes official sources that complained 

about farming communities’ lack of appreciation of racial imperatives while at the same time claiming that 

the Nazi regime and its racist policies had the support of most Germans. These points are not necessarily 

mutually exclusive, but neither are they wholly congruent.

Currently, there are various regional studies dealing with this subject but there is no comprehensive book. 

So there is certainly a need for a work devoted to »prohibited contact« between Germans and foreigners. 

Whether this is it or not will be a matter of opinion. This reviewer’s opinion is that it is not. The clue is in 

the book’s subtitle. The title may be »Prohibited Contact«, but the sub-title is »Discourses on Sexuality, 

Morals, Knowledge and Punishment«. The word »Discourses« is the key to this book. For Schneider’s 

concern is, for the most part, less with what happened between foreigners and German civilians during the 

war and more with, on the one hand, her own methodology for approaching this problem and, on the other 

hand, what a variety of contemporary sources had to say about her subject. These sources include 

völkisch-nationalist and Nazi writers who had much to say about sexuality, sexual mores and biological 

nationalism. They include legal documentation governing the place of foreigners in Germany during the 

war, the restrictions to which they were subject and the penalties imposed on them for violation of these 
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restrictions. And they include an examination of reports by the Sicherheitsdienst (SD – security service of 

the SS) on relations between foreigners and natives and on Germans’ attitudes to the foreigners. In a 

couple of cases, for no obvious reason, the same quotation from an SD report is examined in two different 

places, for example, on pages 227 and 244, and on pages 205 and 248. Elsewhere, it would have been 

interesting to have a discussion about a statement in an SD report that the Catholic church looked 

sympathetically on women who had a sexual relationship with a foreign co-religionist (p. 247). But the 

method of »discourse« demands that we learn simply what is in the text.

Concentration on the »discourse« determines that the modus operandi involves giving an exposition of 

what is in one text, and then another text, with sequential footnotes, in a manner that some of us have 

tried to advise undergraduate students to avoid. For example, on p. 94 there are references to Hoffmann’s 

»Sittliche Entartung und Geburtenschwund«, pages 28, 30, 34, 35, following references on p. 93 to the 

same book’s pages 22, 25, 25, and so on. It seems that this method is determined by Schneider’s 

insistence on approaching the subject using the theories of Michel Foucault. It is this that results in the 

reader’s reaching page 94 without having advanced his/her knowledge about »prohibited contact«. 

Examining closely books and pamphlets on the background and context of the subject, rather than the 

subject itself, appears to be Foucauldian method, although this reviewer is not equipped to make a clear 

judgement about that – even after she has waded through a long section on Foucault’s ideas and method 

of »discourse« earlier in this book, including an exposition of his theory of »Biopower«. This method 

means that different kinds of evidence are dealt with in hermetically sealed compartments, whereas 

productive historical research emerges from a method where different sources are read (and compared) 

against each other. Examining texts closely is not the monopoly of postmodern writers. But examining a 

text in isolation from evidence that would either corroborate or contradict it – or even do neither – seems 

perverse.

It is useful to have an examination of these texts collated in one published work, but quite a lot of what 

appears here is already well-known. For example, Schneider details the well-known ways in which the 

Nazi state intervened, and interfered, in the intimate lives of Germans, including restrictions on birth 

control, the promotion of marriage, and so on, all, of course, within the racial framework of Nazi beliefs. It 

would have been worth, however, noting that such intervention was not peculiar to Nazi Germany, even if 

the racist dimension largely was. In interwar France, for example, there were strict prohibition of, and 

penalties for, abortion, and other forms of birth control were severely controlled. In any case, do the works 

of some rather uninteresting writers – such as Paul Danzer, Friedrich Bürgdorfer, Ferdinand Hoffmann, 

among others – merit a close textual analysis? Not really, especially when their ideas in general are pretty 

well known, in academic circles, at least. We may not know every last detail of what they have written 

about the differences between the sexes, the nature of love and marriage, the need for citizens to accept 

that the state had a legitimate and overriding interest in their reproductive activities, and more besides. But 

much of what appears here is well-known in general and, to some extent, in detail.
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In sum, this book painstakingly provides useful material for anyone working on this subject, while bringing 

together some well-known and some less well-known material about the contexts – literary, legal, 

historical – within which the subject fits. The book will be of interest to scholars who know relatively little 

about the subject, but they may find it tantalising if they feel that they have been led to expect a 

comprehensive treatment of »prohibited contact« and then find themselves wading through long passages 

of »discourse«. It is, however, the case that information about the way foreigners were treated in Germany 

and how Germans felt about relationships between Germans and foreigners does emerge, from the legal 

sources and especially from the SD reports. But there is no attempt to read these against either archival 

sources or published work based on archival sources. 

No reviewer should expect a book to be what s/he would have written nor say »I wouldn’t have started 

from here«. Yet it is difficult to avoid the feeling that this book is an opportunity that has been missed. The 

rich material examined in much of the book – especially from the SD reports – could have generated a 

stimulating discussion of what actually happened between foreigners and natives, how the foreigners were 

treated by the German authorities and how all of this was viewed by the German population. Instead, we 

are left with a partial and compartmentalised picture which tells us more about what was said than about 

what was done. Perhaps this is not surprising, given that »what actually happened« is the antithesis of 

postmodern theory, whose concentration on texts and discourse is paramount.
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