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Friends of the GHI 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Seventh Annual Symposium of the Friends of the GHI 

The annual symposium of the Friends of the GHI (FGHI) took place on November 13, 

1998, at the Institute. The day was spent listening to and then discussing the research 

projects of the two FGHI dissertation prizewinners and the ongoing work of two GHI 

research fellows. The meeting began with paper presentations by the research fellows. 

First, Philipp Gassert shared many insights with the audience in a paper titled ―A 

Man With a Past: Kurt Georg Kiesinger and West German Vergangenheitspolitik, 1946–

1969.‖ Gassert‘s larger biographical project on Kiesinger is summarized in the Fall 1998 

issue of the Bulletin (Issue 23, p. 38). The Friends were both delighted and honored that 

Chancellor Kiesinger‘s daughter, Viola Wentzel, was able to join us in the discussions. 

Next, Raimund Lammersdorf spoke to the audience on ―Continuity and Change in 

German Westernization, 1945–1949: Encounters Between the Political Cultures of 

Germany and the United States.‖ Lammersdorf‘s larger research project is summarized 

in the Spring 1998 issue of the Bulletin (Issue 22, p. 34). 

The afternoon session was devoted to the presentations of the two FGHI dissertation 

prizewinners. Anne Taylor Allen and Walter Kamphoefner, with Jay Baird as chair, 

formed the committee of judges for the 1998 competition; we are indebted to them for 

identifying two outstanding winners. 

Michelle Mouton from the University of Minnesota presented a synopsis of her 

dissertation on Nazi social policy titled ―From Nurturing the Nation to Purifying the 

Volk: Conflicts in the Implementation of German Family Policy, 1918–1945.‖ 

Germany‘s first democracy, the Weimar Republic, was established in the aftermath 

of World War I. It was replaced by the Na- 
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tional Socialist dictatorship only fourteen years later. In the few decades between 1914 

and 1945 Germans waged and lost two world wars and were devastated economically. 

Throughout Germany modernization transformed life as the population migrated from 

small towns to cities, as industry replaced agriculture, and as both the labor force and the 

home were rationalized. Mass consumption and mass media drew Germans together as 

never before. The profound demographic, political, economic, and cultural shifts associ-

ated with modernization altered people‘s understanding of the contemporary world. The 

concomitant and pervasive fear that the German family was in a state of precipitous 

decline prompted both Weimar governments and the National Socialist regime to create 

policies to restore traditional gender roles and rejuvenate families. Although both 

attempted to lower mortality and raise morality among Germans, their distinct political 

structures resulted in vastly different family policies. During the Weimar era, when 

family-policy issues were debated in a parliamentary democracy, political strife, 

economic turmoil, and ideological differences precluded the creation of a unified or 

uniform policy toward families. In sharp contrast, after 1933 the Nazis imposed a 

monolithic, racially driven family policy that aimed to centralize and standardize policy 

toward families. Central to Nazi policy was the belief that state aid should be limited to 

―worthy‖ Germans. 

No state is a monolith, however. During both eras the implementation of national 

policy depended on the participation of doctors, city officials, social workers, and judges. 

Mouton‘s dissertation explores the fundamental and ever-shifting disparity between na-

tional policy and its implementation at the local level. Her research reveals that local 

realities sometimes facilitated and at other times hindered the intended implementation of 

state family policy. She demonstrates how individuals interpreted national policy in light 

of budgetary limitations, political disagreements, church influences, and the personal 

beliefs of state agents. She also illustrates the crucial role individuals played in shaping 

the policy that affected them. Mothers, fathers, and children actively collaborated with, 

rebelled against, and maneuvered around state mandates. As a result, although 
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national policy changed dramatically after 1933, implementation at the local level 

changed less markedly and less consistently. According to Mouton, understanding family 

policy is not only a question of the state but also of the individual. 

Timothy R. Vogt, who completed his doctoral dissertation at the University of 

California at Davis, ended the day with his presentation on ―Denazification in the Soviet 

Occupation Zone of Germany: Brandenburg, 1945–1948.‖ Vogt‘s manuscript has already 

been accepted for publication by Harvard University Press. 

Vogt‘s dissertation is a social and political history of one of the most important 

aspects of the Soviet occupation. On the broadest level, it encompasses significant 

aspects of contemporary European history: everyday life in Nazi Germany, Germany‘s 

postwar coming to terms with its Nazi past, the Cold War division of Germany, postwar 

Soviet policy, and the construction of a one-party communist system in Eastern Europe. 

This is the first English-language study of denazification in the Soviet Occupation Zone 

and is based on extensive research in recently opened East German archives. 

Historiographically, Vogt‘s is a revisionist work in line with the current post-Cold 

War reassessment of the prehistory of the East German state. His study directly 

challenges both the ―antifascist‖ paradigm employed by East German historians as well 

as the ―Sovietization‖ interpretive model that has dominated studies in the West. In 

short, it is argued that Soviet denazification was neither an effective purge of society nor 

part of a methodical Sovietization of the eastern zone. Instead, denazification is pictured 

as a failure, an effort that fell short of its goals and was eventually abandoned by the 

frustrated Soviet and German leadership. 

The methodology employed in Vogt‘s study is an empirically grounded narrative 

combined with an analysis of ideological, political, and social developments. The 

analysis is set in the context of developments in Brandenburg, one of the five provinces 

in the Soviet Occupation Zone. The example of Brandenburg is an effective means of 

putting ―flesh and blood‖ into the story and giving the reader insight into both broader 

developments and the human actors that propelled events. The result is an analysis that is 

not based 
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simply on policy makers and their policies but rather on how policy was continuously 

reformulated in response to developments on the local level. 

A unique aspect of Vogt‘s study is a database of information on 2,740 individuals 

who appeared before denazification commissions in 1947–48. Through the use of this 

database the reader is taken inside the denazification process and hears the voices of 

those caught up in the purge. The data also provide the basis for a demographic analysis 

of individuals called before the denazification commissions. This inside look into the 

process is wholly unique in historical work on the Soviet denazification program. 

Vogt‘s study comes to several conclusions: First, denazification cannot be seen as a 

successful purge of former Nazi Party members. Second, denazification hindered rather 

than helped the restructuring of the social, political, and economic systems. Third, 

denazification was not a coherent policy aimed at the Sovietization of the eastern zone 

but rather a series of ad hoc programs unevenly implemented and ultimately discarded 

when they proved unworkable. Fourth, the communist critique of fascism was at odds 

with the findings of the denazification commissions, and this resulted in a decoupling of 

the purge from ideology because the program was increasingly reduced to a superficial 

processing of cases. Fifth, the abandonment of the experiment with denazification 

commissions was part of a move toward the building of a one-party state in East 

Germany. 

The participants in this year‘s symposium left the Institute at the end of the day with a 

sense of exhilaration that such exciting research is being undertaken by younger scholars 

in the field of German history. We are already looking forward to the results of the 1999 

competition. 

 

 

Friends of the GHI Dissertation Prize 1999 

The Friends of the GHI are delighted to announce their annual competition for the best 

doctoral dissertations in German history, 
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German-American relations, or the history of Germans in North America. The two joint 

winners will be given the opportunity to present their research at the eighth annual 

symposium of the Friends in November 1999. 

Potential candidates must be nominated by his or her dissertation supervisor. In order 

to qualify, candidates must have completed their doctoral dissertation at a North 

American university during the 1997–98 academic year. Winners will receive a cash 

prize of $500 and travel expenses to Washington, D.C., for the symposium. 

The dissertation supervisor‘s recommendation, along with a project abstract of one to 

three pages, should be submitted by June 15, 1999, to: 

Prof. William W Hagen 

Chair, Friends of the GHI Prize Committee  

Department of History 

University of California at Davis 

 One Shields Avenue 

Davis, CA 95616-8611 

Support of the Documentary Film “From Swastika to Jim Crow”  

The Friends of the GHI are proud to support the production of the one-hour documentary 

film based on Gabriele Simon Edgcomb‘s important book, From Swastika to Jim Crow: 

Refugee Scholars at Black Colleges (Malabar, Fla., 1993). The film relates the story of 

some of the Jewish scholars who were forced out of Central Europe by the Nazis, who 

then sought refuge in the United States, and who ended up teaching at traditional black 

colleges in the American South. The GHI played a key role in supporting Dr. Edgcomb‘s 

original research for the book. 




