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PREFACE

’]::velve years had passed since Germany was
compelled to sign the Treaty of Versailles when Annetta Antona arrived at
17 Brienner Strasse on the afternoon of December 28, 1931, to interview a
rising politician named Adolf Hitler. Thirteen years of stewing in the bile
of defeat. Thirteen years of Germany’ pondering a suitable scapegoat for
its capitulation in World War I and humiliation at the peace conference.
Thirteen years of longing to reinvigorate Aryan pride.

A longtime Detroit News columnist, Antona was part of a team dis-
patched by the paper to tell the story of how the defeated nation was
rebuilding itself. She was the author of a popular weekly column called
“Five Minutes With Men in the Public Eye,” wherein she profiled notable
figures from the world of politics, literature, and entertainment.

Detroit boasted a significant German immigrant population and the
News frequently provided its readers with reports from their former
homeland. The National Socialist German Workers Party had achieved
great strides in the German Reichstag a year earlier, winning 107 out of
556 seats in the national election. That Hitler’s message of nationalism
and anti-Semitism was appealing to a growing audience was undeniable.
Antona believed the man she referred to as the “Bavarian Mussolini” was
destined to one day take power. Through a friend who enjoyed influence
with the National Socialists, she had secured a five-minute interview with
the party leader, although her friend warned that Hitler had a profound
dislike for foreign journalists.

At the appointed time, the American columnist arrived at the small
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2 PREFACE

brick building—an elegant Munich mansion, nicknamed Brown House,
which the Party had recently acquired as its headquarters. Announcing
herself to the hard-faced sentry posted at the door, she was ushered into a
large office where her subject waited. Flanking a large desk were a pair of
red flags bearing the menacing black swastika. But as Hitler welcomed
her in, the American’s eyes immediately locked on a large portrait hung
directly over his desk. It was an incongruous work to encounter in the
capital of Bavaria, four thousand miles from home. The imposing oil-
painted figure, dressed in a brown suit and gray vest, was immediately
familiar to anybody from Detroit—the city’s greatest industrialist, auto-
mobile pioneer Henry Ford.

Wasting no time, the reporter commenced her brief questioning of the
radical nationalist politician she would later describe in print as “the Pan-
German Siegfried with a Charlie Chaplin moustache.”

Hitler answered each of her questions about the party’s political goals,
outlining pedantically his vision of a new Reich. Finally, she concluded the
interview with a question that the rest of the world would soon be asking:
“Why are you anti-Semitic?”

“Somebody has to be blamed for our troubles,” came the immediate
response. “Judaism means the rule of gold. We Germans are land-minded,
not money-minded.”

The interview had already extended past the pre-arranged time limit
and the journalist rose from her chair, apologizing for taking up so much
of Hitler’s time. But before she made her exit, she couldn’t resist asking for
an explanation of the portrait that had loomed over the entire interview.

The reason is simple, explained the future Fiihrer. “I regard Henry
Ford as my inspiration.”

Nine years later, Hitler ruled the Third Reich and had assembled the most
powerful war machine in history. The German blitzkrieg was poised to top-
ple France as it continued on its seemingly unstoppable drive toward
Britain. It appeared that only American intervention could forestall a Nazi-
dominated Europe. But one man was determined that the United States
would not thwart Hitler’ plans.

The country’s most celebrated hero was rallying the isolationist forces
to keep America out of the European conflict and prevent military assis-
tance to Britain, despite the desperate determination of President Franklin
Roosevelt to supply aid to the beleaguered island nation. On May 19, 1940,
Charles Lindbergh took to the airwaves and delivered a national radio
address urging America not to interfere with the internal affairs of Europe.










CHAPTER 1

CHRONICLER OF THE
NEGLECTED TRUTH
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When Henry Ford introduced the revoludonary five-dollar day for his workers in
1914, it transformed American industry forever and made him an overnight hero.
Here, thousands of job seekers line up outside the Ford factory the day after Ford’s
announcement.







rEe process that brought Henry Ford’s por-
trait to a prominent position behind Hitler’s desk began during the sum-
mer of 1919, when Ford made the first public sortie in a hate-filled but
distinctively American campaign that was to dominate his attention for the
next eight years. In July, he announced to the New York World that “Inter-
national financiers are behind all war . . . they are what is called the inter-
national Jew: German Jews, French Jews, English Jews, American Jews . . .
the Jew is a threat.”!

From any other figure, the interview might have been dismissed as the
ravings of a crackpot. But these words were uttered by the man who was
arguably America’s most respected and celebrated figure—a man whose
achievements had already permanently altered the nation’s economic and
industrial landscape. This was the first signal that he was about to have a
profound impact on America’s social character as well.

By 1919, Henry Ford had already secured his place as history’s most
important automobile pioneer. He had not invented the car or the assembly
line, as many believed, but he had revolutionized both, radically changing
the country’s transportation habits with the introduction of the Model T—
the nation’s first affordable car. After proclaiming in 1908 that he would
“build a motorcar for the great multitude,” Ford had by 1913 turned out
more than a quarter million units of the car Americans affectionately
referred to as the “Tin Lizzie.” According to economist Fred Thompson,
Ford’s car was the chief instrument of one of history’s greatest changes in
the lives of the common people. Farmers were no longer isolated on remote
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8 MAX WALLACE

farms. The horse disappeared so rapidly that the transfer of acreage from
hay to other crops caused an agricultural revolution. The automobile
became the main prop of the American economy.” Within a short period,
Ilenry Ford had joined the likes of Rockefeller, Carnegie, and Mellon as
one of the country’s industrial giants. Nonetheless, in 1913, five years after
he first introduced the Model T, neither Who’s Who nor the New York Timres
index contained a single reference to Ford or his company.® His next inno-
vation, however, was destined forever to put an end to this anonymity.

At the beginning of 1914, the Ford Motor Company found itself in
trouble. Two factors in particular were worrying the board of directors.
Because of low wages and poor working conditions, it had become increas-
ingly difficult to rerain employees. Turnover approached 380 percent, and
at one point it was necessary to hire nearly one thousand workers to keep
one hundred on the payroll. More worrisome sull was a campaign begun
the year before by the nation’s largest industrial union, the IWW, targeting
Ford for unionization and encouraging the workers to stage a slowdown.
Union pamphlets featuring such ditties as “The hours are long, the pay is
small, so take your time and buck ’em all,” had shareholders terrified for
their profits.?

Ford’s assembly line had revolutionized production but it was also
being blamed for the increasing dehumanization of workers.* A letter to
Ford from the wife of one of his assembly-line workers provides a touch-
ingly humble indictient of the conditions in his factory at the time:

My Dear Mr. Ford—Please pardon the means I am taking of
asking you for humanity’s sake to investigate and to pardon my
seeming rudeness but Mr. Ford 1 am the wife of one of the final
assemblers in vour institution and neither one of us want to be
agitators and thus do not want to say anything to make anyene
else more aggrivated but Mr. Ford you do not know the condi-
tions in your factory we are all sure or you would not allow it. Are
you aware that a man cannot “buck nature” when he has to go to
the toiler and yet he is not allowed to go at his work. He has to go
before he gets there or after work. ‘The chain system you have is a
slave driver! My God! Mr. Ford. My husband has come home and
thrown himself down and won’t eat his supper—so done out.
Can'’t it be remediedr®

Her letter reflects nothing more than the norm in American industry at
the beginning of the twentieth century. Workers were considered lirtle bet-
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ter than beasts of burden; theirs was a grind of tedious and back-breaking
labor from which any consideration for the employee’s welfare was absent.
The average worker toiled nine hours a day for a salary that barely
approached subsistence levels. Profits were based on wages as low as a
worker would take and pricing as high as the market would bear. Industrial-
ists were regularly pilloried in the press as robber barons and caricatured in
the nation’s magazines as inhuman slave drivers. A decade earlier, President
Teddy Roosevelt was cheered when he declared war on the industrial trusts
he said were ruining the country.

That was about to change. Whether motivated by a genuine concern
for the welfare of his workers or a fear of unionization, Ford convened a
meeting of his board of directors on Tuesday, January 5, 1914, to
announce the revolutionary policy that would alter permanently the
worker-employer relationship. Henceforth, he announced to the stunned
silence of his colleagues, the minimum wage for Ford workers would be
more than doubled from $2.34 a day to $5.00, and the working day would
be cut from nine to eight hours.” An elaborate system of profit-sharing
would be introduced. “Our workers are not sharing in our good fortune,”
declared Ford. “There are thousands out there in the shop who are not
living as they should.” The effect was electrifying, signaling nothing less
than a new era in American industry. The next morning, every newspaper
in the land announced the new policy with blaring headlines. “It is the
most generous stroke of policy between a captain of industry and worker
that the country has ever seen,” wrote the Michigan Manufacturer and
Financial Record.® According to the New York Globe, Ford’s new wage
scheme had “all the advantages and none of the disadvantages of social-
ism.” Overnight, Ford was hailed as a national hero. One newspaper called
him “the new Messiah.” The only negative note was sounded by his fellow
industrialists, who appeared to regard Ford as a traitor to his class, wor-
ried that their own workers would expect similar treatment. In an edito-
rial, the Wall Street fournal—voice of American Big Business—called the
wage blatantly immoral, an “economic crime.”!® Treating workers
humanely would set a dangerous precedent that might threaten the entire
capitalist system, the paper warned. To his detractors, Ford explained that
the new policy was merely sound business practice, not a humanitarian
gesture, and would result in increased productivity and higher profits.

But grateful American workers saw humanity in it and sent thousands
of letters and telegrams thanking him for his generosity. That week, police
had to be summoned to quell a riot when more than 12,000 men lined up
at the gates of the Ford plant in hope of a job.

Newspaper reporters descended on the company’s Dearborn, Michi-
gan, headquarters to record the new hero’s every utterance. Ford was glad
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to oblige them. His homilies on every conceivable topic blended folksy
wisdom with a homespun philosophy on life. On ability: “Whether vou
think vou can or whether you think you can’t, you're right!” On self-
reliance: “Chop your own wood, and it will warm you twice.” On altruism:
“A business that makes nothing but money is a poor kind of business.” And
the quote for which he would be best remembered: “History is more or less
bunk.” According to one study, Fords wage hike created more than two
million lines of favorable advertising on the front pages of newspapers and
thousands and thousands of editorial endorsements.!!

Ford reveled in his newfound celebrity status. A shameless self-
promoter, he used the media to create an entrely new persona, portraying
himself as a self-made millionaire who had begun life as the son of a poor
farmer in rural Michigan and clawed his way out of poverty to learn a trade
and build his first car. He told story after story of the remendous hardship
he had endured as a child. However, according to his sister Margaret,
“there was no truth in them.” His father was in fact a prosperous
landowner who owned a farm along with a number of other enterprises.!
Moreover, Ford assiduously culavated the myth that he was a mechanical
genius, even though his cars were engineered and designed by others.!
Instead, he assembled some of the finest mechanics available and used their
expertise to build his industry.

“I don’t like to read books,” he once said. “They muss up my mind.”
According to one reporter who interviewed him, “Outside of business,
where he is a genius, his mind is that of a child.”!* Testifving vears later at
a libel suit after the Chicago Tribune called him an “anarchist,” Ford—who
never even graduated high school—demonstrated the extent of his histori-
cal knowledge under questioning by the paper’s lawver. Asked whether he
knew anything about the American Revolution, he responded, “I under-
stand there was one in 1812.” Any other time? “1 don’t know of any others.”
What about the one in 17762 “1 didn't pay much attention to such things.”
Did you ever bear of Benedict Arnold? “1 have heard the name.” Who was be?
“I have forgotten just who he is. He is a writer, I think.”"?

Nothing, however, could diminish Ford’s stature with the public or the
press. Countless newspapers called on him to run for President. The let-
ters of admiration poured in by the truckload. And as Ford predicted
when he instituted the five-dollar day, his company enjoyed an immediate
surge in production and skyrocketing profits, making him a billionaire and
one of the world’s richest men. His name became a verb (to “Fordize”
meant to manufacture at a price so low that the common man can afford
to buy it) and a noun (“Fordism” referred to mass production resulting in
sustained economic growth).!® Perhaps the best illustration of his new-
found starus was a nationwide poll in which Ford ranked as the third




THE AMERICAN AXIS 11

greatest man in history behind only Napoleon and Jesus Christ.'’

It is difficult, nearly a century later, to portray accurately the magni-
tude of Ford’s fame and influence brought on by the five-dollar day. In his
1932 classic Brave New World, Aldous Huxley attempts to reflect the time in
his youth when Ford seemed an omnipresent force. In the novel, set far in
the future, Huxley creates a utopian society where universal happiness has
been achieved and people are conditioned to love their work. The entire
society reveres the “Apostle of Mass Production,” Henry Ford, who is
worshipped like a God.!® Time is measured from when Ford first intro-
duced the assembly line. Thus, the story is set in 632 A.F. (After Ford).
Adherents cross themselves in the sign of the “T.”

Small wonder, then, that when Ford first announced his philosophy
toward the Jews to the New York World in 1919, it carried no inconsiderable
impact. That same year, he quietly purchased a small weekly newspaper
called the Dearborn Independent, opened an office in an engineering labora-
tory next to his tractor plant, and assembled a staff in preparation for a
crusade that was about to leave a pronounced scar on the face of American
society. For the first sixteen months of its operation, under the editorship
of former Detroit News editor Edwin Pipp, the Independent was barely dis-
tinguishable from any other weekly newspaper. It supported Prohibition,
prison reform and the Versailles Treaty, printed innocuous articles about
local issues, and mentioned Jews not at all. But before long, Pipp later
recalled, Ford began to bring up Jews “frequently, almost continuously,”
until his new obsession eventually found its way into the newspaper.'?

On May 22, 1920, under a banner that announced the Independent as
“The Ford International Weekly,” a huge bold headline fired the opening
salvo: THE INTERNATIONAL JEW: THE WORLD’S PROBLEM. For the next
ninety-one weeks, each edition of the Dearborn Independent—promising its
readers to serve as the “Chronicler of the Neglected Truth”—added fur-
ther embellishments to the picture of a Jewish conspiracy so vast and far-
reaching that the tentacles of the Jews supposedly touched every facet of
American life. “In America alone,” announced the paper, “most of big
business, the trusts and the banks, the natural resources and the chief agri-
cultural products, especially tobacco, cotton and sugar, are in control of
Jewish financiers and their agents. Jewish journalists are a large and power-
ful group here . .. Jews are the largest and most numerous landlords . . .
They absolutely control the circulations of publications in this country.”

Pipp resigned in protest over the paper’s new editorial direction and
was replaced by former Detroit News reporter William J. Cameron, who
would serve Ford well over the ensuing two decades.

No American institution, according to the Independent, was immune
from the grasp of Jewish control. “Whichever way you turn to trace the
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harmful streams of influence that flow through society, you come upon a
group of Jews,” it declared. “If fans wish to know the trouble with Ameri-
can baseball, they have it in three words: too much Jew.” Jazz music was
“Jewish moron music.” The Federal Reserve was designed by “Jew
bankers” to put the nation’s money under the control of a “Jewish cabal.”

Each week readers were treated to what Ford’s paper called “a lesson”
in the insidious tricks Jews used to control the country. These included
“the gentle art of changing Jewish names” to disguise their ethnicity. Once
disguised as Gentiles, the reasoning went, the Jews’ goal was to eradicate
Christian virtues.

To Henry Ford, who had famously claimed history is “bunk,” the Inde-
pendent was the forum for a history tailored to his own worldview. He dis-
patched a team of detectives to dig up the evidence that Jews were behind
all that was evil in the country. For example, the paper claimed, America
was not discovered by Christopher Columbus but by a Jewish interpreter
named Luis de Torres—for the purpose of finding and exploiting tobacco,
a substance Ford linked to “degeneracy.” Benedict Arnold was merely a
Jewish pawn who betrayed his country at the behest of Jewish moneylend-
ers.?’ The underlying theme of the series was clear. Jews were attempting
to take control of the United States—not by force, but by stealth. In Ford’s
paranoid conception, the menace was ubiquitous. “If there is one quality
that attracts Jews, it is power,” the paper announced. “Wherever the seat of
power may be, thither they swarm obsequiously.”

Anti-Semitism was not unknown to the United States before the Inde-
pendent began its campaign. As early as 1862, one year before Ford was
born, President Lincoln was forced to declare anti-Semitism inimical to
U.S. government policy after General Ulysses S. Grant issued an order bar-
ring Jewish peddlers from selling merchandise to Union soldiers. Lincoln
immediately countermanded the order, declaring, “To condemn a class (of
people) is to condemn the good with the bad. I do not like to hear an entire
class or nationality condemned on account of a few sinners.”?! At the time,
such incidents were rare. Yet, a wave of European immigration during the
late nineteenth century had brought more than a million Jews to America,
resulting in a marked increase in anti-Semitic sentiment, especially among
the Protestant upper classes.?? Caricatures of Jews as crook-nosed money-
lenders often appeared in the pages of satirical magazines. Jews were
barred from membership in a number of clubs and organizations, and quo-
tas were imposed on levels of Jewish enrollment in many universities as
well as on the medical staffs of major hospitals. But Catholics suffered
much of the same discrimination (the Ku Klux Klan, for example, origi-
nally targeted Roman Catholics as the prime scourge facing the nation
along with blacks, while mostly leaving Jews alone in the South, where they
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had long gained acceptance and respect as the primary merchant class).??

The dominant attitude toward Jews among Christian Americans at the
time, concludes social historian Leonard Dinnerstein, was an amalgam of
“affection, curiosity, suspicion and rejection.””* Jews may not have been
welcomed as fully accepted members of American society and the doors of
some institutions may have been barred, but the idea of an organized Jew-
ish conspiracy was still a foreign concept and, on the whole, Jews had
assimilated fairly effectively by the end of the nineteenth century.

The influx of European immigrants at the turn of the century, how-
ever, brought foreign accents, different cultural mores, and strange fashion
styles. And something more insidious—a small body of anti-Semitic litera-
ture unfamiliar on America’s shores but which had been widely distributed
in Europe for some time, especially in countries with large Jewish popula-
tions. Among these was an obscure document known as the Protocols of the
Learned Elders of Zion.?> Throughout Russia, France, Poland, and England,
this document was being circulated as proof that the Jews were plotting to
take over the world. The Protocols are usually divided into twenty-six sepa-
rate chapters, each of which comprises a purported Jewish lecture on how
to subvert western civilization.?® “With steadfast purpose,” they claim to
reveal, “the Jews are creating wars and revolutions . . . to destroy the white
Gentile race, that the Jews may seize the power during the resulting chaos
and rule with their claimed superior intelligence over the remaining races
of the world, as kings over slaves.”

Allegedly, the Protocols were the confidential minutes of a Jewish con-
clave convened at the end of the nineteenth century. The document was, in
fact, a hoax concocted by a czarist official named Serge Nilus, who edited
several editions of the Protocols, each with a different account of how he
obtained the material. In his 1911 edition, Nilus claimed that his source
had stolen the document from (a nonexistent) Zionist headquarters in
France. Other editions of the Protocols maintained that they were read at
the First Zionist Congress held in 1897 in Basel, Switzerland.?” In reality,
the forgery was largely plagiarized from an obscure nineteenth-century
satire on Napoleon III called A Dialogue in Hell Between Montesquien and
Machiavelli, written by a Frenchman named Maurice Joly, and Biarritz, an
1868 novel by the German anti-Semite Hermann Goedsche.?®

The Protocols had already been used in Europe to justify countless inci-
dents of violence toward the Jews. In his 1936 study of the origins of anti-
Semitism, Hugo Valentin wrote, “It is no exaggeration to say that they cost
the lives of many thousands of innocent persons and that more blood and
tears cling to their pages than to those of any other mendacious document
in history.”??

In 1920, shortly after the forgery first made its way to America, a for-
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mer czarist agent named Boris Brasol arranged for an English translation
of the Protocols to be sent to the offices of the Dearborn Independent. Here
was the evidence Ford was looking for to support his suspicion that the
Jews were engaged in a sinister conspiracy. Each week a different article
attacking the Jews was backed up by one of the twenty-six Prorocols, skill-
fully edited to incorporate a contemporary theme. An oft-repeated claim
was that the Jews had plotted the recent Russian Revolution and were
behind all Bolshevism. The “Soviet,” it revealed, was a Jewish institution
operating under the Hebrew name “Kahal.” The Bolshevik leaders were
allegedly all Jews whose sole purpose was to destroy Gentile civilization.*
In this upheaval, Ford saw tangible evidence of the havoc that Jews could
wreak.

Because a figure as prominent as the nation’s most respected industrial-
ist had endorsed the Prorocols, the charges gained instant credibility. The
same week in June 1920 that the Dearborn Independent revealed their exis-
tence, the Christian Science Monitor published an editorial entitled “The
Jewish Peril,” highlighting the Protocols’ revelations and warning its readers
of the dangers represented by international Jews. The next day, in an edi-
torial entitled “World Mischief,” the Chicago Tiibune argued that Bolshe-
vism was merely a “tool” for the establishment of Jewish world control.’!

Alarm spread throughout the American Jewish community, first
because of the Independent’s campaign and then because of the rapid pace
with which its charges had spread to the mainstream press. In late June,
Louis Marshall, director of the American Jewish Committee (AJC), labeled
Ford’s anti-Semitic campaign “the most serious episode in the history of
American Jewry.”*? That week, Marshall convened an emergency session
of the AJC’s inner circle.” Its members unanimously agreed that the Inde-
pendent’s campaign was formidable enough to justify a gathering of all
national Jewish organizations. The AJC issued an eighteen-page response
to the nation’s media, refuting the Independent’s claims, rejecting the charge
that Jews were behind communism, and exposing the Protocols as hate-filled
nonsense. The refutation received widespread coverage and earned Ford
the epithet “ignoramus” in several newspapers and magazines. The Nation
deplored the wave of anti-Semitism sweeping the country and declared
that “the chief responsibility for the survival of this hoary shame among us
in America attaches to Henry Ford.”*

Ford was undeterred. He explained to a reporter that he was only try-
ing to “awake the Gentile world to an understanding of what is going on.
The Jew is a mere huckster . . . .”** Not only did he continue to pursue his
campaign but in October 1920, Ford published a 200-page pamphlet
reprinting the paper’s first twenty articles about the “Jewish Question.” It
was the first edition of The International Few, a series of four pamphlets,
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each of which exposed a different aspect of sinister Jewish control.?® The
preface to the first edition explained that “the Dearborn Independent has not
been making a fight but fulfilling a duty to shed light on a matter crying for
light.”*” More than a half million copies of The International Few were dis-
tributed for free through Ford’s vast natonwide network of dealerships;
thousands more were sent to some of the country’s most influential figures,
including college presidents, politicians, bankers, and clergymen. A few
months later, Ford compiled the pamphlets and published them in book
form.

Jews weren’t the only Americans concerned by Ford’s relentless cru-
sade. At its annual convention in December 1920, the Federal Council of
Churches issued a strong condemnation of the Independent’s campaign:
“For some time past, there have been in circulation in this country publi-
cations tending to create race prejudice and arouse animosity against our
Jewish fellow citizens and containing charges so preposterous as to be
unworthy of credence.”®

Louis Marshall appealed to President Woodrow Wilson to intervene
and a month later, 119 prominent non-Jewish Americans, including Wil-
son, former President William Howard Taft, and the new President-elect
Warren Harding, signed a manifesto called “The Perils of Racial Preju-
dice.” The document spoke for the “undersigned citizens of Gentile
extraction and Christan faith,” condemning the introduction into political
life of “a new and dangerous spirit.” Nowhere did the manifesto mention
Ford by name or his newspaper, but its target was clear, as well as its mes-
sage. “It should not be left to men and women of the Jewish faith to fight
this evil, but in a very special sense it is the duty of citizens who are not
Jews by ancestry or faith...to strike at this un-American and un-
Christian agitation.”®

In his book Henry Ford and the Jews, chronicling the early history of
Ford’s anti-Semitism, Neil Baldwin identifies the publication of the “Perils
of Prejudice” manifesto as a turning point in Ford’s crusade. “After a few
weeks,” he quotes writer Leon Poliakov, “it was clear that Henry Ford
stood alone in the United States.” Bur although it is true that liberals,
intellectuals, and a large portion of the mainstream press had turned
against him, events were to prove that Ford was far from alone and any-
thing but daunted by the atracks.

Around the same time the “Perils of Prejudice” manifesto was issued in
America, the Lendon Times published definitive proof that the Prorocols of the
Learned Elders of Zion was a forgery.*! Extracts from the Protocols were printed
side-by-side in the influential British newspaper with passages from Maurice
Joly’s original book, demonstrating that it had been plagiarized almost verba-
tim. From that point on, the document was almost unanimously dismissed by
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the media as rubbish. But when a reporter from the New York World
informed Ford a few weeks later that the Protocols could not possibly be gen-
uine, he replied, “The only statement I care to make about the Protocols is that
they fit in with what is going on. They are sixteen years old, and they have fit-
ted the world situation up to this time. Indeed they do.”*

Ford was convinced of a truth of his own making and nothing was
going to deter him from his determination to expose the international Jew-
ish menace. Moreover, the letters that poured into his office from average
Americans convinced him that the people supported his efforts. The Ford
Archive has retained thousands of letters that testify to the kind of grass-
roots support Ford’s campaign enjoyed.

Righteous indignation was typical of most of these letters. “The Inde-
pendent is the new Declaration of Independence against the most impudent
and rotten domination ever known in this land, and that infernal domina-
tion has been the Jew,” wrote one reader, echoing the tone of countless
others.® Several admiring letters came from clergymen, written on the let-
terhead of their churches. Wrote one priest from Saginaw, Michigan, “I
think you will be interested to know that the Jewish Studies are attracting a
great deal of attention among the highest authorities in Rome. It seems
that the Jews are making themselves particularly obnoxious in the Eternal
City. Just recently a request was made from Rome for the volumes con-
taining the stories published in the back numbers of the Dearborn Indepen-
dent.”* One letter even arrived from a King Kleagle of the Ku Klux Klan
offering to procure subscriptions for the paper. Indeed, the Independent
proved to be a runaway success. When Ford purchased the paper in 1919,
its circulation was 72,000. By 1922, it had increased to 300,000, eventually
reaching a peak of 700,000 readers two years later.”” He was tapping into a
vein that ran deep in a segment of the American psyche.

The Dearborn Independent regularly described the Jews as “an enigma,”
yet there is probably no more fitting a description of Henry Ford himself.
Here was a hitherto shy, gentle man, whose passions included bird-
watching, square dancing, country fiddling, and collecting antiques. He
showed little intolerance on most other issues and in some respects was
quite enlightened, supporting women’s suffrage, equal pay for equal work,
and anti-lynching laws. In fact, the Ford plant was at one point the largest
employer of blacks in the country and many of those who had been in
Ford’s employ, including the boxer Joe Louis, spoke very highly of him.*
The source of his fame—the five-dollar day—was perhaps the most pro-
gressive labor measure in corporate history. He was so well liked by his
friends and employees that, almost without exception, when those closest
to him were interviewed in later years about his hate crusade, each
attempted to rationalize his odd behavior, convinced that it didn’t reflect




THE AMERICAN AXIS 17

the Ford he or she knew. Such disbelief merely signaled an inability to
explain how or why Ford had come to harbor such hatred.

He consistently ignored attacks against him by the press, which he
believed was in the hands of a “Jewish cabal.” But, astonishingly, Ford
appeared genuinely puzzled as to why his Jewish friends voiced such strong
objections to his campaign. To Henry Ford, there were “good Jews” and
bad Jews (the latter were the “international element”) and he fully expected
the good ones to support his efforts and even celebrate them. Company
personnel records don’t reveal how many Jews worked for Ford, but con-
temporary accounts indicate the figure was significant. There is no evi-
dence that Henry Ford ever discriminated against Jews in his hiring
policies, even at the height of his anti-Semitic campaign. Many of his Jew-
ish workers, including Irving Caesar, who later wrote the hit song “Swa-
nee,” had the highest praise for their employer.*” This is just one of the
many puzzling contradictions that has plagued biographers attempting to
understand Ford’s mind-set.

For years, Ford lived next door to Rabbi Leo Franklin, one of the most
respected members of Detroit’s Jewish community. Ford regularly enter-
tained Franklin at his home, and as a token of friendship each year, sent the
rabbi a Model T right off the line. But in June 1920, a month after the In-
dependent first began its attack on the Jews, Franklin sent back the last car
with a note explaining, “You claim that you do not intend to attack all Jews
but it stands to reason that those who read these articles will naturally infer
that it is your purpose to include in your condemnation every person of
the Jewish faith.”*®

When he received the note, Ford immediately phoned the rabbi and
asked, “What’s wrong, Dr. Franklin? Has something come between us?”*
That he could be so oblivious as to the effects of what he was propagating
speaks volumes about Ford’s character. His bewilderment was genuine. As the
Independent’s business manager Fred Black later recalled, “He was very much
surprised that the Jews he considered good Jews were opposed to this.”>

Partially in answer to his critics, who he believed didn’t understand “the
facts” behind his campaign, Ford published his autobiography, My Life and
Work, in which he provided the clearest explanation for his anti-Semitic
crusade to date. His passage on the “Jewish Question” demonstrates how
sincerely he believed that the Independent’s exposés reflected no prejudice
on his part, but were rather a kind of bitter pill he was administering to the
nation for its own good:

The work which we describe as Studies in the Jewish Ques-
tion, and which is variously described by antagonists as “the Jew-
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o«

ish campaign,” “the attack on the Jews,” “the anti-Semitic
pogrom,” and so forth, needs no explanation to those who have
followed it. . . . The question is wholly in the Jews” hands. If they
are as wise as they claim to be, they will labor to make Jews Amer-
ican, instead of America Jewish. ... As for prejudice or hatred
against persons, that is neither American nor Christian. Our ene-
mies say that we began it for revenge and that we laid it down in
fear. Time will show that our critics are merely dealing in evasion
because they dare not tackle the main question . . . Time will also
show that we are better friends to the Jews’ interests than those
who praise them to their faces and criticize them behind their

backs.’!

Ford simply wanted to share his important news and proceeded to do it
with a kind of befuddled, backwoodsy stubbornness that belied his innova-
tive spirit and prestige. And if the howls of protest didn’t halt Ford’s
“course of education on the Jewish Question,” as he called it, they
prompted him to explain himself for the first time. Like Rabbi Franklin,
most of Ford’s friends and associates, both Jew and gentile, were at a loss to
explain what had suddenly motivated the great industrialist to embark on
the most profound hate campaign in the nation’s history.

A clue is to be found in Ford’s first high-profile venture into interna-
tional affairs six years earlier. In April 1915, eight months after the First
World War broke out in Europe, Ford had suddenly emerged as a pacifist.
In his first public pronouncement on any international issue, he told the
New York Times Magazine that “Two classes benefit by war—the militarists
and the moneylenders . . . the cause of militarism is never patriotism, it is
usually commercialism. . . . The warmongers urging military preparedness
in America are Wall Street bankers. . . . I am opposed to war in every sense
of the word.”

Four months later, he announced to the Detroit Free Press that he would
back his newfound pacifist ideals with his vast fortune, pledging $1 million
“to begin a peace and educational campaign in America and the World.”*?
Ford was immediately inundated with entreaties for money and support
from every pacifist group in the country. Although America would not
enter the war for another two years, hundreds of thousands of men had
already-been killed and gassed in the trenches of France and Belgium.

On November 15, Ford was contacted by a woman named Rosika
Schwimmer—a Hungarian Jewish feminist who had recently formed the
Woman’s Peace Party to advocate the dual goals of women’s suffrage and
pacifism.’* Schwimmer had been drawn by Ford’ widely publicized pacifist
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musings—he had recently promised to “have the boys out of the trenches
by Christmas”—and she set off to Detroit to seek support for her group.
After a two-hour meeting with Ford, she had secured his promise to fund
a neutral commission to end the war. A week later, Ford and Schwimmer
convened a brain trust of pacifists and intellectuals in New York to discuss
ways to “end the carnage.” By the conference’s end, the group had decided
to charter a steamship to sail for Europe and mount an international con-
ference “dedicated to negotiations leading to a just settlement of the war.”

On December 15, the Oskar II—quickly labeled “Ford’s Peace Ship” by
the media—set sail from Hoboken, New Jersey, for Norway carrying Ford,
Schwimmer, and a delegation of fellow pacifists aboard. The trip was a
fiasco. The press mocked its goals, labeling the expedition “Ford’s Folly.” As
respected as he was as a businessman, the mission was seen as a quixotic quest
well outside Ford’s abilities or understanding. Leave diplomacy to the pro-
fessionals, the newspapers chided. Midway across the Atlantic, Ford caught
cold and spent most of the time in his cabin. What happened in the interval
remains a mystery, but when the ship docked two weeks later, Ford immedi-
ately separated from his fellow travelers, who were left to flounder with no
funds. He returned to the United States, refusing to explain the turn of
events, other than to comment, “We learn more from our failures than our
successes.” The world heard no more of the venture undl six years later
when Ford granted an interview to the New York Times. In it, he attributed
his anti-Semitism to something he had learned during the expedition:

It was the Jews themselves who convinced me of the direct
relationship between the international Jew and war. In fact, they
went out of their way to convince me.

On the Peace ship were two very prominent Jews. We had not
been at sea 200 miles before they began telling me of the power
of the Jewish race, of how they controlled the world through
their control of gold, and that the Jew and no one but the Jew
could end the war . . .

They said, and they believed, that the Jews started the war,
that they would continue it as long as they wished, and that until
the Jew stopped the war it could not be stopped. I was so dis-
gusted I would have liked to turn the ship back.’

Most of Ford’s biographers have taken him at his word and concluded
that his anti-Semitism was born aboard the Oskar II, despite the bizarre
notion that Jewish pacifists had convinced him the war was a Jewish plot.
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However, Schwimmer herself would later dispute the idea that the Peace
Expedition was the genesis of his anti-Semitism, noting that Ford was
already infected with anti-Jewish sentiments at their first meeting in
November 1915, a month before the ship set sail. According to Schwim-
mer, Ford had announced, “I know who caused the war—the German-
Jewish bankers. I have the evidence here. Facts! I can’t give them all out
now because I haven’t got them all yet, but I'll have them soon.”*¢

Speculation on the original source of Ford’s anti-Semitism has been the
subject of countless articles, academic studies, and two books, both entitled
Henry Ford and the Jews. However, no one has been able to come up with a
thoroughly convincing explanation. If Ford’s paranoia about the Jews
wasn’t acquired aboard the Peace Ship, what lay at its root?

When Henry Ford was growing up in rural Michigan shortly after the
Civil War, and before the later wave of Jewish European immigration, only
151 Jewish families populated the state.’” Born of Irish-Scotch heritage, his
own religious upbringing consisted of a puritanical Protestantism that
preached strict adherence to biblical morality. In his district lived only one
Jewish family and it is unlikely that Ford would have had any contact with
Jews until much later.”® During this period, relations between Jews and
other ethnic groups were not particularly problematic. Isaac Meyer Wise,
one of only 400 Jews living in Detroit at the time, wrote in 1867 that
Detroit’s Jews “live in the best understanding and harmony with their
neighbors and are esteemed as men, citizens and merchants.”’

That is not to say the young Henry Ford would have been unexposed
to anti-Semitism. One of the most popular schoolbooks of his youth was
McGuffey’s Eclectic Reader; the standard text in thirty-seven states, Michigan
among them. Schoolchildren were fed daily McGuffey’s diet of fundamen-
talist Christian morality, which was at least mildly anti-Semitic, occasion-
ally denigrating Jewish veneration of the Scriptures. “The Old Testament
has been preserved by the Jews in every age, with a scrupulous jealousy, and
with a veneration for its words and letters, bordering on superstition,” pro-
claims one edition.”®® Another informs its young readers that “Jews never
accepted that the Bible is a Christian book.” Ford was undeniably fond of
the McGuffey Reader and could quote entire passages by heart well into
adulthood. However, McGuffey hardly bred a nation of Jew-haters.

In his autobiography, Ford’s contemporary, Mark Twain—who was
also raised on the McGuffey Readers—would later describe his own nine-
teenth-century schoolboy views, admitting that he only thought of Jews in
Biblical terms. “They carried me back to Egypt and in imagination I moved
among the Pharoahs,” he wrote.®! The great nineteenth-century jurist
Oliver Wendell Holmes wrote that he was taught to believe Jews “were a
race lying under a curse for their obstinacy in refusing the gospel.”s> How-
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ever, neither Ford’s nor the Dearborn Independent’s peculiar form of anti-
Semidsm ever really attacked the Jews from a religious perspective or
applied the epithet “Christ-killers” to them. In fact, Ford seemed to have a
respect for the religion itself, as evidenced in his early dealings with Rabbi
Leo Franklin, who initially believed Ford to be enlightened about his peo-
ple.5* Ford’ later anti-Semitism appears, in fact, to reflect a racially based,
rather than religious, prejudice.

As more Jews emigrated from Europe to the Detroit area toward the
turn of the century, local newspapers recorded a number of anti-Semitic
incidents, including an attack on some Jewish peddlers. Yet if Henry Ford
ever encountered Jews or anti-Semitism in his early years, there is no
record of it and he never spoke of such encounters to friends or associates.
In fact, as late as 1916, he was praised by the Detroit fewish Chronicle as an
“example to other Christian employers” for allowing his Jewish workers
tme off to observe the High Holidays.

Among the various theories attempting to trace the source of Ford’s
anti-Semitism, one of the most persuasive postulates that it was Thomas
Alva Edison who first turned Ford against the Jews. The theory, however,
rests on a number of questionable foundations.

By the tme Ford met Edison in 1898, the scientist/inventor had
already profoundly influenced modern society through inventions such as
the incandescent lightbulb, the phonograph, and the motion picture cam-
era. The “Wizard of Menlo Park” had been a huge influence on the young
Ford, who would later write that Edison “was the chief hero of my boy-
hood,” and “our greatest American.” At the time of their first meeting,
Ford was the chief engineer at Edison’s Detroit electrical substation. At a
company banquet, an awestruck Ford received some encouraging words
from his idol and, by the time Ford left to start his own automobile com-
pany five years later, the two had become close friends. Once Ford became
successful, he loaned Edison—a poor businessman who was perpetually in
debt—millions of dollars to finance various projects. Eventually he would
venerate his mentor by building an institute in his name and moving Edi-
son’s entire laboratory from New Jersey to the Ford Museum in Dearborn.
To this day, the museum contains a rather odd item proudly displayed by
Ford after the inventor’s 1931 death—a glass vial purported to contain
“Edison’s last breath.”®*

In 1914, shortly after the First World War broke out and a year before
Ford’s Peace Ship expedition, Edison told the Dezroit Fournal that the rise
of German commerce fostered the war and that Jews were responsible for
Germany’s business success. The military government, he added, was a
pawn of the Jewish business sector.® Years later, in the middle of Ford’s
Dearborn Independent campaign, Edison sent Ford a number of letters indi-
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cating his support. In one letter, referring to the Jews, he wrote “they don’t
like publicity,” explaining why Jewish leaders were attempting to stop
Ford’s campaign.®” When Ford later sent him a complete leather-bound set
of The International Few, Edison mailed a letter of thanks.®® In turn, Edison
regularly sent Ford articles he cut out of the newspaper about Jewish influ-
ence. One, headlined “Jews control Soviet Russia,” painted a picture of the
Jews as the architects of Bolshevism. Edison’s accompanying note read,
“This is interesting.” But at least one company executive later claimed that
Edison actually rebuked Ford for his extreme anti-Semitism.%* Moreover,
it is difficult to believe that Edison’s own anti-Semitic views could have
been responsible for Ford’s visceral hatred, so the evidence of Edison’s
influence on Ford is far from conclusive. It is worth noting, however, that
Edison’s fortune was later used to fund another of the century’s most noto-
rious Jew-baiting organizations after his granddaughter Jean Farrel Edison
founded the Institute for Historical Review—a rabidly anti-Semitic organ-
ization which has been accused of being at the forefront of the Holocaust
denial movement.

Another theory has it that Ford’s lifelong animosity was sparked when a
Jewish banker turned down his request for a loan. In fact, Ford never had a
loan application rejected.”®

Each of Ford’ biographers in turn have trotted out one unsatisfactory
theory after another to explain what transformed a once progressive
thinker into a narrow-minded racist. There may in fact be no defining inci-
dent that can be pinpointed as the indisputable source of his ant-
Semitism. However, there is little doubt about who was most responsible
for fueling it.

Ernest Gustav Liebold was born in Detroit in 1884 at a time when Ger-
man immigrants still made up a sizable portion of the city’s population.
Though he was schooled in the Detroit public school system, Liebold’s
first language was German and on at least two occasions as a child he trav-
eled to Germany with his parents to visit relatives. By the turn of the cen-
tury, when Liebold was growing up, Detroit’s German community was the
primary source of the city’s anti-Semitism. In his 1986 study, fews of
Detroit, Robert Rockaway writes, “Many of the German residents, them-
selves recent immigrants, carried to America some of the anti-Jewish senti-
ments and stereotypes popular in their homeland. ... Throughout the
nineteenth century in Germany, even supposedly enlightened and edu-
cated -Germans expressed serious reservations about granting citizenship
and equal rights to the Jews who they saw as a distinct people who posed a
threat to German values and civilization. Thus, German Americans, upon
arriving in their new homeland, may have been more likely to view the
presence of Jews as a threat than native Americans, who had no such
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lengthy tradition of anti-Semitism.”! Jews, in fact, were frequently singled
out as a potential source of trouble in the city. During one local election, a
Detroit German newspaper warned its readers to “keep an eye on the Jew-
ish population.””

In 1911, the story goes, a $70,000 dividend check made out to Henry
Ford disappeared, only to be found a few days later in the pocket of a suit
Mrs. Ford was preparing to send to the cleaners. As a result, Ford’s busi-
ness partner James Couzens urged him to select a personal secretary to
handle his finances and suggested Liebold, who was then a young executive
in a local bank that had been set up for the use of the Ford company and
the local community.”® As Ford’s “general secretary,” Liebold so impressed
his employer with his business acumen that Ford came to regard him as
“the best financial mind in the country.”’*

Ford’s biographers Allan Nevins and Frank Hill describe Liebold as
possessing a “cold, ruthless intensity,” a quality that served him well as he
rose through the ranks.”> Ford once told an associate that every evening at
dinnertime, Liebold liked to march his children around the table military
style. When they reached their places, he would bark “sitzen sie (sit
down).”’6 Before long, he was Ford’s most trusted associate. He became the
industrialist’s gatekeeper, ensuring that Ford saw only the letters that
Liebold wanted him to see and met only the people he decided were wor-
thy. “An ambitious martinet, Liebold expanded his authority by exploiting
Ford’s quirks, such as his dislike for paperwork and refusal to read most
correspondence,” writes historian Leo Ribuffo.”” Much like a presidential
chief of staff, this gave the secretary enormous power and influence within
the company and permitted him undue sway with his employer. Ford
trusted him so much that he gave Liebold power-of-attorney to handle all
of his personal financial transactions, correspondence, and contracts.

From the time Liebold was hired, many of his colleagues bitterly com-
plained that he had become the most powerful person in the company next
to Ford himself. Company business manager Fred Black later described
the hold the secretary exerted over his employer: “He was one of the per-
sons Mr. Ford could ask to do things he wouldn’t ask other people to do.
Mr. Ford knew the others weren’t hard enough. For this reason, Liebold
had tremendous power . . . After 1921 he was riding high, wide, and hand-
some.”’8

For all his influence, however, Liebold was at first mostly a background
player, content to attend to Ford’s business and maintain a low profile
within the company itself. That all changed with the acquisition of the
Dearborn Independent. Several months after Ford bought the small weekly
in 1919, he bestowed upon Liebold the position of the newspaper’ general
manager. At the onset of the Independent’s anti-Semitic campaign in May
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1920, it was Liebold who signed the press release, marked “authorized by
Henry Ford,” announcing the paper’s new direction. It read: “The Jewish
Question, as every businessman knows, has been festering in silence and
suspicion here in the United States for a long time, and none has dared dis-
cuss it because the Jewish influence was strong enough to crush the man
who attempted it.””°

It was Liebold who coordinated the anti-Semitic campaign and it was
he who fended off the criticisms, answering each piece of mail addressed to
Ford, including the hundreds of outraged letters from prominent Jews and
Gentiles. To most of the criticism, he would politely reply that the reader
didn’t “understand” the intent of the series. When the Talmud Society
wrote demanding that Ford furnish proof supporting his accusations
against the Jews, Liebold wrote back, “We will prefer to leave it to you to
disprove the statements which are being published.”*

When Rosika Schwimmer—the Jewish woman who had enlisted Ford
in the Peace Ship campaign five years earlier—wrote to ask if, as rumored,
she had somehow been responsible for triggering Ford’s anti-Semitism, she
received a letter back from Liebold stating enigmatically, “All of us affili-
ated with Mr. Ford have been obliged to and do yet gladly carry a certain
measure of responsibility insofar as the articles are concerned. I am just
wondering, however, if you have read them because the present campaign
is based on facts which we have gathered for some time and is not based on
prejudices.”8!

At one point, Liebold boasted in a letter to a friend, “When we get
through with the Jews, there won’t be one of them who will dare raise his
head in public.”®?

Edwin Pipp, the Independent’s first editor, had no doubt who “started
Mr. Ford against the Jews.” In a weekly newspaper he founded to counter
Ford’s campaign, Pipp wrote, “The door to Ford’s mind was always open to
anything Liebold wanted to shove in it, and during that time Mr. Ford
developed a dislike for the Jews, a dislike which appeared to become
stronger and more bitter as time went on . . . In one way and another, the
feeling oozed into his system until it became a part of his living self.”®?
According to Pipp, Liebold always had an explanation for the problems of
the world “with the Jew at the bottom of it.” He would share his views on
a regular basis with Ford, who resented any attempt to “counteract the poi-
son that was being fed to him.”8*

Most of Ford’s biographers have noted Liebold’s virulent anti-
Semitism and his influence over Ford, but none has been able to pinpoint
its motivation or origin. However, a document recently uncovered in the
U.S. National Archives casts a new and sinister light on their relationship.
On February 8, 1918, the U.S. War Department’s Military Intelligence
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Division (MID) reported in a file marked “Most Secret” that Ernest
Liebold of Dearborn Michigan, private secretary to Henry Ford, is “con-
sidered to be a Germany spy.”® The implications of this document may
help explain much of the twentieth-century history of the Ford Motor
Company.

In early 1918, as the Great War engulfed Europe, the corporation found
itself completely enmeshed in the war effort. After the United States
entered the war on April 6, 1917, Henry Ford had suddenly abandoned his
antiwar rhetoric and let his patriotism overrule his pacifist ideals, agreeing
to put the company’s considerable manufacturing resources “at the disposal
of the United States government.”® The result was a number of lucrative
defense contracts, including a crucial order to build 5,000 Liberty airplane
motors for the army’s new fleet of fighter planes.

It appears that the U.S. War Department designation of Liebold as a
foreign spy was based on an intercepted letter about this Liberty Motors
contract, sent via a Detroit reporter (whose name has been withheld by the
government in the declassification process) with close contacts inside the
Ford Motor Company. He had sent the letter to a friend, John Rathom, at
the Providence Journal newspaper, who he knew to be an undercover U.S.
intelligence operative. Startled by its revelations, Rathom quickly for-
warded the letter to his superiors in Washington.%

In this five-page letter, dated December 10, 1917, the reporter/infor-
mant—who appears alarmed at a potential threat to the U.S. war effort—is
discussing a lunchtime conversation he had overheard at the Ford plant a
week earlier, involving two high-ranking company executives, and Ford’s
legal counsel, whom he identifies as “all avowed and outspoken pacifists.”®
The three men were discussing the recently awarded Liberty Motors con-
tract, he reports, when the conversation shifted suddenly to a discussion of
their colleague Ernest Liebold, whom the informant describes as being
“closer to Henry Ford than any man alive,” noting that he “was the man
who brought Rosika Schwimmer into contact with Ford. It was he who
promoted and arranged all the details of the Peace Expedition.”®

In his December 10 letter, the reporter, who was at the time in the pro-
cess of preparing an article about the Ford Motor Company, provides no
further details of the eavesdropped conversation. However, he recalls that,
a year before the United States entered the war, an “intimate friend” who
worked for the British government had shown him a “coded dispatch from
Berlin on its way to Liebold.”

There is “no question in my mind,” asserts the reporter, “that Liebold
is today a German spy.” For substantation of this charge, he points to a
visit by A. R. Scharton—a reporter for a New York-based German newspa-
per, Staats Zeitung—who had recently appeared at the Ford plant with a
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letter of introduction to Liebold. Before meeting Liebold, Scharton
walked around the plant attempting “to pump every one he met at the Ford
Motor Company about the Liberty Motor.” Later that day, the informant
reveals, Scharton and Liebold “were surprised in Liebold’s office with their
heads together, going over the blueprints of the Liberty Motor.”

This is a damning accusation. It would have been tantamount to
treason if Liebold had disclosed the top-secret Liberty defense plans to
any reporter, let alone a correspondent working for a pro-German news-
paper. The War Department concluded that the informant was a
“credible” source and, according to the recently declassified file, the
Military Intelligence Division launched an immediate investigation into
Liebold’s activities in February 1918—a probe that was eventually dis-
continued without any action taken when the war ended nine months
later.

The pieces begin to fit together. Ford’s pacifist campaign of 1915 had
been launched just as the fortunes of the German army were beginning to
sour in Europe. More important, a strong interventionist campaign had
begun to build in the United States for American entry into the war—
reasoning correctly that only American military intervention could defeat
the powerful German alliance. A negotiated peace, or continued American
neutrality, would have benefited the Kaiser and spared Germany the cata-
strophic defeat it would later suffer. It is entirely conceivable that Liebold
engineered and manipulated Ford’s pacifist efforts and hatred of the Jews
to benefit the German war effort. Rosika Schwimmer, the woman behind
the Peace Ship expedition, appeared to hint at this link when she wrote in
her unpublished memoirs, “Someone had tried to harness Ford’s pacifism
into the wagon of anti-Semitism. . . . This is the grossest exhibition of his
mental dependence on others in questions where his intuition fails to serve
as a flashlight . . . Like managers of a puppet show, they have succeeded in
connecting wars and Jews in Ford’s mind...administering the anti-
Semitic poison.””°

Ford’s pacifist campaign ended in vain. America’s entry into the war in
1917 ensured a crushing defeat for Germany. But Liebold would have
other opportunities to render assistance to the Fatherland.

With Liebold at the helm, the Independent continued its relentless drum-
beat of anti-Semitic attacks week after week until in February 1922 the
campaign came to an abrupt halt. Like much in Henry Ford’s history, there
are conflicting explanations for the sudden retreat. According to the paper’s
editor William Cameron, Ford burst into his office one day and told him,
“The Jewish articles must stop.” Then he told Allan Benson, one of the
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paper’s contributors, “There is too much anti-Semitic feeling. I can feel it
around here.”! This scenario seems improbable, considering that six
months later, Ford spoke to the Detroit Free Press of the “greed and avarice
of Wall Street Kikes.”? In fact, Cameron’s version was related years later
when every top official in the company was falling all over himself to dis-
tance Ford from the campaign against the Jews. One of the flaws in most
Ford biographies is that the authors rely on the select accounts of former
company officials, each of whom gives his own self-serving, contradictory
and demonstrably false account of events in which he took part.”?

Publicly, Ford claimed that the “reports” on the “Jewish Question”
could cease because Americans now knew enough to “grasp the key.””*
Many observers, however, believed that it was in fact Ford’s political ambi-
tions rather than repentance that prompted the sudden termination of the
Jewish attacks. Warren Harding’s presidency had been scandal-plagued
since he took office in 1921, and speculation was rife about who would chal-
lenge the embattled president for the White House in the 1924 elections.

Whether it was a grassroots phenomenon or, as seems more likely, a
carefully orchestrated effort, “Ford-for-President” clubs suddenly sprung
up all over the country in early 1922.° The idea of Ford in the White
House was not so far-fetched. In 1916, a group of Ford’s friends had circu-
lated petitions putting him on Michigan’s Republican primary ballot.
Without campaigning, he bested the favorite, Senator William Alden
Smith, by more than 5,000 votes.” Two weeks later, he almost achieved
another upset in the Nebraska primary, losing by only 464 votes. In 1916,
Ford was a reluctant candidate. But on August 8, 1923, Collier’s printed an
article under his name headlined “If I Were President.” Evidently, Ford
was beginning to consider the grandeur of high public office. Edwin Pipp,
who had resigned as the Independent’s editor in 1920, believed that Ford
knew he would never win the presidency with the Jewish electorate against
him; the Independent’s campaign, therefore, had to end.

“Running through New York City, Philadelphia, Cincinnati, Cleve-
land, and Chicago are strong Jewish influences,” Pipp wrote. “They seldom
unite or act concertedly on political matters, but with Ford attacking them,
they naturally would be solid against him . . . They are human and would
not fall for putting their greatest enemy into a high office.””’

After he retired from the company, former business manager Fred
Black laid Ford’s political ambitions squarely at the hands of Liebold.
“Liebold was the main stimulation of the Ford-for-President boom in
1923,” he recalled. “He expected to be the power behind the throne in
Washington, as he was then in the company.””®

Liebold carefully scrutinized the primary laws of every state and
planned to flood Ford dealers with free copies of a Ford biography spe-
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cially prepared for the campaign.”” In later years, he admitted that he
expected to be named vice president if his boss was elected.!?

According to Ford’s biographer Carol Gelderman, “Had Ford wanted
the presidency, he probably could have had it. . .. Farmers, pacifists, fac-
tory workers, prohibitionists, anti-Semites, labor unionists—all looked on
Ford as a hero.”!?! Indeed, a June 1923 nationwide Autocaster survey tabu-
lated 700,000 ballots and found Ford defeating President Harding by a
nearly 2 to 1 margin.'® A month later, Collier’s Magazine interviewed
258,000 Americans, with the results showing Ford defeating Harding
88,865 to 51,000.1%

But when a delegate rose to extol the benefits of a Ford presidency at a
convention of the Daughters of the American Revolution in Washington
that fall, Ford’s wife, Clara, who was in the audience, stormed to the
podium and hotly rebuked the speaker: “Mr. Ford has enough and more
than enough to do to attend to his business in Detroit. The day he runs for
President of the United States, I will be on the next boat to England.”!%

Whether it was because of his wife’s opposition or another factor, Ford
eventually abandoned his campaign. In the end, he traded his presidential
ambitions for an assurance by his leading rival Calvin Coolidge that the
latter would support his bid for a watershed on the Tennessee River called
Muscle Shoals.!% Coolidge went on to assume the presidency.!% Whether
Ford was ever serious about running for office is still a mystery but shortly
after he abandoned his bid, the Independent resumed its anti-Semitic cam-
paign as suddenly as the paper had dropped it two years earlier.

For two years, the Independent’s pages had been almost completely free
of articles dealing with “The Jewish Question”—with only the occasional
snipe at “Jewish moneylenders.” However, in his weekly column, “Ford’s
Own Page,” Ford continued to attack the “international financiers” and the
“international bankers” who had made politicians their pawns.!”” Discern-
ing readers of the Independent had little doubt to whom he was referring.
But while Ford maintained a disingenuous truce, the ideas that had germi-
nated in the newspaper’s columns were beginning to take root across the
country and in the highest circles. On March 3, 1923, Senator Robert
LaFollette of Wisconsin introduced a motion casting responsibility for
World War I on the international bankers and singled out the Jewish Roth-
schilds in particular.!® Two books were published by George W. Arm-
strong, The Crime of *20 (1922) and The Story of the Dynasty of the Money
Trust in’ America (1923), discussing “a Jewish banking conspiracy” to con-
trol the money markets of America and eventually world governments.!%
The Ku Klux Klan enjoyed its biggest resurgence since Reconstruction as
it added the Jews to its traditional targets, Roman Catholics and blacks.!!°
According to the anti-Klan activist Patrick H. O’Donnell, who published
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the Chicago-based publication Tolerance, Ford “must stand accused of hav-
ing sedulously nurtured the development of Ku Klux power.” According to
O’Donnell, Klan membership was “insignificant in numbers” when Ford
began his campaign but in two years, more than 100 hate publications had
been established.!'! These occurrences, of course, cannot wholly be
blamed on Ford and his campaign. A combination of postwar disillusion-
ment, economic uncertainty, rising Protestant fundamentalism, and fear of
Bolshevism played their part as well. But it was Ford who had most suc-
cessfully tapped into these feelings of malaise and used his credibility and
platform to exploit them.

He soon resumed the campaign with a vengeance. On April 23, 1924,
the Independent carried a huge front-page headline:

JEWISH EXPLOITATION OF FARMERS’ ORGANIZATIONS
MONOPOLY TRAPS OPERATE UNDER GUISE OF
MARKETING ASSOCIATIONS

Setting the tone for a fresh campaign, the article declared, “A band of
Jews—bankers, lawyers, moneylenders, advertising agencies, fruit packers,
produce buyers, professional office managers and bookkeeping experts—is
on the back of the American farmer . . . This organization was born in the
fertile, fortune-seeking brain of a young Jew on the Pacific Coast a little
more than five years ago.”!!2

The Jew referred to in the article was a Chicago attorney named Aaron
Sapiro who specialized in farm economics and for some time had been
attempting to draw disaffected midwestern farmers into a new marketing
scheme—a farm co-op—to sell their wheat. The farm co-op movement had
received the support of a number of prominent American Jews—Bernard
Baruch, Julius Rosenwald, and Eugene Mayer. By 1925, Sapiro’s plan,
which the New York Times described as “one of the greatest agricultural
movements of modern times,” had enlisted more than 800,000 farmers.!!?

Henry Ford had never forgotten his roots as a farmer. He maintained a
private farm in Dearborn and subscribed to most of the nation’s leading
farm journals. His frequent boasts of his youth on the farm, moreover, had
made him as much a hero among American farmers as his five-dollar day
did among working men. In fact, farmers were some of the Ford Motor
Company’s most important customers and had made it the nation’s leading
manufacturer of tractors and trucks. Ford was immediately suspicious of
the farm co-op movement. Were the Jews trying to extend their control
into American wheat farming as well?!* “I don't believe in co-operation,”
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Ford said, dismissing the movement. “What can co-operation do for farm-
ers?”!'5 During the Independent’s first anti-Semitic series four years earlier,
Ford had often aired his views on the subject of Jews and agriculture. In an
article entitled “How the Jewish Question Touches the Farm,” the Indepen-
dent argued that “the Jew is not an agriculturalist”; he only cares about
“land that produces gold from the mine and land that produces rents.”1
In one issue, the paper even offered a reward of $1,000 to anybody who
could uncover a Jewish farmer.

Now here was a Jew who was successfully organizing Ford’s beloved
farmers into a powerful force—a phenomenon Ford viewed as suspiciously
similar to socialism. For more than a year, under the theme of “Jewish
Exploitation of Farmer Organizations,” the paper took aim at the Farm
Co-op movement. In more than twenty articles, it sought to portray Sapiro
as the leader of “a conspiracy of Jewish bankers” forcing farmers into
cooperatives. He had “turned millions away from the pockets of the men
who till the soil and into the hands of the Jews and their followers.” His
“strong arm” tactics and squads of Bolshevists had infected farm children
with the germs of Communism, making them “modeler’s clay” in his
hands. His non-Jewish associates were nothing more than “Gentile false
fronts . . . human camouflage of the international ring of professional
aliens.”!!’ :

Sapiro demanded Ford retract his charges, but to no avail. Then, on
April 23, 1925, he launched a million-dollar libel suit, aimed not at the In-
dependent, but at Ford himself. Reaction to the suit demonstrates just how
successfully Ford had rallied American farmers to his cause. Hundreds of
letters poured in from farmers urging Ford to stand up to the “shrewd lit-
tle Jew” ... “The Bible says Jews will return to Palestine, but they want to
get all the money out of America first.” . . . “Sapiro should be kicked out
because he is trash.” . .. “The sooner the leeches are given a dose of ‘Go
quick,” the better.”!!8

When the case finally came to court two years later, the defense’s tack
was clear. William Cameron, the Independent’s editor and chief witness for
the defendant, offered himself as a willing scapegoat. Loyal to his long-
time employer, he testified under oath that he was completely responsible
for every word the paper had published. Ford, he claimed, had neither read
the articles in advance nor talked with him about the “Jewish Question.”!!?
Whatever credibility this absurd claim may have had was soon undermined
when James M. Miller, a former Dearborn Independent employee, swore
under oath that Ford had told him he intended to expose Sapiro.'?

The case was about to reach its conclusion when Ford’s lawyers alleged
that one of the jurors had claimed to have accepted a bribe from Jewish
interests to vote against Ford. The judge was forced to declare a mistrial. It
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later emerged that the allegations were false and had probably been insti-
gated by Ford’s defense team in an effort to avoid an unfavorable judg-
ment.

Shortly after the mistrial was declared, U.S. Congressman Nathan
Perlman, vice president of the American Jewish Committee, was
approached by two of Henry Ford’s personal emissaries. They told him
that “Ford and his family were anxious to put an end to the controversies
and ill feelings” occasioned by the Dearborn Independent campaign.'’!
When AJC President Louis Marshall heard about the peace feeler, he sent
word that only a “complete retraction” would be acceptable, and
demanded an assurance that no more attacks would ever be made on the
Jewish people.!?2

Two weeks later, the New York Evening Fournals Arthur Brisbane,
author of America’s most popular syndicated column, “Today,” received a
document from Ford headquarters. Brisbane had championed Ford in
print on a number of occasions, but had recently met with Ford to suggest
he discontinue his anti-Semitic attacks, which Brisbane said were hurting
his reputation. At that meeting, Ford had dismissed Brisbane’s concerns,
claiming, “No one can charge that I am an enemy of the Jewish people. I
employ thousands of them.”!?* Now Brisbane was astonished to receive a
three-page letter over Henry Ford’s signature, which signaled the official
end to what has been called the “most systematic campaign of hatred
against a people in American history.” Brisbane immediately distributed
the letter to four other news agencies for publication and it exploded onto
front pages worldwide on July 8, 1927:

For some time past I have given consideration to the series of
articles concerning Jews which since 1920 have appeared in the
Dearborn Independent. Some of them have been reprinted in pam-
phlet form under the title “The International Jew.” Although
both publications are my property, it goes without saying that in
the multitude of my activities, it has been impossible for me to
devote personal attention to their management or to keep
informed as to their contents. It has therefore inevitably followed
that the conduct and policies of these publications had to be dele-
gated to men whom I placed in charge of them and upon whom I
relied implicitly.

To my great regret [ have learned that Jews generally, and par-
ticularly those of this country, not only resent these publications
as promoting anti-Semitism, but regard me as their enemy.
Trusted friends with whom I have conferred recently have
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assured me in all sincerity that in their opinion the character of
the charges and insinuations made against the Jews, both individ-
ually and collectively, contained in many of the articles which
have been circulated periodically in the Dearborn Independent and
have been reprinted in the pamphlets mentioned, justifies the
righteous indignation entertained by Jews everywhere toward me
because of the mental anguish occasioned by the unprovoked
reflections made upon them.

This has led me to direct my personal attention to the subject, in
order to ascertain the exact nature of these articles. As a result of
this survey I confess that I am deeply mortfied that this journal,
which is intended to be constructive and not destructive, has been
made the medium for resurrecting exploded fictions, for giving cur-
rency to the so-called Protocols of the Wise Men of Zion, which have
been demonstrated, as I learn, to be gross forgeries, and for con-
tending that the Jews have been engaged in a conspiracy to control
the capital and the industries of the world, besides laying at the door
many offenses against decency, public order and good morals. Had I
appreciated even the general nature, to say nothing of the details, of
these utterances, I would have forbidden their circulation without a
moment’s hesitation, because I am fully aware of the virtues of the
Jewish people as a whole, of what they and their ancestors have done
for civilization and for mankind toward the development of com-
merce and industry, of their sobriety and diligence, their benevo-
lence, and their unselfish interest in the public welfare. Of course
there are black sheep in every flock, as there are among all races,
creeds, and nationalists who are at times evildoers. It is wrong, how-
ever, to judge a people by a few individuals, and I therefore join in
condemning unreservedly all wholesale denunciations and attacks.

Those who know me can bear witness that it is not in my
nature to inflict insult upon and to occasion pain to anybody, and
that it has been my effort to free myself from prejudice. Because
of that I frankly confess that I have been greatly shocked as a
result of my study and examination of the files of the Dearborn In-
dependent and of the pamphlet entitled “The International Jew.” I
deem it to be my duty as an honorable man to make amends for
the wrong done to the Jews as fellow-men and brothers, by asking
their forgiveness for the harm that I have unintentionally com-
mitted, by retracting so far as lies within my power, the offensive
charges laid at their door by these publications, and by giving
them the unqualified assurance that henceforth they may look to
me for friendship and goodwill.
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It is needless to add that the pamphlets which have been dis-
tributed throughout the country and in foreign lands will be
withdrawn from circulation, that in every way possible I will
make it known that they have my unqualified disapproval and that
henceforth the Dearborn Independent will be conducted under
such auspices that articles reflecting upon the Jews will never
again appear in its columns.

Finally, let me add that this statement is made on my own ini-
tiative and wholly in the interest of right and justice and in accor-
dance with what I regard as my solemn duty as a man and as a
citizen.

—Signed, Henry Ford, Dearborn, Michigan, June 30, 1927.1%

Along with the apology, Ford quietly settled out of court with Sapiro
for $140,000 and agreed to take measures to stop further distribution of
the International Jew. On its surface, the claims made in the apology were
incredible. Ford had given countless personal interviews since 1920 reiter-
ating the charges against the Jews recounted in the Dearborn Independent.
As Neil Baldwin has described it, “Jew hatred was now an entrenched, per-
sistent strain on Ford’s psyche.” The press releases accompanying each
issue carried the line: “The Dearborn Independent is Henry Ford’s own
paper and he authorizes every statement incurred therein.” And his own
autobiography expounds at length about the “Jewish Question.” Yet, here
was Henry Ford boldly assuring the world that he knew nothing of the
attacks apainst the Jews and that he had always been free of prejudice.

Relieved to be spared from the line of fire, however, the Jewish com-
munity was willing to take the apology at face value and even forgive their
former adversary. Commenting on Ford’s apology, Rabbi Franklin quoted
from Leviticus in his diary: “Thou shalt not take vengeance, nor bear any
grudge against the children of thy people, but thou shalt love thy neighbor
as thyse]f.”1%

The Fewish New York Tribune expressed “profound satisfaction,” while
The American Hebrew quoted Rabbi Isaac Landman as saying, “Henry
Ford .. .is the first man in history beguiled by anti-Semitism, who has
made a public recantation and apology.”*¢ Not all Jews, however, were
happy to see Ford absolved so easily. The Jewish Telegraphic Agency
believed there should be a limit on Jewish forgiveness. Ford’s apology, it
complained, did not need to be greeted with such an “hysteric outburst.”'*’

Most but not all of the mainstream media seemed just as willing to accept
the apology as their Jewish counterparts. The New York Timtes wrote, “Mr.
Ford has shown superb moral courage in his wholehearted recantation.”'?*
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The New York Telegram editorialized, “If one of the richest men in the
world cannot get away with an and-Semitic movement in this country,
nobody else will have the nerve to try it, and of that we can all be thankful,
gentiles as well as Jews.”!?" But a Chicago Tribune editorial noted that there
were few things as remorseless as a rich man trying to duck the future con-
sequences of his actions.”*® “Mr. Ford,” it wrote, “advances an empty head
to explain his cold feet.” The Berliner Tageblatr pointed out that only
recently Ford had given them an interview urging the German nation to
“free itself from the slavery of Jewish capital and of the Jewish League of
Nations.”

The apology was the talk of the country for weeks. Even Tin Pan Alley
weighed in when future Broadway impresario Billy Rose released a saurical
song entitled “Since Henry Ford Apologized to Me™:

I was sad and I was blue

But now I'm just as good as you

Since Hen-ry Ford a-pol-ogized to me
I've thrown a-way my lit-tle Che-vro-let
And bought nry-self a Ford Cou-pe

I told the. Sup-rintendent that

The Dearborn In-de-pen-dent

Does-1't bave ro bang up where it used to be
I glad be changed kis point of view

And I even like Edsel too,

Since Hen-ry Ford a-pol-o-gized to me

My mother says she’ll feed bim if be calls
Ge-fil-te-fish and Mar-zab balls

And if be runs for President

T would-n’t charge a sin-gle cent

Pl cast my bal-lot ab-so-lute-ly free
Since Hen-ry Ford a-pol-o-gized to m

PRLL

What motivated the sudden about-face? The Independent’s first editor
Edwin Pipp claimed business considerations—not remorse—were
responsible. The company had begun receiving letters like the one from
an Augusta, Georgia, Ford dealer recounting his visit from the city rabbi.
No American Jew, the rabbi had told him, would buy a single new Ford
until the Independent ceased its attacks."’? In Hartford, Connecticut,
organizers of a parade by the local Jewish community declared that there
should be “positively no Ford machines permitted in line.” And according
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to Pipp, Gaston Plantiff, Ford’s business representative in New York, had
recently informed him that sales of his cars were plummeting as the
result of an unofficial Jewish boycott. “Whatever his reputation may be,”
Pipp wrote, “the dollar appeals to Ford as strongly as to any man on
earth,”!¥

Humorist Will Rogers summed it up best: “Ford used to have it in for
the Jewish people until he saw them in Chevrolets, and then he said, ‘Bays,
Iam all wrong.” "%

Upton Sinclair, in his 1937 Ford biography, The Flivver King, protfered
another theory: Ford’s detectives had begun to investigate the Jewish film
moguls who headed most of Hollywood’s major studios. When William
Fox, head of Fox pictures, got wind of the investigation, he informed Ford
that he would compile footage from “hundreds of cameramen all over the
country” of accidents and fatalities involving Ford cars. The resulting
newsreel would be projected before every one of his studio’ films.!*

Whatever the reason, Henry Ford never publicly addressed the “Jewish
Question” again. But his seven-vear campaign would spawn a movement
with horrific consequences that would render previous notions of hate
obsolete. And if the motivations behind Fords seven-year campaign
remain murky, there can be little doubt about its effects.






CHAPTER 2

THE FUHRER’S INSPIRATION

Henry Ford, right, with his general secretary and lifelong confidant, Ernest Liebold,
center, circa 1919, Liebold has been accused of spearheading Ford’s anti-Semitic cru-
sade, and new evidence indicates he was probably a Nazi spy.







In 1935, the city of Nuremberg had played
host to the most dramatic rallies ever staged by the ascendant Nazi move-
ment. Ten years later, its destiny reversed, twenty of the most notorious
Nazi leaders sat in the dock of a Nuremberg courtroom waiting to hear
indictments read against them as the first-ever international war crimes
trial got under way.

These men were to be judged for planning and perpetrating the great-
est crime in history—what William Shirer calls “a massacre so horrible and
on such a scale as to leave an ugly scar on civilization that will surely last as
long as man on earth.”!

Among the first to be indicted—Hermann Goring, Hitler’s closest con-
fidante; Hans Frank, the man who oversaw the liquidation of Polish Jewry;
Julius Streicher, architect of the Third Reich’s anti-Semitic policies—were
those considered the leading participants in the implementation of the
Final Solution.? Only seven months earlier, each had been under the direct
command of Adolf Hitler.

At 10:00 A.M. on November 21, 1945, the chief U.S. prosecutor,
Robert Jackson, strode to the podium to open the proceedings convened
to mete out some semblance of justice for the atrocities carried out in
the name of the Third Reich. Pointing forcefully to the defendants,
Jackson declared, “In the prisoners’ dock sit twenty-odd broken men.
What makes this inquest significant is that these prisoners represent sin-
ister influences that will lurk in the world long after their bodies have
returned to dust. We will show them to be living symbols of racial

8
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hatreds, of terrorism and violence, and of the arrogance and cruelty of
power.”

As the trial commenced, investigators from the four prosecuting
nations presented millions of documents of evidence—the bloody trail of
the Nazis’ genocidal regime—to support their case against the accused.
And one by one, the defendants faced their inquisitors and denied any
complicity in the crimes they were accused of .*

On the 137th day of the proceedings, it was the turn of Baldur von
Schirach, leader of the Hitler Youth, to take the stand. The youngest of the
defendants at thirty-nine, the story of the path that brought von Schirach
to Nuremberg is a cautionary tale.

Von Schirach had joined the Nazi Party in 1925 shortly after his eigh-
teenth birthday. Slavishly devoted to Hitler, the young adherent rose rap-
idly through the Party hierarchy as he groomed German youth for the
National Socialist cause. In 1932, Schirach was elected to the Reichstag
and a year later became the head of the Hitler Youth. He was appointed
Reichleiter (Reich leader) on June 18, 1933, and quickly assumed a place in
Hitler’s inner circle.” He was so successful in carrying out his new duties
that, by 1935, an astonishing 60 percent of German boys had voluntarily
enlisted in the Hitler 7ugend.® As he confessed many years later, “I have led
millions of German youth to serve a barbaric master.”

Von Schirach’s efficiency soon caught the attention of Hitler, who in
1940 named him Gauleiter (Governor) of Vienna—the city where the
Fiihrer claimed to have developed his hatred for the Jewish people two de-
cades earlier. Although most of the later charges against him stemmed
from his tenure as Gauleiter, the Nuremberg indictment states that von
Schirach had demonstrated a penchant for the baser elements of Nazi ide-
ology long before his promotion. At a 1939 meeting of the National
Socialist German Students Bund in Heidelberg, Schirach was invited to
deliver the keynote address. After praising the students for devoting so
much of their time to the affairs of the Party, he reminded the boys of the
service they had rendered during the Kristallnacht riots a year earlier when
Jewish stores and synagogues were looted and burned. Dramatically, he
pointed across the river to the old university town of Heidelberg where
several burnt-out synagogues stood as mute witnesses to the students’
zeal. “Those skeleton buildings will remain there for centuries,” he told
them, “as inspiration for future students, as a warning to enemies of the
State.””

The governorship of Vienna proved the opportunity to put his words
into action. On November 7, 1940, von Schirach ordered that the remain-
ing Jews of Vienna be rounded up to implement a massive slave labor oper-
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ation. “Investigations are being made at present by the Gestapo to find out
how many able-bodied Jews are still available in order to make plans for the
contemplated mass projects,” declared von Schirach’s written order, cap-
tured by the Allies after the war. “It is assumed that there are not many
more Jews available. If some still should be available, however, the Gestapo
has no scruples to use the Jews even for the removal of the destroyed syna-
gogues.”®

According to his Nuremberg accusers, this document indicated that
“von Schirach and his immediate subordinates not only knew of the
atrocities which had been committed against the Jews by the Nazis in
Vienna, but also that they endorsed further forced labor of Jews and
worked intimately with the Gestapo and the SS in their measures of per-
secution.”

The enslavement of Jews was merely the first step in the Nazi master
plan. Von Schirach was not squeamish about participating in the final
phase. In the most serious indictment against him—crimes against human-
ity—he was accused of sending more than 10,000 Viennese Jews to their
deaths. The charge stemmed from a meeting he had with the city council
on June 6, 1942, during which he announced that “in the latter part of the
summer or in the fall of this year all Jews will be removed from this city,
and the removal of the Czechs will then get under way.”!°

In a speech to the European Youth League in Vienna soon after, he
stated: “Every Jew who exerts influence in Europe is a danger to European
culture. If anyone reproaches me with having driven from this city, which
was once the European metropolis of Jewry, tens of thousands upon tens
of thousands of Jews into the ghetto of the East, I feel myself compelled to
reply: I see in this an action contributing to European culture.”!! The
“ghetto of the East” was simply a Nazi euphemism for Auschwitz and
other Polish concentration camps.

Now, at war’s end, von Schirach stood to answer the charges. On May
23, 1946, the young Nazi leader stepped into the witness box and took the
oath required of all defendants: “I swear by God, the Almighty and Omni-
scient, that I will speak the pure truth and will withhold and add nothing.”

When it was his turn, von Schirach’s chief counsel, Fritz Sauter,
approached the witness box and began his interrogation: Had the Jugend
leader’s principles been copied from Hitler or had other factors in his
youth played a part?

Von Schirach, whom one observer described as “looking like a contrite
college boy kicked out of school for some folly,”!? responded by describ-
ing his childhood. The son of a middle-class Heidelberg theater manager,
he had always been surrounded by “artistic and intellectual stimulation.”
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Then, in 1924, a year after the Hitler beer hall putsch, at the impression-
able age of seventeen, von Schirach discovered the Nazi Party and gradu-
ally became a convert to its ideology.

Had his transformation into a loyal National Socialist come about
through reading the partys literature? Sauter asked. Von Schirach’s
response, delivered to a packed courtroom and an international radio audi-
ence numbering in the millions, bears disturbing witness to the far reach
and ruinous impact of a long-extinet publishing venture:

The decisive anti-Semitic book which I read at that time, and
the book which influenced my comrades, was Henry Ford’s book,
The International Jew. 1 read it and became anti-Semitic. This
book made in those days a great impression on my friends and
myself because we saw in Henry Ford the representatve of suc-
cess, also the representative of a progressive social policy. In the
poverty-stricken and wretched Germany of the time, youth
looked toward America, and, apart from the great benefactor
Herbert Hoaver, it was Henry Ford who, to us, represented
America . .. If he said the Jews were to blame, naturally we
believed him."

One vyear before he ever heard of Adolf Hitler, Baldur von Schirach
had found nspiration in the hate-laced diatribes of Henry Ford, whose
status as a folk hero extended far beyond the borders of America.

The nineteenth-century German philosopher Hegel wrote eloquently of
Germanys destiny to lead the world in an inspired mission led by
“heroes”—great agents fated by mysterious Providence to carry out “the
will of the world spirit.”"* This veneration of heroes has always figured
prominently in the German psyche.

By 1921, Germans, like Americans, had declared Henry Ford one of
those heroes. In a country where working conditions were even worse
than they were in the United States, news of the American company’s
five-dollar-a-day policy had elevated Henry Ford to mythical status.
When his autobiography was published in German, the book became an
instant bestseller in the country and its success was reported in newspa-
pers throughout Furope and America. During the war, while American
newspapers mocked mercilessly Ford’s Peace Expedition, the German
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press had praised its goals with undisguised reverence for “the great
American, Ford.” A new word, Fordismus, entered the country’s vernacular
in early 1921 after a Hamburg university professor used it in a lecture on
Ford’s production methods.

Hegel’s concept of “Heroes,” first uttered in 1830, would find expres-
sion through another German philosopher nearly a century later. Wrote
Adolf Hitler in Mein Kampf, “World-historical men—the heroes of an
epoch—must therefore be recognized as its clear-sighted ones; their words,
their deeds are the best of their time.””* For Hitler, and a generation of
Germans, Ford’s words as well as his deeds served only to increase his
stature in a nation that exalted heroes.

In February 1921, at a time when Hitler was still only a little-known
fanatic,'¢ the first German-language edition of The International Few was
published in Berlin under the title Der International Fude.'” The author’s
name on the jacket was Henry Ford, though the book, like its American
counterpart, was merely a compendium of articles that had appeared in the
Dearborn Independent.

The book was an immediate success. Germany’s humiliating defeat and
a postwar recession had sapped the nation’s morale. The people were eager
to hear Ford’s prescription out of the morass. But there was another reason
for the book’s warm reception. It spoke directly to some of the country’s
greatest concerns.'® Much of Der International Fude was devoted to expos-
ing a conspiracy to undermine the German nation. Bolshevik Jews, the
book claimed, were responsible for the German defeat in the First World
War and the humiliating terms of the Versailles Treaty:

Jewish influence in German affairs came strongly to the front
during the 1914-1918 war. It came with all the directness and
attack of a flying wedge, as if previously prepared . . . The princi-
pal Jewish influences which brought down German order may be
named under three heads: (a) the spirit of Bolshevism which mas-
queraded under the name of German socialism; (b) Jewish own-
ership and control of the Press; (c) Jewish control of the food
supply and the industrial machinery of the country. There was a
fourth, “higher up,” but these worked upon the German people
directly. It will be recalled that the German collapse in that war
was directly due to food starvation and material shortages, and to
industrial unrest. As early as the second year of the war, German
Jews were preaching that German defeat was necessary to the rise
of the proletariat.!’
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For a gullible German public desperate to find a scapegoat for its cata-
strophic defeat, these words pointed the way. We weren’t defeated, it told
them, we were betrayed. And, although the Protocols of the Elders of Zion had
previously found its way to Germany via White Russian émigrés, it
remained an obscure document there until the German edition of The
International Jew gave the forgery legitimacy. In 1921, western leaders were
still debating the establishment of the League of Nations, the international
organization U.S. President Woodrow Wilson envisioned to prevent
another world war. But entry into the League was conditional upon accept-
ing the terms of the Versailles Treaty, and its founding was deeply unpop-
ular in many German circles. Ford’s book, meanwhile, was warning of the
consequences of forming such a body, directing its readers to the Fifth
Protocol, which purported to reveal a cabal of Jews vowing, “We will so
wear out and exhaust the Gentiles by all this that they will be compelled to
offer us an international authority, which by its position will enable us to
absorb without disturbance all the governmental forces of the world and
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thus form a super-government.”?’ Thus, even a proposed instrument of
international peace was suspiciously perceived as a Jewish tool designed to
undermine Germany.

In 1923, American Jewish community activist Samuel Untermeyer
described the impact of The International Few after he returned from a trip
around the world. Translations of the book, he wrote, were to be found in

the most remote corners of the earth:

Wherever there was a Ford car, there was a Ford agency not
far away, and wherever there was a Ford agency, these vile
libelous books in the language of the country were to be found.
They, coupled with the magic name of Ford, have done more
than could be undone in a century to sow, spread and ripen the
poisonous seeds of anti-Semitism and race hatred. These articles
are so fantastic and so naive in their incredible fantasy that they
read like the work of a lunatic, and but for the authority of the
Ford name, they would have never seen the light of day and
would have been quite harmless if they had. With that name,
they spread like wildfire and became the Bible of every anti-
Semite.?!

And if The International Few was the Bible, observed one historian,
then to the Nazis, “Henry Ford must have seemed like a God.”*? It is still
unclear when Adolf Hitler first read the book but by 1922, a year after he
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took control of the National Socialist German Workers Party, he had
already clearly lionized the American industrialist.

In December of that year, the New York Times ran a small item head-
lined “Berlin Hears Ford Is Backing Hitler” long before most Americans
or even Germans had ever heard of the obscure nationalist politician:

A rumor is circulating here that Henry Ford is financing
Adolph (sic) Hitler’s nationalist and anti-Semitic movement in
Murich. Indeed, the Berlin Tageblatt has made an appeal to the
American Ambassador in Berlin to investigate and interfere.?

The reporter offered no specifics other than “a ground for suspicion”
that Hitler’s lavish spending must be financed from abroad. But a subse-
quent paragraph offered the first clue that the Ford mystique resonated
beyond American shores:

The wall beside his desk in Hitler’s private office is decorated
with a large picture of Henry Ford. In the antechamber there is a
large table covered with books, nearly all of which are a transla-
tion of a book written by Henry Ford. If you ask one of Hitler’s
underlings for the reason of Ford’s popularity in these circles, he
will smile knnowingly but say nothing.?*

Three months later, the allegations in the article seemed confirmed by
the vice president of the Bavarian Diet (parliament), Erhard Auer, when he
embarked on a mission to Berlin to meet with German President Friedrich
Ebert. Auer had come to the capital to express his concern about Ford’s
interference in the affairs of a foreign nation.

As he was entering the Reichstag to keep his appointment with Pres-
ident Ebert, Herr Auer was stopped by the foreign correspondent of the
Chicago Tribune, who inquired about the political situation in Bavaria.
The response must have come as a surprise to the American reporter
expecting a bland comment about the region’s postwar economic
improvement. Instead, the politician invoked a familiar name to indict a
man previously unknown to any of the Tribune’s readers. Henry Ford, he
charged, was financing the revolutionary program of a radical Austrian
named Adolf Hitler because he was favorably impressed by Hitler’s pro-
gram supporting the “extermination of Jews in Germany.”>> Not only
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did the quote establish a link between Ford and Hitler, but it appears to
be the first reference in the American media, and possibly the first ever
published suggestion, that Hitler even contemplated such a plan,
According to Auer:

The Bavarian Diet has long had information that the Hitler
movement was partly financed by an American anti-Semitic chief,
who is Henry Ford. Mr. Ford’s interests in the Bavarian anti-
Jewish movement began over a year ago when onc of Mr. Ford’s
agents seeking to sell Ford tractors came in contact with Dietrich
Eichart (sic}, the noterious Pan-German, shortly after Herr
Eichart asked Mr. Fords agent for financial aid. The agent
returned to America and immediately Mr. Ford’s money began
coming to Munich. Herr Hitler openly boasts of Mr. Ford’s sup-
port and praises Mr. Ford not as a great individualist but as a great
anti-Semite.”

Neither the New York Times story nor the Chicago Tribune article quotes
Hitler directly, suggesting that neither reporter was able to secure an inter-
view. But two weeks later, on March 8, the Tribune ran an expansive inter-
view Hitler had granted to its foreign correspondent Raymond Fendrick.
That week, American and German newspapers had been discussing Ford’s
potential White House candidacy at length, and Hitler seemed overjoyed
at the prospect:

I wish that I could send some of my shock traops to Chicago
and other big American cities to help in the elections. We look on
Heinrich Ford as the leader of the growing Fascisti movement in
America. We admire particularly his anti-Jewish policy which is
the Bavarian Fascisti platform. We have just had his ant-Jewish
articles translated and published. The book is being circulated to
millions throughout Germany.??

In the interview, Hitler denies Auer’s allegation that Ford was provid-
ing financial backing for the fascist movement in Germany, but, like a small
boy boasting of an autographed baseball card, he adds, “Heinrich’s picture
occupies the place of honor in {my] sanctum.”**

The Tribune reporter was unconvinced. “If Mr. Ford is not the angel of




THE AMERICAN AXIS 47

Herr Hitler’s Fascisti, in spite of the story of the Bavarian government to
the contrary, huge sums are coming in from somewhere,” Fendrick wrote.
Hitler’s organization, he noted, includes 5,000 shock troops uniformed in
gray and is “spreading by leaps and bounds throughout Germany,” sending
out Fords book and other Bavarian Fascist propaganda by the “car
loads.”?

Shortly after, an American consular official stationed in Berlin named
Robert Murphy asked Hitler whether the reports were true. Hitler replied
that “unfortunately Mr. Ford’s organization has so far made no money
contributions to our party” and claimed that most of the Party treasury
came from “patriotic Germans living abroad.”*°

The contradictory claims about whether Fords money financed the
early rise of the National Socialists have for more than half a century
stymied historians probing one of the enduring mysteries of the Nazi era:
Who provided Hitler’s early funding?

Certainly, when Hitler assumed control of the Party in the summer of
1921, funding was sparse. According to an early member:

The Nazi organization itself lived from day to day financially,
with no treasury to draw on for lecture hall rentals, printing costs,
or the other thousand-and-one expenses which threatened to
swamp us. The only funds we could count on were membership
dues, which were small, merely a drop in the bucket. Collections
at mass meetings were sometimes large, but not to be relied
on ... We never had money enough. Instead of receiving salaries
for the work we did, most of us had to give to the Party in order
to carry on.’!

That fall, the National Socialists abruptly canceled a rally that was
scheduled to take place at Munich’s Krone Circus, citing a “lack of
funds.”? The Party still could not afford to hire a treasurer. Its purchase
of a newspaper, the Volkischer Beobachter, a year earlier had left it deep in
debt. But by the summer of 1923, German newspaper references abound,
reporting the National Socialists “flush with cash.” The sudden largesse
would seem to coincide with the period of the allegation by Vice Presi-
dent Auer—reported in the New York Times article—that one of Ford’s
agents had been successfully solicited for financial aid by Dietrich
Eckart.

If Ford gave money to Hitler as early as 1922, then Dietrich Eckart’s
involvement in the transaction is certainly plausible, although Eckart was
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no businessman and, under normal circumstances, it seems unlikely he
would be consorting with a sales agent. Eckart has often been referred to as
the “spiritual godfather of National Socialism.” A struggling poet and alco-
holic, he had become involved in the German Workers Party, forerunner
of the National Socialists, shortly after being released from a mental insti-
tution in 1919. A longtime anti-Semite, Eckart could often be found in the
beer cellars of Munich advocating the “downfall of the swine”—Jews and
Marxists—whom he blamed for his lack of success as a poet.’

At a Party meeting in the Brennessel wine cellar in 1919, Eckart stood
drunkenly on a chair and listed what he considered the ideal credentials in
a party leader: “We need a fellow at the head who can stand the sound of a
machine gun. The rabble need to get fear into their pants. We can’t use an
officer, because the people don’t respect them any more. The best would be
a worker who knows how to talk . .. He doesn’t need much brains . . . He
must be a bachelor, then we’ll get the women.”?*

Shortly after this incident, he met the man who would fit the bill. More
than twenty years his junior, Adolf Hitler was still rough around the edges
when he joined the party and encountered Eckart, who soon became his
mentor, lending him books, coaching the young Austrian hothead in
proper German, and refining his oratorical skills considerably. Eckart also
introduced Hitler to his wide circle of friends, which included wealthy
socialites and talented rabble-rousers—among them, Rudolf Hess and
Alfred Rosenberg—who would later figure prominently in the Nazi
Party.** By 1920, Eckart had succeeded in bringing in the Party’s first sub-
stantial financial contribution, enabling it to purchase a weekly anti-
Semitic newspaper, the Volkischer Beobachter; and turning it into the organ
of the National Socialists.

Few records exist from those early Party days. What little is known
comes from the hearsay accounts of contemporary observers, most of
whom identified Eckart as the man responsible for the Party’s earliest
fund-raising success. As Party fund-raiser, it is conceivable he would have
been the logical Nazi official to meet with Ford’s financial conduit if one
existed. However, the only evidence linking Eckart to Henry Ford, apart
from Vice President Auer’s accusation, is associated with ideological
rather than financial considerations, since many historians believe he is
the person who introduced Hitler to The International few. After Eckart
died suddenly in December 1923, the party published a compendium of
notes in book form recounting his purported conversations with Hitler.
Entitled Bolshevism from Moses to Lenin: A Dialogue Between Adolf Hitler
and Me, the book was published as Hitler stood trial for his part in the
failed 1923 beer hall putsch attempt. It soon became a mainstay of anti-
Semitic literature and an inspiration for Mein Kampf, which Hitler was to




THE AMERICAN AXIS 49

dedicate to Eckart a year later. In chapter three of Eckart’s posthumous
work, the two men are discussing “Jewish Internationalism” when Hitler
begins a long monologue on the failure of Jews to give their allegiance to
any country:

“All Israel stands openly in the British camp!” announced the
American union leader Samuel Gompers in 1916. And that
includes the German Jews too, as the American, Ford, well knew.
He has written of the faithlessness of the so-called “German”
Jews toward the country where they live, of the fact that they
have united themselves with the rest of the world’s Jews toward
the ruin of Germany. “Why?” jeers the Jew. “Because the Ger-
man is a vulgar scoundrel, a backward, medieval creature, who
hasn’t the faintest idea of our worth. And we should help such
rabble? No, he has the Jews he deserves!” Such arrogance is

indeed staggering to behold.*

In their 1964 study of Ford’s overseas operation, American Business
Abroad, Mira Wilkins and Frank Hill insist that no evidence exists in com-
pany records proving Ford financed Hitler.”” What they don't say is that
those records are far from complete. According to archivists at the Ford
Motor Company, a significant amount of archival material from the com-
pany’s early days—particularly material pertaining to Fords anti-
Semitism—has been “discarded.”® This, of course, places severe obstacles
in the way of getting at the truth behind these events.

In 1921, a young Bavarian named Kurt Ludecke was introduced to
Adolf Hitler for the first time following a Nazi rally in Munich. He was so
captivated by the “inescapable power” of Hitler’s oratory that he asked for
a meeting with the party leader the next day. At the appointed time,
Ludecke arrived at Nazi headquarters, a dingy former coffechouse in a
rundown section of the city. By the end of their meering, Ludecke later
recalled, “I had given him my soul.”** Within months of joining the fledg-
ling movement, Ludecke had so impressed Hitler with his financial acu-
men that he was appointed the Nadonal Socialists’ “chief fund-raiser,”
traveling the globe attempting to secure funding for the Nazi cause. In
1922, while traveling in the United States, during the height of the Dear-
born Independent’s anti-Semitic campaign, Ludecke had taken a detour to
Detroit in order to visit the paper’s offices and express his appreciation for
the Independent’s success in painting Jewry “as a malignant growth on the
body of the nation.” Two years later, when hyperinflation in Germany
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had depleted the coffers of the National Socialist Party, the United States
held out financial promise and Ludecke was dispatched on a fundraising
expedition to America.

On a cold January morning in 1924, he arrived at New York’s Waldorf
Astoria Hotel on a mission he was convinced would be the salvation of the
Nazi movement. His destination was the suite shared by Siegfried Wag-
ner—son of the great operatic composer Richard Wagner—and Wagner’s
wife Winifred, who had arrived in New York in advance of an American
tour where Siegfried was booked to conduct his father’s music. Their
American agenda, however, had as much to do with politics as it did music.
Winifred was one of Hitler’s earliest adherents, having joined the Nazi
Party in 1921, while Siegfried fully subscribed to his father’s written opin-
ion that the Jew “is the plastic demon of decay.”*!

The Wagners, wrote Ludecke, “were on a mission not very different
than mine.” He claimed his plan was fully embraced by Siegfried, the
man “for whose nursing the incomparable Siegfried Idyll was prepared,”
in the bold scheme to save the Nazi Party from collapse. The couple had
learned that Ford’s wife, Clara, had a “hospitable inclination” toward
celebrities. This, Ludecke later recalled, was the “ticket to getting
Henry’s ear.”

Siegfried’s concert tour was scheduled to bring him to Detroit in late
January 1924. An invitation would be extended to Henry and Clara Ford to
attend the concert as a guest of the Wagners. The German couple were
counting on a reciprocal invitation so they might discuss how their shared
antipathy toward the Jews might find common cause.

“Our plan hinged on whether Mrs. Ford would invite them to be her
guests,” Ludecke later wrote in his memoir, I Knew Hitler. “If this hap-
pened, the rest of the plot was obvious—a word in Mr. Ford’s presence, a
hint, a request.”*

The gambit worked. The invitation was waiting for the Wagners when
they checked into their hotel, the Detroit Statler, on Wednesday, January
30. Late the next morning, Siegfried and Winifred Wagner made the fif-
teen-minute drive to the Fords’ 2,000-acre Fairlane estate, driving through
the “winter grimness of Detroit’s dreary suburbs.” They spent the after-
noon at Fairlane with Henry and Clara Ford before driving to the concert
with their hosts that evening. The plan was for Frau Wagner, during the
concert, to broach the possibility of a meeting between Ludecke and Ford
to discuss Nazi funding. As “the heroic themes were springing from
Siegfried’s baton,” the conductor’s wife turned on the charm. She later
recalled that she was surprised to find that “Ford was very well informed
about everything that was going on in Germany. . . . He knew all about the
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National Socialist movement.”” After their spirited discussion, Ford
finally agreed to hear Ludecke’s appeal the next morning.** The German
was well aware of the stakes of this meeting. Ford’s support, he wrote, was
all the Nazis needed to “grasp control of Germany.”

The anticipation, Ludecke later recalled, was almost unbearable. “I
was to see Henry Ford, the multimillionaire. With one rasp of his pen, he
could solve the Nazis’ money problem. More than that, if he showed
sound vision and goodwill, he could lend us sufficient prestige to push
the program ahead like a battering ram. All through the world, wherever
there was a road, the name of Ford was known and respected.” Ford’s
influence and prestige, it is clear, was almost as highly coveted as his
money.

At the appointed time, Ernest Liebold called at the Statler to fetch Kurt
Ludecke and drive him to Dearborn to meet the man Ludecke later
described as “a modern myth in his own right.” As he sat in Ford’s office
ready to launch his appeal, a number of thoughts ran through Ludecke’s
head. “How could I impress this man with the merits of my case enough to
divert a fraction of his fortune to Hitler’s use? Ford was engaged in a cam-
paign tangent to our own, which was favorable. But no man in the public
eye can endow an insurgent revolutionary movement as casually as he
would contribute to homeless animals. ...”* Ludecke recognized the
magnitude and implications of what he sought from Ford: He was asking
an American to aid and abet a radical opposition group based in a foreign
nation.

Ford seated himself in his leather armchair, hoisted one foot on the
desk, clasped his hand over his knee and looked quizzically at the German
”47 For the next fifteen minutes,
Ludecke conveyed with the “most emphatic eloquence” at his command
the conviction that “the Nazis were offering [Ford] a chance to make his-
tory.” If his host’s anti-Semitic views were sincere, the German argued, it

visitor, “his gray eyes friendly but keen.

would be worth every penny of his vast fortune. For the Nazis intended, if
given a chance, to enshrine into policy anti-Jewish measures the likes of
which Ford probably hadn’t even imagined. They would represent the
practical extremes of ideas he could only write about.

Occasionally, as Ludecke mentioned his great admiration for the work
of the Independent and the two men’s “common campaign,” Ford would
nod and offer the occasional curt remark: “I know . . . Yes, the Jews, these
cunning Jews. . . .”* But it soon became apparent, writes Hitler’s emissary,
that his 4,000-mile journey had resulted in failure. “If I had been trying to
sell Mr. Ford a wooden nutmeg, he couldn’t have shown less interest in the
proposition. With consummate Yankee skill, he lifted the discussion back
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to the idealistic plane to avoid the financial discussion.”* Ludecke claims
to have rerurned to Germany with one thought: “What a resounding sylla-
ble is a rich man’ ‘No’!”0

This account, published in 1937, has been cited by countless historians
and biographers as evidence that Ford did ner fund Hitler. Bur not every
expert who has invesugated the question i1s convinced. In his landmark
1978 study of Nazi funding sources, Who Financed Hitler, historian James
Pool writes, “Considering that Ludecke was a Nazi, one would certainly
expect him to deny that Ford gave any money to Hider. . . . If the German
people found out that Hitler was financed by Ford, he would be accused of
being the puppet of a foreign capitalist. A promise from the Nazis to keep
silent about the contribution would probably have been part of the bar-
gain.”™!

However, this 1s pure conjecture and no tangible evidence exists to
prove any such transaction took place. But in 1977, fifty-three vears after
she arrived in Detroie to help Kurt Ludecke solicit funding for the Nazis,
Winifred Wagner revealed for the first time that in the course of her own
conversation during the Janvary 31, 1924, concert, “Ford told me that he
had helped finance Hitler.”** Frau Wagner further claimed that when, dur-
ing the concert, she suggested to Ford that Hitler was now more in need of
money than ever, “Ford smiled and made a vague comment about still
being willing to support a man like Hitler who was working to free Ger-
many from the Jews. The philosophies and ideas of Ford and Hitler were
very similar.”?

To this day, Winifred Wagner’s account remains the only credible sug-
gestion that Adolf Hitler’s early financial success was tied to the American
industrialist.

But whether or not Ford actually financed Hitler, there can be no doubt
about his ideological sway over the Fihrer-in-waiting.

History records that, unlike Baldur von Schirach, Adolf Hitler was an
ardent anti-Semite before he ever read Ford’s book The International Few.
But there are as many contradictory explanations for the genesis of Hitler’s
anti-Semitism as there are about the source of his funding.

As a young boy growing up in Linz, Austria, according to Hitler’s awn
account in Meimn Kampf, he thought very little about the Jewish Question
and claimed to abhor any form of discrimination:

Tt is difficult today, if not impossible, to say when the word,
“Jew,” first occasioned special thoughts in me. In my father’s
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house, I cannot recall ever having heard the word, at least while
he lived. . . . Linz possessed very few Jews. In the course of cen-
turies their exteriors had become Europeanized and human-
looking. Indeed, I even took them for Germans. The nonsense
of this conception was not clear to me because I saw just a single
distinctive characteristic, the alien religion. Since they had been
persecuted because of it, as I believed, my aversion toward prej-
udicial remarks about them became almost detestation.™

He claimed that after he moved to Vienna as a young bohemian art stu-
dent in 1908, he still harbored no prejudice. “The Jew was characterized
for me by nothing but his religion, and therefore on grounds of human tol-
erance, I maintained my rejection of religious attacks. . . .”*> The turning
point, he writes, came one day when he was strolling the Viennese streets
and “suddenly happened upon an apparition in a long caftan with black

hair locks . . .”:

Is this a Jew? was my first thought. They surely didn’t look
like that in Linz. I observed the man stealthily and cautiously. But
the longer I stared at this alien face, examining it feature for fea-
ture, the more my first question was transformed into a new con-
ception: Is this a German? As always in such cases I began to try
to remove my doubts with books. For a few hellers I purchased
the first anti-semitic brochures of my life. Unfortunately, they all
proceeded from the standpoint that in principle the reader was
conversant with or even understood the Jewish question to a cer-
tain degree . . . %

If his account can be believed—many historians have questioned it—
Hitler was determined to remedy his “ignorance” of the Jewish Question
and proceeded to bury himself in anti-Semitic literature. It is unclear when
he first discovered The International Jew, but his first known anti-Semitic
treatise was written a full year before Ford’s book was even published and
almost two years before it was translated into German. Shortly after Hitler
was released from a military hospital in 1919—where he was treated for
wounds he had suffered during the war—he was sent on an army-
sponsored course of systematic political education for demobilizing sol-
diers that featured Pan-German nationalism, anti-Semitism, and
anti-socialism. On September 12, he was assigned by his army captain, Karl
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Mayr, to attend a meeting and infiltrate an upstart political movement
called the German Workers Party, which would larer evolve into the
National Socialists.”’

Four days later, Captain Mayr referred Hitler to a man named Adolf
Gemlich who had written to ask about the Army’s position on the Jewish
Question. Mayr assigned the response to Hitler.”® In contrast to the fiery
rhetoric that would characterize his later diatribes, Hitler’s 1919 letter to
Gemlich reveals a sober analysis, emphasizing the need for “scientific anti-
Semitism” rather than violence toward the Jews: “The danger posed by
Jewry for our people today finds expression in the undeniable aversion of
wide sections of our people,” he begins. “In his effects and consequences
he is like a racial tuberculosis of the nations,” the letter continues before
rambling on for a full three pages on the same theme.

It is Hitler’s prescription for how to treat this “tuberculosis” that is
most revealing. “The deduction from all this is the following,” he writes:
“An anti-Semitism based on purely emotional grounds will find its ulti-
mate expression in the form of the pogrom. An anti-Semitism based on
reason, however, must lead to systematic legal combating and elimina-
tion of the privileges of the Jews, that which distinguishes the Jews from
the other aliens who live among us (an Aliens Law). The ultimate objec-
tive [of such legislation] must, however, be the irrevocable removal of
the Jews in general.”” In this context, as most historians agree, Hitler
was not referring to a violent removal, but rather a deportation or expul-
sion,

Historian Albert Lee believes that, while Ford did not necessarily
inspire Hitler’s hatred of the Jews, he lent him a framework for his bur-
geoning anti-Semitism. Though Hitler had clearly read Ford’s work by
the time he served his five-month prison term for treason after the failed
1923 putsch, it was not until Hitler was within the comfortable confines
of Bavaria’s Landsberg am Lech Fortress Prison that his ideas began to
crystallize.

While Hitler served his sentence from April to December 1924, he
wrote the first volume of Mein Kampf, the book whose lessons the world
would fail to heed. And in the book that defined his future vision, only one
American is mentioned:

Jews are the regents of the stock exchange power of the
American Union. Every year they manage to become increasingly
the controlling masters of the labor power of a people of
120,000,000 souls; one great man, Ford, to their exasperation,
still holds out independently there even now.5
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To Hitler, Ford is the lone heroic resister to the Jewish onslaught.
There is no further reference to Ford, but his ideas imbue the entire book.
Entire passages and numerous ideas are actually lifted verbatim from the
pages of The International few, and when the first English-language edition
of Mein Kampf was later published in the United States, the editors
inserted a footnote after the brief reference to Ford: “These reflections are
copied, for the most part, from the Dearborn Independent, Mr. Henry Ford’s
newspaper. Much of the anti-Semitic propaganda once disseminated by
this journal is still current in Germany.”%!

The basic theme of Ford’s book—and the phrase that inspired its title—
is the concept that “International Jews” were responsible for plotting the
Russian Revolution and were now planning to extend the tentacles of Jew-
ish Bolshevism to the rest of the world, particularly Germany. Repeatedly,
in Mein Kampf, Hitler uses this phrase and echoes an identical theme. “The
real organizer of the revolution, and the actual wire-puller behind it, the
International Jew, had sized up the situation correctly,” he writes.? Simi-
larly, the Dearborn Independent had coined the phrase “gentile front” to
describe “their tendency to cover up the evidence of Jewish control.” The
term “gentile front” appears repeatedly in the pages of Hitler’s opus.®®

Most notably, Hitler, who knew little of agrarian issues, was clearly
inspired by Ford’s obsession with Jews and farming. The Independent
declares, “It is necessary for Jewish interests to deplete the land both of
laborers and capital.” Hitler wrote in the pages of Mein Kampf, “The cup is
filled to overflowing when [the Jew] draws also the land and the soil into
the circle of his mercenary objects.” In almost identical phrasing, both
Ford and Hitler write, “He himself never cultivated the soil but considered
it as an object to be exploited.”®*

The two books share another curious assertion in common: that the
Jews perform the remarkable feat of controlling both capitalism and Com-
munism at the same time. Albert Lee has pointed to perhaps the most dis-
turbing of all the hateful passages in The International few as a precursor to
the greatest crime in history:

Imagine for a moment that there were no Semites in Europe.
Would the tragedy be so terrible, now? Hardly! They have stirred
up the people in all countries, have incited them to war, revolu-

tion, and Communism.%

Lee writes, “It takes no imagination to read into this fantasy the pre-
cursors of Hitler’s Final Solution.” But it would probably be more accu-
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rate to argue that this passage helped pave the way for many Germans’
later acceptance of Hitler’s program of Fudenrein (a Europe free of
Jews).

Perhaps the most important influence Ford exerted over Hitler is his
“exposé” of the Protocols of the Elders of Zion in chapter six of The Interna-
tional few, “An Introduction to the Jewish Protocols.” Although Hitler may
have encountered the Protocols before, they are never mentioned in the list
of the earliest anti-Semitic literature he read before 1920, as cited by his
contemporaries. Although it is almost certain that Dietrich Eckart had
encountered a Russian edition of the book that was circulating in Munich’s
anti-Semitic circles, and some later accounts even claim Eckart introduced
Hitler to the forged work,® there is not a single reference to the Protocols in
Eckart’s posthumously published memoir.%” Ford, however, is mentioned
prominently. Like many of the Dearborn Independent’s American readers,
even Hitler may have needed Henry Ford’s endorsement to take the spuri-
ous document sericusly.®® According to historian Michael Kellogg, “There
was considerable disbelief even in far-rightist circles regarding the “Proto-
cols” authenticity.”®

Wherever he first encountered them, the Protecols eventually exerted an
enormous influence on Hitler’s worldview. Here finally, as he explains in
Mein Kampf, was the explanation he had sought to make sense of his many
unresolved questions about the “Jewish Problem”:

To what extent the whole existence of this people is based on
a continuous lie is shown incomparably by the Protocols of the Wise
Men of Zion, so infinitely hated by the Jews. ... What many Jews
may do unconsciously is here consciously exposed. And that is
what matters. It is completely indifferent from what Jewish brain
these disclosures originate; the important thing is that with posi-
tively terrifying certainty they reveal the nature and activity of
the Jewish people and expose their inner contexts as well as their
ultimate final aims.™

When a Nazi party official brought Hider proof that The Protocols of the
Elders of Zion was a forgery in 1930, his curt reply was: “It doesn’t matter.
The Protocols are still true in principle.””’ It is probably no coincidence that
his words echoed Fords own response when confronted with the same
facts years before: “The only statement I care to make about the Protocols is
that they fit in with what is going on.” That their lies were predicated on an

T
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earlier lie was inconsequential. All the lies dovetailed to a truth of which
Ford and Hitler were unwaveringly convinced.

Hitler and many of his fellow Nazis, including propaganda minister
Josef Goebbels and the Party’s ideologue Alfred Rosenberg, would cite the
work repeatedly over the years as the Party’s blueprint. Most historians
concur that the Russian forgery played a major part in shaping Hitler’s
genocidal intentions. In her 1968 book, The Holocaust, historian Nora
Levin argues that “Hitler used the Protocols as a manual in his war to exter-
minate the Jews.””? In his own 1967 study, Norman Cohn describes them
as a “Warrant for Genocide.”” If Ford’s book was indeed the catalyst for
Hitler’s acceptance of the Protocols, the implications are staggering.

A number of historians have scrutinized the early links between Ford and
Hitler. Some of them have endeavored to demonstrate conclusively the
ideological influence Ford exerted over early Nazi doctrine, comparing
passages of Ford’s work with Hitler’s later writings.

Ron Rosenbaum, author of the acclaimed book Explaining Hitler,
writes, “One could make the case that without Ford’s inspiration and
(probably) cash contributions, Hitler and his movement might not have
survived to commit mass murder.” Hitler, argues Rosenbaum, looked to
Ford for his technique, the industrialization of killing perfected in the
death camps, the mass production of death by assembly line. Was it an
“accident,” he asks, that the mechanization of murder in the concentration
camps “began with the use of truck motors, with mobile vans turned into
gas chambers, using the products of the internal combustion engine to
‘motorize’ the killing of Jews [and others]? Was it an ‘accident’ that
Auschwitz was run like a hideously efficient automotive assembly line, with
its highly efficient division of labor?”7*

But none of these myriad theories attempting to link the two men
explains why Ford singled out Germany as the recipient of his attention
and, perhaps, largesse. This, after all, was a man so ignorant of history
and world events that he believed the American Revolution took place in
1812 and that Benedict Arnold was a writer. What reason is there to
believe that Ford would care anything about the political situation in a
country so far away, a country to which he had no discernible connection?
The answer, like the genesis of Ford’s anti-Semitism itself, likely can be
traced to one man, Ford’s secretary Ernest Liebold, previously identified
as a German spy.

From the earliest days of the Independent’s campaign against the Jews,
Germany is singled out in its pages as the prime example of Jewish influ-
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ence. In only the second issue of the Independent’s anti-Semitic campaign,
the paper claimed that the collapse of the German economy, the Armistice
and the revolution that prevented Germany from recovery were all the
results of a world Jewish conspiracy. The Independent had become so
German-centered that it falsely declared German Jews “were not German
patriots” because they refused to fight for their country during the war.”*
These words had little relevance to the American farmers and laborers to
whom they were originally targeted. In fact, many readers must have found
it strange to read the frequent articles defending America’s former enemy.
In the aftermath of the First World War, many Americans had lingering
anti-German feelings. But for Ernest Liebold, the sentiments reflected his
obsession that the Jews were responsible for the defeat of his beloved Ger-
many.

In his company oral history, Liebold’s assistant Harold Cordell later
recalled that an inordinate number of visitors to Ford’s office during these
years were German: “Whenever any German delegation came to the
office, the big red carpet was rolled out and royal honors were paid,
whereas a United States Senator could just sit in the anteroom for hours
and wait for an audience.””®

On October 25, 1920, an American clergyman named Joseph Schubert
wrote Henry Ford revealing that he had “been requested by leading men of
the ant-Semitic movement in Germany to submit some very important
information to you.” According to the recently uncovered correspondence
file, Schubert requested a meeting with Ford to discuss this matter.”” Three
days later, Ernest Liebold wrote back informing the minister that he was
personally “giving the matter my attention under Mr. Ford’s direction and
[ will be glad to see you at any time you can arrange to come to Detroit.””
They eventually met a month later, although there is no record about what
they discussed.

Again, the destruction of numerous company files makes it difficult to
paint a completely accurate picture of what happened next. But there is
enough evidence remaining in the U.S. National Archives, the Bundes-
archiv in Berlin and other repositories to discern the existence of a shad-
owy network involving Ernest Liebold, German monarchists, radical
right-wing Russian émigrés, disaffected German-Americans, and Adolf
Hitler.

The key to unraveling the mystery is the White Russian Boris Brasol,
who first brought The Protocols of the Elders of Zion to the offices of the
Dearborn Independent in 1920 and set the stage for the paper’s seven-year
campaign against the Jews. Brasol, who has been described as a “short man
with sharp features and piercing eyes who closely resembled Josef
Goebbels,””” had arrived in America in 1916 with impressive credentials.
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After graduating from law school in St. Petersburg, he rose through the
ranks of the Russian ministry of justice where he was peripherally
involved in the infamous 1911 “blood libel trial” of a Russian Jew named
Mendel Beiliss, who was falsely accused of killing a thirteen-year old boy
as part of an alleged Jewish ritual murder that included drinking the blood
of a gentile.®” One of Beiliss’ defense attorneys later noted that “the activ-
ity of Boris Brasol made him a well-known figure in subsequent Russian
political life as a reactionary and anti-Semite.”! His conduct in that case,
and his subsequent bravery on the Polish front during the First World
War, so impressed Czar Nicholas II that Brasol was dispatched to the
United States in 1916 as chief of the Russian Supply Committee’s legal
department.®?

When the Bolsheviks seized power in 1917, Brasol resigned his position
rather than serve the new regime. Remaining in the United States, he
became active in New York Russian émigré circles, where his fanatical anti-
Communism brought him to the attention of U.S. military intelligence. At
the time, the War Department was deeply concerned about the Bolshevik
threat, and Brasol was offered a position in the Intelligence Branch of the
U.S. War Trade Board. Before long, he was appointed senior advisor to
Major General Marlborough Churchill, chief of the U.S. Military Intelli-
gence Division (MID), where he succeeded in gaining access to the highest
levels of American power.?

Brasol was determined to take full advantage of his newfound influence
to bring about his cherished dream: to reestablish the Russian monarchy
and eliminate the Bolshevik government. The best way to accomplish this
task, he calculated, was to discredit Lenin’s regime. The vehicle he settled
on to carry out this objective was the obscure document The Protocols of the
Elders of Zion. Its existence had long been rumored but it took Brasol to
summon its lies for a campaign that would soon bring devastating results.
By this stage, he had already firmly established his anti-Semitic credentials
within the War Department. “I know my enemy [the Jew] very well,” Bra-
sol wrote to a colleague. “I know his strength, his diabolical cunning, and
his systematic treachery and yet I refuse to believe that final victory will be
his.”®* Operating under the Code name “B-1,” he filed more than thirty
reports to his superiors about what he called an “intricate international
Jewish web” linking the Federal Reserve Board, New York Jewish bankers,
and the American Jewish Committee with Jewish financiers in Russia and
Germany. In the face of this danger, B-1 reported, “Christendom remains
silent, inactive, dull and inert.”®’ The initial response from the upper ech-
elons to these increasingly alarmist reports demonstrated considerable re-
sistance and skepticism about his conclusions.

In 1918, MID launched an investigation into B-1’s allegations, con-



60 MAX WALLACE

ducted by a veteran intelligence officer, Captain Carlton Hayes. His find-
ings, released a month later, dismissed Brasol’s “lugging in of the Jewish
question” into every issue, which “can only be viewed as another sign of
the raving tendency of a fanatical if not of a disordered brain.”® Brasol
knew he would have to furnish real evidence if he was to be taken seriously
in the future.

Its pedigree is still unclear but the first copy of the Protocols is thought
to have been brought from St. Petersburg to the United States by a Russian
officer in 1917. It soon ended up in Brasol’s hands.®” On February 1, 1918,
an MID investigator named Nathalie de Bogory—the American-born
daughter of Russian immigrants—learned of the document’s existence
from a fellow military intelligence officer, Dr. Harris Houghton, a zealot
obsessed by the idea of a Jewish threat to America’s war effort.?® At
Houghton’s urging, de Bogory contacted Lieutenant Brasol in New York
and offered to translate the sensational document into English.

By September 1, 1918, a half dozen typescript copies were being cir-
culated through the War Department under the title “Protocols of the
Meetings of the Zionist Men of Wisdom,” where their allegations were met
with considerable alarm. A dossier was opened within MID—file 99-75—
where each War Department memo discussing the “Jewish threat” was
subsequently placed. An astonishing number of these documents reveal
that Brasol had achieved his goal of establishing a deep suspicion of the
Jewish menace. Although some of these memos express skepticism and
question the authenticity of the Protocols, many more take its charges seri-
ously. One internal analysis, marked “Most Secret,” circulated around
MID comparing extracts from the Protocols with contemporary postwar
international currents. One of the excerpts described how the “goy”
working classes must be deceived into undermining industry and produc-
ing anarchy. Handwritten next to the excerpt in big letters is the word
SUBSTANTIATION. Then, attached to the original document, is a list of
names of the alleged radical leaders in Russia, South America, Poland, and
the United States. Next to each name and then all the way down the right-
hand margin, someone has typed, more than one hundred times, the
words “JEW, JEW, JEW, JEW, JEW .. "8 At one point, MID officer
Captain Robert T. Snow forwarded the document to his colonel, William
W. Hicks, with a handwritten note: “Have you read these documents on
the JEWISH PROTOCOLS? If not, I strongly urge you to read them. I
have read them through very carefully and have underlined several names.
Note the list of Jews on pages 7-8-9. It reads like good dope and recent
world developments would seem to bear out these documents.” It is dis-
quieting to contemplate American intelligence officers sitting around
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debating the threat posed by Jews based on what they had read in the Pro-
tocols.

Even before the Protocols surfaced, Brasol and other anti-Semitic Amer-
ican intelligence officers had already played no small part in perpetuating a
dangerous myth that would become widely believed in the years ahead—
the idea that Jews had played a disproportionate role in the Russian Revo-
lution. In fact, while a small number of early Communist figures were
Jewish, only 2.6 percent of Russian Jews joined the Communist Party in
1918. Jewish Mensheviks, the arch-enemies of the Communists, outnum-
bered Jewish Bolsheviks by a substantial margin®' and, despite the widely
touted fact that Karl Marx had Jewish blood, Marx’s family had actually
converted to Christianity before he was born.

By the time they had circulated through the corridors of Washington
for several months, rumors were flying throughout the country about the
existence of a document containing “proof” of an organized Jewish con-
spiracy.

It is unclear when and how Liebold and Brasol first met but, according
to the account of Edwin Pipp, the first editor of the Dearborn Independent,
they had already been in contact at least as early as the spring of 1919. In
March that year, Liebold suggested to Pipp that he contact “a Russian who
could give us a very interesting article on Russia.””® The result was “The
Bolshevik Menace,” written by Brasol and published in the Dearborn Inde-
pendent on April 12, 1919—thirteen months before the paper launched its
campaign against the Jews.

It is worth noting that the files of the War Department investigation
into allegations Liebold was a German spy end abruptly on October 8,
1918, after they landed on the desk of MID director Brigadier General
Marlborough Churchill. At the time, Churchill’s chief adviser was none
other than Boris Brasol. Could Brasol have derailed the investigation into
Liebold’s potentially subversive activities?”?

Churchill himself was clearly among those in the War Department
sympathetic to the idea of a world Jewish conspiracy. On a 1921 tour of
American embassies in Europe, he sent a cable back to Washington from
Bucharest asking to be kept informed on “the isms, Jewry and the
like %4

While Pipp supervised the day-to-day operations of the Independent
back in Dearborn, Liebold frequently slipped away to New York for what
he referred to as business trips. In reality, he was quietly preparing for the
newspaper’s transformation into a vehicle to expose the “truth” about the
Jewish menace. In this task, he was assisted by Boris Brasol, who was
determined to inspire European-style hate crimes in America, under the
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sponsorship of Henry Ford. “There are going to be the biggest pogroms
and massacres here and elsewhere; I will write and precipitate them,” Bra-
sol boasted to a fellow émigré. To another friend he wrote, “I have done
the Jews more injury than would have been done to them by ten

95

pogroms.” In this, he appears to be alluding to his role in shaping the
editorial content of the Independent. Although his byline appeared only
infrequently, his influence is evident in the frequent articles about Jews
and Bolshevism.

Brasol soon introduced Liebold to his wide network of contacts within
the U.S. intelligence and Russian émigré communities, many of whom
were put on the Ford payroll and instructed to gather incriminating infor-
mation about most of the prominent Jews in America. CC Daniels,
brother of the U.S. secretary of the navy, was hired to head the operation,
receiving $1,000 per month plus expenses. Harris Houghton, the intelli-
gence officer who had arranged for the original English translation of the
Protocols, was added to the payroll at the suggestion of Brasol, who
resigned from MID around this time. The New York operation was so
secretive that each of the special operatives was assigned a code number, a
tribute to Brasol’s intelligence background. Liebold’s was 121 X, Daniels
was 120X.7® Ford himself was referred to as “Mr. Carr” (note the play on
words). A number of phrase codes were even employed to shelter commu-
nications from prying eyes back in Dearborn. “OBLU?” signified acknow-
ledgment of receipt of check; “ACADAM” was the confirmation that
“Mr. Ford says OK.”” According to his FBI file, Brasol himself operated
under the code name “Gregory” or “Mr. X,” which has caused consider-
able confusion for biographers and historians seeking to discover evidence
in the company archives linking Brasol and Ford.”® It is intriguing to trace
the exodus of this wide array of intelligence officers into the employ of
Ernest Liebold, a man their former MID employer had recently classified
as a German spy.

The American Jewish Committee had been monitoring the situation
carefully for years and fully believed that Brasol was the link to Ford, as
evidenced in a letter written by AJC director Louis Marshall to Senator
William Borah: “It was through the influence of Brasol that Ford accepted
the Protocols as genuine . . . It was through him that Ford carried on a cam-
paign of vituperation and defamation against the Jews of this country and
sought to inspire hatred and animosity against a large body of loyal Amer-
ican citizens.”?

Eight months of careful preparation by Brasol and Liebold finally cul-
minated in the May 1920 publication of “The International Jew: The
World’s Problem” in the Dearborn Independent, the article that signaled the
start of the paper’s soon-to-be infamous campaign. After he resigned from




THE AMERICAN AXIS 63

MID the previous summer, Brasol had persuaded a Boston publisher to
issue the Protocols in book form. The Protocols and World Revolution was pub-
lished in July 1919 by the Small, Maynard publishing house. But, to Bra-
sol’s consternation, the book achieved very little distribution due to what
he called a “plot by Jewish bookstores.” Undaunted, he turned to Henry
Ford’s new venture to spread the word and arranged to have the book’s
printing plates sent to Liebold in June 1920—a month after the paper
began its campaign against the Jews.!% Within a week, the Protocols had
become the basis for the paper’s entire crusade. For Brasol, the Independent
was the credible vehicle he needed to achieve his obsessive mission of
restoring the Imperial Russian monarchy to the throne. Meanwhile, Ernest
Liebold was hatching a similar plot to restore the czar’s cousin, Kaiser Wil-
helm—dethroned by the Versailles Treaty—to his own birthright. Brasol
and Liebold had a different goal but a common vehicle, Adolf Hitler, who
had assured monarchists from both countries that his movement was their
only realistic hope.

The early connections between Ernest Liebold and the Nazis are ten-
uous but here again Boris Brasol appears to be the link. In his study Who
Financed Hitler; James Pool identifies Brasol as the most likely conduit
between Ford and Hitler. As a U.S. representative of the Russian czar
during World War 1, Pool argues, Brasol had worked closely with the
czar’s cousin Grand Duke Cyril Vladimirovich who, after the czar’s execu-
tion, asked Brasol to collect funds in America for the Russian monarchist
cause.

In the early twenties, the White Russian émigré community established
strong links with the Nazis and would eventually look to Hitler to rid Rus-
sia of the Bolsheviks. Of the two million Russians who fled the motherland
after the October Revolution, more than 600,000 ended up in Germany.'"!

In his 1996 book Hitler’s Willing Executioners, Daniel Joseph Goldhagen
claims German anti-Semitism was unique in its viciousness: “What can be
said about the Germans cannot be said about any other nationalities or all
the other nationalities combined—namely no Germans, no Holocaust.”!?
But historian Michael Kellogg disputes this, suggesting that although
Nazism developed in a primarily German context, Goldhagen ignores the
role Russian émigrés played in laying the ideological groundwork for the
Holocaust.!%

Before Hitler, there was no strong tradition of violent anti-Semitism
in Germany. In contrast, between 1881 and 1917, tens of thousands of
Russian Jews were killed, raped, and beaten during state-sponsored
pogroms organized by the czar’s Cossack troops. The worst of these
pogroms were engineered by a band of civil servants known as the Black
Hundred to which Boris Brasol, then a young lawyer, belonged. His expe-
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rience there may account for one of the most disturbing passages in The
International Few, which eerily presages the arguments of later Holocaust
deniers: “This propaganda of pogroms—thousands upon thousands of
Jews killed’—amounts to nothing except as it illustrates the gullibility of
the Press. No one believes this propaganda and governments regularly
disprove it.”1%%

The man who acted as the go-between between the Russian émigrés
and the Nazis was Alfred Rosenberg, a fanatical Baltic German who had
studied architecture in Moscow before he was forced to flee in 1919 to
avoid arrest for his counterrevolutionary activities. Rosenberg came to
Munich and became one of Hitler’s earliest followers, impressing the party
leader with his theories of a Judeo-Bolshevik-Masonic conspiracy. He was
later to become the Nazi Party’s chief ideologue.!” Brasol met regularly
with Rosenberg and other Nazis when he visited Germany.!% In 1922,
investigative journalist Norman Hapgood, later U.S. ambassador to Den-
mark, quoted the former head of the Russian constitutional government at
Omsk saying, “I have seen the documentary proof that Boris Brasol has
received money from Henry Ford.”!%”

According to Brasol’s FBI file, he traveled from the United States to
Europe at least four times between 1923 and 1926, including two trips to
Germany.!% There is evidence that at least one of those trips, and probably
all of them, was made on behalf of his friend Ernest Liebold.!?” The FBI
reported that in 1923 Brasol sailed to France, on behalf of Liebold and
Ford, to gather information proving Jews had been responsible for the
murder of Czar Nicholas I1.11

Here Kurt Ludecke, the Nazis’ enthusiastic young fund-raiser, comes
back in the picture. Ludecke later claimed that he had made a special visit
to Grand Duke Cyril and his wife Victoria at their chateau in Nice, France,
in March 1921. By stressing the advantages that would accrue to the White
Russians if the Nazis took power, Ludecke hoped to secure some of the
rumored Romanoff fortune for the National Socialist movement. But he
soon gave up, he claims, when it “became obvious that every rouble they
had rescued from the Red Terror was desperately needed to keep up their
regal charade.”!!! A year after Ludecke’s visit, however, Cyril and Victoria
suddenly donated the enormous sum of half a million gold-backed
deutschmarks to General Erich Ludendorff, Hitler’s ally and co-conspirator
during the 1923 putsch. By most accounts, the couple had virtually no funds
of their own. “It seems apparent,” writes James Pool, “that the half million
marks in question were supplied by Henry Ford, with Boris Brasol acting
as intermediary.”!?

Pool offers little evidence to back up this claim and it is hard to piece
together his logic. But the fact that Brasol traveled to France around this
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time on behalf of Ford certainly makes the transaction possible. Moreover,
the American Jewish Committee Archives contains a letter addressed to
Nathan Isaacs, a former War Department colleague of Brasol, from
another former U.S. intelligence agent, Casimir Palmer. On Brasol’s rec-
ommendation, Palmer had been briefly employed as an investigator at
Liebold’s New York detective agency and would therefore have had inside
knowledge about the connections of Ford’s secretary. The letter makes no
mention of finances but does establish a credible link between Brasol, Ford
and the Nazis: “All the Hitlerite intelligence is based on Brasol’s, and other,
documents gathered through the medium of Mr. Ernest G. Liebold,
Henry Ford’s General Secretary.”!!?

In August 1925, another White Russian named Leonid Druzhelovski
stood trial in Moscow, accused of spreading counterrevolutionary and
anti-Semitic propaganda. During the course of the trial, Druzhelovski tes-
tified that he had met a man named Boris Brasol in Berlin the year before
who claimed that he was acting “on behalf of Henry Ford.” Brasol, he said,
had asked him to fabricate documents that cleared the monarchists of
charges they conducted pogroms against Jews.!!* Here again is conclusive
evidence linking Brasol’s overseas activities to Ford. But it still doesn’t
prove a financial connection to Hitler.

In 1921, Ernest Liebold—who, as a prewar German spy, owed his alle-
giance to the Kaiser—reestablished contact with the dethroned German
royal family when he dispatched a Ford sales agent named Lars Jacobsen
on a mission to Germany to sell tractors. Jacobsen is almost certainly the
agent the Bavarian vice president Erhard Auer was referring to when he
told the New York Times a year later that Ford’s interest in the Hitler move-
ment began in 1921 when one of Ford’s agents seeking to sell tractors came
in contact with Hitler’s mentor Dietrich Eckart. Auer told the Timzes that
shortly after the agent returned to America, Ford’s money began flowing
into the coffers of the Nazi Party.!®

Soon after Jacobsen arrived in Germany, he sent a number of revealing
letters to Liebold detailing his clandestine activities. In his first letter, sent
March 4, 1921, Jacobsen writes that he has had trouble attempting to do
business in Germany: “I knew where the real trouble was, namely the Jews.
The method they have used to fight us here is the usual one, what the Inde-
pendent calls the ‘whispering drive’. . . . You must remember that there is
not a Jew in Europe who does not know about the Independent articles and
that the articles represent Mr. Ford’s views.”!!¢ According to other contem-
porary accounts, news of Ford’s Jew-baiting had indeed spread to every
country in Europe by this time. Whether it was having an impact on Ford’s
overseas business operations is difficult to assess.'!’

In another letter to Liebold three months later, Jacobsen discloses the
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true nature of his mission to Germany: “After several months of hard try-
ing through different channels, I have finally succeeded in getting in touch
with the immediate surroundings of the ex-Kaiser.”!!® Clearly, he was not
there to sell tractors. He reveals that he had recently met with the Kaiser’s
son Prince Eitel Friedrich, who told Jacobsen he was a great admirer of
Henry Ford. When the Prince inquired why Ford had abandoned his First
World War Peace Ship so soon after reaching Europe, Jacobsen
responded, “Jewish influence was the cause of this expedition’s untimely
conclusion and the present campaign of the Dearborn Independent consti-
tuted nothing more or less than the continuation of the Peace Ship.”!??
The Prince then expressed his admiration for the “courage of Mr. Ford in
attempting so enormous an undertaking as the exposure of Jewry” and
wanted to know if the campaign could be “internationalized.” Jacobsen
asked the Prince whether the German royal family would be “prepared in
their own interest” to assist Ford in exposing the Jewish menace.

“An inevitable phase of the future work of the Independent would be an
analysis of the real cause of the world war and of placing the blame where
it really belonged: the Jews,” he informed the Prince.!?

At the conclusion of his letter to Liebold, Jacobsen reveals that his mis-
sion is a dangerous one:

I have no delusions about what the Jewish revolutionary party
in Germany will do to me if they find out that I am communicat-
ing with the [Kaiser’s family] on behalf of Mr. Ford, in order to
secure information that will show the Jews up. If that happens, I

am certain that you will not hear from me any more.'?!

Around the same time Liebold’s emissary first established contact with
the German royal family, the first direct links between the Nazi Party and
the deposed German monarchy were established when Crown Prince Wil-
helm returned to Germany from exile and met with Hitler, who promised
to restore the Imperial crown after the National Socialists took power.!??
With Kaiser Wilhelm’s permission, two of his sons, Prince August Wil-
helm and Prince Oskar, soon joined the Nazi Party. Liebold maintained
close communication with the royal family throughout the 1920s and
eventually started communicating with Kaiser Wilhelm directly, even pay-
ing a personal visit to the former German monarch at his estate in Doorn,
Holland.'?

In 1929, the Kaiser’s grandson, Prince Louis Ferdinand, mysteriously
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appeared in Detroit, where he was placed on the Ford Motor Company
payroll as a “freelance roadman,” traveling frequently to Germany on
behalf of Ford before and after the Nazis took over. In 1940, Henry Ford
was even named godfather of Louis Ferdinand’s second son. On one of the
Prince’s trips to Germany on behalf of Ford in 1934, Louis Ferdinand
heard a rumor that the company was contemplating closing its German
plant because of business losses. “What a pity it would be if Mr. Ford, who
is the father and creator of the motorcar age, would abandon Germany and
leave the task to his Jew competitors, the General Motors people,” the
prince wrote to Ford production chief Charles Sorensen.!*

Louis Ferdinand was an avowed early admirer of Hitler, writing
Liebold in March 1933 that he had voted for the Nazis in the recent elec-
tions. “The Nazis have been persecuted for many years by their oppo-
nents,” he explained.!” Two months later, when Louis was introduced to
Hitler for the first time, he asked the new Fiihrer whether he could “take
any message to my American boss in Detroit.”!?¢ According to the Prince,
who described the incident in his 1952 memoirs, Hitler responded, “You
can tell Herr Ford that I am a great admirer of his. I shall do my best to put
his theories into practice in Germany.”!?” Some historians have argued that
Hitler’s veneration of Ford was related merely to his admiration for the
industrialist’s business methods. But this would appear to be contradicted
by an account written by one of the Fiihrer’s closest early friends and
financial supporters, Putzi Hanfstaengl, in his 1957 memoirs: “The only
American figure for whom [Hitler] had time was Henry Ford, and then not
so much as an industrial wonder-worker but rather as a reputed anti-
Semite and a possible source of funds.”?

The German royal family still held out hope that Hitler would restore
the monarchy and continued to maintain close ties to the Nazi Party for
years before eventually turning against Hitler when it became obvious he
had no intention of fulfilling his promise.

In his 1937 Ford biography, The Flivver King, Pulitzer Prize-winning
author Upton Sinclair charges that Henry Ford had transferred $300,000
to Hitlers treasury using Prince Louis Ferdinand as a conduit.!?” Sinclair
fails to elaborate and furnishes no evidence to back up the claim; moreover,
biographers have been dismissive of the charge because Sinclair’s book was
partially funded by the United Autoworkers Union during a period when
the union was at war with the Ford Motor Company. But this potential
connection between Ford and the German royal family appears to stand up
to closer scrutiny than many of the other theories.

Liebold later claimed that he kept as much as one million dollars of
Ford’s personal money in his office safe at any one time—what he called



68 MAX WALLACE

the “kitty.”"3° It would have been a relatively simple task for him to desig-
nate a portion of this money to the Nazi Party through contacts Liebold
had established in the German royal family without any record of the
transaction being traced. It could also explain Louis Ferdinand’s visits to
Germany on behalf of Ford. In his memoirs, the Prince later wrote that
Liebold was the Ford official with whom he had “the closest associa-
tions.”!3! He reveals that once, before he left Dearborn on a trip to Ger-
many, Liebold asked him to deliver a letter to Dr. Otto Meissner, the head
of Hitler’s Chancellery."®? At the time, Meissner was very close to the
Fiihrer and had personally intervened with President Hindenburg in 1933
to secure Hitler the chancellorship.!** Later, Liebold would write Detroit
German consul Fritz Hailer claiming that Meissner is a “good friend of
mine.”3* This letter, and the prince’s account, establishes a direct link
between Liebold and the highest levels of the Nazi regime at the time but,
if they ever existed, any documents conclusively proving Sinclair’s assertion
that a financial transaction took place have long since been destroyed.

Finally, there is a curious document tucked away in Liebold’s own file at
the Ford Archives that raises serious questions about his early connections
to Hitler. In the early fifties, the Ford Motor Company conducted inter-
views with hundreds of former relatives, friends, acquaintances, and
employees of the late Henry Ford for its company archives, in an effort to
reconstruct the history of the company from its earliest days. In one of
those interviews, conducted nine years after he left the company, Ernest
Liebold speaks at length about his role as Ford’s personal secretary and
confidant. The transcript of Liebold’s interview is filled with exaggerated,
self-serving, and sometimes blatantly false accounts of his role in the com-
pany, apparently designed to rehabilitate his reputation. But one story
which he relates in passing begs attention:

One day a small shipment of swastika pins came in from Ger-
many. . . . They were passed around to different people. . . . They
put about fifty or one hundred of these pins on my desk.!*

According to Liebold, Ida Steinberg, a Jewish employee of the Dear-
born Independent, was very upset because she had been forced to wear the
pin and “got the devil” from her family for doing so. Liebold reassured her
with what he appears to believe were comforting words: “I said, ‘Just a
minute!” You’re Jewish. The people you are working with are not Jewish.
You want to bear that fact in mind, but don’t let it worry you or bother you.
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You are just one of a lot of other Jews who have to go through the same
thing.”'*® What Liebold doesn’t explain about this bizarre exchange is why
a boxload of swastika pins were sent to the Dearborn Independent during the
mid-1920s—a decade before Hitler ook power—and why each employee
of the newspaper was forced to wear one. Clearly, this episode demon-
strates contact between Liebold and the Nazi Party during the earliest
period of Hitler’s ascendancy and paints him as an enthusiastic supporter
of the movement from its nascent days.

It was not the last time Liebold’s name would emerge in connection
with Adolf Hitler and the Nazi Party.






CHAPTER 3

SUPERHERO

Charles Lindbergh receives a heros welcome at a New York dicker-tape parade fol-
lowing his historic transatiantic solo flight in 1927,






’Ee crowd had begun to gather the night
before. When the first reports flashed over the airwaves that the plane had
been spotted through dense fog over St. John’s, Newfoundland, and was
about to embark on its dangerous journey over the Atlantic, more people
arrived, hardly believing the news.

They kept coming all day to Le Bourget airfield, just outside of Paris.
Indeed, the whole world awaited anxiously a report on the fate of the small
craft bearing its lone passenger. At 8:30 on the evening of May 21, 1927, an
hour after the expected arrival time, most assumed the foolhardy pilot and
his plane had found the watery grave that most experts had forecast when
he set out thirty-one hours earlier. A number of previous solo attempts to
cross the Atlantic had ended in tragedy, the pilots never seen again. Still,
the crowd waited. By the time the news came that the plane had been spot-
ted over Cork, Ireland, at 9:00 P.M., almost 100,000 people thronged the
airfield, many sdll skeptical. “One chance in a thousand,” the radio
declared.

Then, at 10:15 p.M., floodlights suddenly drenched the field and the
roar of a motor could be heard above the buzz of the crowd. The lights
dimmed. A false alarm, announced the gendarmes guarding the airstrip. A
minute later, the lights again blazed at the far end of the field, a half mile
from where the crowd waited. Descending out of the black night sky was
the plane. It lined up to the runway and floated down to earth, consum-
mating the most spectacular achievement in the short history of aviation.

Breaking through the phalanx of six hundred soldiers and policemen,
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tens of thousands of onlookers raced to the spot where the small plane
could be seen taxiing, the words “Spirit of St. Louis” in big bold letters
emblazoned on its side. As the craft came to a stop and the door opened,
twenty hands reached out and hoisted its pilot in the air, carrying him in a
circle around the plane as the crowd cheered deliriously. Even before he
touched French soil for the first time ninety seconds later, Charles Lind-
bergh had joined Henry Ford among the pantheon of America’s greatest
heroes. The feat, declared the New York Times, transformed him “in a fren-
zied instant from an obscure aviator into an historical figure.”!

Aviation represented a bold new adventure. Certainly Ford had indeli-
bly marked American industry, but nobody would characterize his achieve-
ment as death-defying. Lindbergh, by contrast, had exhibited great daring.
He had defied the odds. Americans have always glorified risk-takers.

If Lindbergh’s feat was unprecedented, so was the world’s reaction.
From the moment he landed in France, the public was gripped by mass
hysteria—“Lindbergh mania,” the reporters called it. For weeks, his every
move was front-page news, from what he ate for breakfast the morning
after his flight (“perfectly chilled” grapefruit, oatmeal with real cream,
bacon, eggs, and crisp buttered toast) to his eclectic assortment of nick-
names (“Slim”; “the Lone Eagle”; “Lucky Lindy”).

France declared a national holiday. In Paris, a parade in his honor
attracted 500,000 people in what the Times described as “one of history’s
greatest mob scenes.” Through the initial wave of adulation, one theme
emerged again and again—Lindbergh as hero. The refrain echoed from
every conceivable forum, including church sermons delivered all over
America the following Sunday. “In Lindbergh, we see manifested that
indomitable heroism which has made possible the progress of the human
race toward the mastery of its world,” preached Rev. Russell Bowie of New
York’s Grace Episcopal Church. “There is a fund of moral heroism as well
as a fund of physical heroism among men, which thrills to the challenge of
the impossible.”

In Congress, one senator declared, “Lindbergh achieved what no person,
living or dead, has ever accomplished. . . . He had occupied the front page of
every cosmopolitan newspaper in Europe and America . . . he has made him-
self the hero of every son, the sweetheart of every daughter.” In its daily
coverage, the New York Times began to refer to Lindbergh as “the hero of the
Atlantic” while the French parliament passed a resolution proclaiming him
“the most audacious hero” of the century. His principal rival in the race to
cross the Atlantic, George Byrd, even called him a “Superhero”™—a full
eleven years before the term was used to describe the comic book character
Superman.?

The lone dissenting voice came from Gene Tunney, heavyweight box-
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ing champion of the world, who said he failed to see how “mankind is
going to benefit from Lindbergh’s spectacular stunt.” Passing judgment on
what he called “this hero business,” Tunney gave the upstart flier some
advice: “He showed wonderful skill, courage and application—and he had
a wonderful motor—but he ought to commercialize his stunt for every
cent that’s in it, for in a year from now he will be forgotten.” Time would
prove Tunney wrong.

No one could have been a more engaging hero. In the face of all the
attention, Lindbergh charmed the media and the public with his shy, mod-
est demeanor, especially after he said that the reception he received at the
Paris airfield was “the most dangerous part of the whole flight.”® The Vat-
ican newspaper praised him for his “childlike simplicity” after he referred
to himself and his plane as “we.”’

However, the acclaim for Lindbergh’s feat was not confined to France
and America. The entire world celebrated his achievement. Telegrams
poured in from virtually every head of state. “Warmest congratulations for
incomparable achievement of your heroic countryman Lindbergh,” cabled
Albert, King of Belgium, to the American embassy. Italian fascist leader
Benito Mussolini wrote, “A superhuman will has taken space by assault and
subjugated it. Matter once more has yielded to spirit, and the prodigy is
one that will live forever in the memory of men. Glory to Lindbergh and
to his people.”

But the most fervent reaction outside America came from Germany,
where his flight seemed to capture the national imagination. Shortly after
he landed, theater performances all over the country were interrupted to
announce the flight’s successful completion.” “Such men as Lindbergh
mark the path of humanity,” wrote the Berlin newspaper Vossische Zeitung
the following day.! The League of German War Fliers declared, “Lind-
bergh’s flight is more than a big sporting event; for all time, it will remain
an act of human enlightenment.”!!

Years later, Lindbergh would describe his initial bemusement at all the
attention: “I was astonished at the effect my successful landing in France
had on the nations of the world. To me, it was like a match lighting a bon-
fire.”!? He was catapulted into the rarefied status of international celebrity.
He was recognized and revered everywhere. Before he returned to Amer-
ica, he was feted in grand style. The president of France and the kings of
Belgium and England showered him with honors. At a Buckingham Palace
dinner held in his honor, King George V informed his court that Lind-
bergh was “quite a feller.” He then took the young American aside and
asked for a private audience. “Now tell me, Captain Lindbergh,” confided
the British monarch. “There’s one thing I long to know. How did you
pee?”!3
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When Lindbergh returned home, he found 500,000 letters, 75,000
telegrams, and two freight car loads of press clippings. New Yorkers staged
a giant tcker-tape parade. President Coolidge promoted him to a colonel
in the Air Corps Reserves and later awarded him the nation’s highest deco-
ration, the Congressional Medal of Honor. Time magazine named him its
first “Man of the Year.” America had never before witnessed adulation of
this magnirude. His brief acceptance speech, upon accepting the Distin-
guished Flying Cross from the President, was compared by some newspapers
to Abraham Lincoln’s Gettysburg address.”* The pure adoration everyday
Americans felt for the young hero was unending: “Fair-haired Apollo,”
wrote one woman, “your meteoric traverse of the sea, your transcendent vic-
tory over boundless space, shall thunder down the avenues of time.”"

Fame is often fleeting. However, a number of factors conspired to
ensure that Lindbergh’s mystique endured. Perhaps the most important
was a concerted nationwide effort to hold him up as an example to Ameri-
can youth. James West, chief executive of the American Boy Scout move-
ment, recognized this phenomenon when he paid tribute to Lindbergh in
the preface to a widely distributed Scouting pamphlet:

Every man longs to be the hero to some boy. Overnight,
Charles Lindbergh became the hero to millions of American
boys. The lone Pathfinder, blazing a trail through the arch of the
sky, called to the blood of the pioneer in every American boy. . . .
He spoke of his plane as an equal parmer in a great enterprise,
and found a million echoes in the hearts of boys who know that
things of wood and steel can live. He walked with modesty in
high places and courtesy in low. . . . And America made him not
only its hero, but the symbol of its idealistic Youth.!¢

But the nonstop assault was starting to take its toll, and cracks began to
show. As Lindbergh later recalled, “I was unprepared for the world acclaim
that followed my landing at Le Bourget.”"” After he showed “angry annoy-
ance” toward a crowd in Amarillo Texas, the Amarillo News-Globe accused
him of “swellheadedness.”’® Another time, when a crowd gathered on an
airfield waiting for hours in the rain to catch a glimpse of him, Lindbergh
revved his plane’s motor, taxied in circles and deliberately scattered the
crowd, not once but twice.!?

Increasingly disillusioned with the glory that followed him everywhere,
he began to dodge reporters and refused every request for autographs.
“No more unless he crashes,” wired one New York editor to a reporter cov-
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ering Lindbergh on a Latin American goodwill tour, reflecting the frustra-
tion of the press over his unwillingness to cooperate.?? Whenever a pho-
tographer was around, he refused to smile, choosing instead to glower into
the lens. One of these photos made it on the front page of the New York
Times with the caption, “Lindbergh’s flying face.”

Yet, having created the legend, the media were loathe to pierce it.
Rarely was any criticism allowed to make its way onto the pages of the rev-
erential press. More likely, journalists would defend or rationalize his
behavior, pointing out that it would be inappropriate to hold the hero up to
the same standards as mere mortals. “People forget,” wrote W. O. McGee-
han in the New York Herald Tribune, “that young Lindbergh has been up
among the Gods while the world spun beneath him. . . . He saw the world
beneath him and measured it for what it was worth.”?!

Commercial offers began to pour in, asking Lindbergh to endorse
every conceivable product. $50,000 from a cigarette manufacturer. Half a
million dollars plus 10 percent of the gross to star in a movie. He refused
each of these requests. “I was advised that if I would enter a political
career, there was a good chance I could eventually become President,” he
later recalled.??

According to his biographer Kenneth Davis, a struggle was being
waged for the possession of Lindbergh’s fame.?* Along the way, a battle
would also be fought for his soul.

By the time Charles Lindbergh died in 1974, many were still at a loss to
explain the complexities of the man who had exerted such a profound
impact on the twentieth century. His New York Times obituary would
record, “Lindbergh’ life, like his personality, was full of shadows and enig-
mas.”?* It is a fitting assessment.

Charles Augustus Lindbergh was born in Detroit on February 4, 1902,
to C. A. Lindbergh, a successful Minnesota lawyer, and Evangeline Land, a
sophisticated schoolteacher, who specialized in chemistry. Orville Wright
had not yet made the first sustained airplane flight. His parents lived in the
small imber and farming community of Little Falls, Minnesota, on the
west bank of the Mississippi River, where his father practiced law and ran a
small family farm, but Charles was born in Detroit because his mother’s
uncle was a physician there. Six weeks after his birth, his parents returned
with him to Little Falls, where he would spend a large portion of his child-
hood.” On his father’ side, Lindbergh was descended from Swedes who
had emigrated to the United States in the middle of the nineteenth century.
The media would later frequently invoke his Viking ancestry. His mother’s
family was of English and Irish stock.
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The defining moment of young Charles’s youth came when he was four
years old and his father was elected to Congress as a Republican. C. A.
Lindbergh was something of a maverick, the product of Minnesota’s long
tradition of populist politics. With the progressive trustbuster Theodore
Roosevelt in the White House, C. A. relished the idea of doing battle with
the forces of unfettered capitalism—a crusade championed by Roosevelt’s
Progressive forces at a time when the Republican Party embodied a very
different set of values than its modern descendant.

The Progressives were not out to tear down capitalism but to reform it,
pushing for anti-trust and regulatory legislation to rein in the excesses of
the Morgans and the Rockefellers. C. A’s pet issue was banking reform
and he took up the task with abandon. Declaring war on the “Money
Trusts,” he demanded to know why bankers “who are no smarter than the
rest of us” continually get richer.?® Time and again, he sided with his
farmer constituents against the financial goliaths and soon gained a reputa-
tion as an independent-minded politician.

But C.A. paid a personal price for his quixotic political battles. He
spent most of his time in Washington planning his crusades and neglecting
his young family. His marriage soon fell apart and young Charles found
himself in the middle of an ugly domestic situation. The quick-tempered
Evangeline was alleged to have once held a gun to her husband’s head and
may have failed to shoot only because C. A. told her to go ahead and pull
the trigger.?” His mother began to take young Charles on extended visits to
her family in Detroit and the boy moved frequently during his childhood,
attending at least ten separate schools and performing poorly at all of
them.?

Meanwhile, C. A. tenaciously continued to take on the powerful finan-
cial houses, pursuing an often lonely battle. His colleagues began to dis-
tance themselves as his rants about the ubiquitous Money Trust he believed
was running America became increasingly paranoid. But his constituents
welcomed his battles on their behalf. “Just as long as we treat money as our
god and treat useful property as of less value than money . . . most of us
will be poor,” he barked on the floor of the House, sounding more like a
socialist than a Republican.?”

The younger Lindbergh was anything but removed from his father’s
preoccupations. He frequently accompanied C.A. to Washington, but
appeared singularly unimpressed by his father’s profession, writing years
later that “his success in politics had no appeal to me. I thought the argu-
ments of lawyers dull and a Congressman’ life most tedious.”® Charles
hungered for more exciting pursuits.

He was only six years old when he caught the flying bug for the first
time after he heard a buzz in the sky and climbed out of a window onto the
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roof of his home to witness a biplane sputtering past. “Afterward I remem-
ber lying in the grass and looking up at the clouds and thinking how much
fun it would be to fly up there among those clouds,” he later recalled. “I
didn’t think of the hazards. I was just interested in getting up there in the
clouds.”!

His father continued his lone crusade. In 1910, C. A. set his sights on
the Aldrich Monetary Commission and the central bank it proposed to
establish, the National Reserve Association, forerunner of the Federal
Reserve Bank. He believed the plan represented the final step in a covert
attempt by the Money Trust to take over America’s banking and currency
system and he attacked it with a vengeance.’? The Aldrich plan was drafted
primarily by Paul Warburg of the investment firm Kuhn, Loeb, and Com-
pany. In later years, opponents of a central bank would pointedly refer to
the Jewish background of Warburg and his firm, evidence of a supposed
Judaic plot to control America’s finances. In fact, this would become a
favorite theme of Henry Ford’s Dearborn Independent a few years after C. A.
waged battle against the Aldrich plan. Although the elder Lindbergh never
explicitly noted Warburg’s religion in his public attacks on the scheme,
many are convinced that when he talked about the Money Trust®® he was
using a coded language similar to the one Ford employed when he talked
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