
lem restoration except his own. Bruening was 
rebuffed, the moment passed-possibly the 
last free moment for Germany. 

It is seldom given to a man to destroy his 
country twice, yet that was the achievement of 
the well-meaning last Kaiser. His astute and 
able father, the unfortunate Kaiser Frederick 
William, would never have succumbed to the 
jingoistic naval rivalry with England, and he 
would certainly have avoided going to war in 
1914. William blundered into that and the 
doom of his dynasty. In 1931 as an old man he 
might have saved his country from a far greater 
evil by renouncing his rights to his lost throne. 
Without this renunciation, Hindenburg, the 
creaky senile monarchist, would not accept the 
regency for Louis Ferdinand, the only tolerable 
Hohenzollern. And instead of King Log Ger- 
many received King Stork. 

Reviewed by FRANCIS RUSSELL 

of the character of Goebbels and his meaning- 
ful interpretation of the daily entries in the 
diary. Also helpful is the brief documentary 
history of Goebbels’ diary presented by Peter 
Stadelmayer, which makes clear the authentic- 
ity of the diaries that Goebbels regarded “as his 
most valuable possession.” The diary material 
published here Fomes from a microfilm copy 
originating in East Germany and is part of a 
large amount of material received by Hoffman 
and Campe, the publisher of the German edi- 
tion, who now possesses copies of almost 
16,000 pages of the diaries from the years 1924 
to April 1945 as well as other written material 
from Goebbels’ papers. 

Stadelmayer points out that up to July 8, 
1941, Goebbels wrote his diary entries in man- 
uscript; that thereafter he dictated them to a 
stenographer; that each of the daily entries 
begins with the “Military Situation” presented 
every morning to a small group in Goebbels’ 
study by the liaison officer from the High 
Command of the German Armed Forces; that 
the “Military Situation” paragraphs repro- 
duced in this book were drafted by the liaison 
nfficg and the s t p n n p p h p r ;  2nd that C&h- 
bels’ dictated entries were never reviewed by 

Goebbele, edited, introduced, and anno- have corrected. 
tated by Hugh Trevor-Roper, translated 
from the German by Richard Barry, New 
York: G.P.  Putnam’s Sons, 1978. xl i  + 368 
pp .  $14.95. 

THIS VOLUME contains the last surviving part of 
the author’s diaries, which he began in 1924, 
and covers the period from February 27 to 
April 9, 1945, with some entries missing, 
which are properly noted. Neither the author, 
the famous or infamous Dr. Joseph ,Goebbels, 
Minister for Propaganda and Public En- 
lightenment in National Socialist Germany, 
nor the editor, Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper, 
the eminent British. historian of seventeenth- 
century England and of National Socialist 
Germany, is in need of any further introduction 
here. What is valuable to the reader is the 
editor’s illuminating and analytical evaluation 

Necessary for the reader also is an important 
note by the translator, indicating that, in the 
German edition, the date of dictation that was 
used produced some erroneous statements, 
and that, therefore, in this English language 
edition, the dates of the entries are those on 
which the events in question occurred, thus 
requiring the omission of the word “yesterday” 
from the “Military Situation” sub-headings and 
from the text. 

Trevor-Roper’s compact introductory essay, 
analyzing and delineating the character and 
personality of Goebbels from his own writings, 
from the writings of his biographers, and from 
other writings about him, such as those of Al- 
bert Speer and Alfred Rosenberg, and cul- 
minating in the interpretation of these Final 
Entries, is superb and should prove to be most 
helpful to readers who proceed to make their 
own interpretations and evaluations. Although 
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some readers will agree with the editor’s 
analysis of the diary entries, others will dis- 
agree, given the infinite variety to which in- 
terpretation is subject. In many respects it 
depends on who is interpreting the thoughts of 
the diarist and what the conditions are that 
shape the diarist’s thoughts at the time, as well 
as when the interpretation is being made and 
what the conditions are that shape the thoughts 
of the interpreter at that time. 

The conditions shaping the thoughts of the 
diarist are those of the months of February, 
March, and April 1945, during which period 
the continuing destruction, invasion, and final 
defeat of National Socialist Germany by the 
Armed Forces of the Allied powers was to take 
place, while the German Armed Forces fought 
to prevent their defeat and while the civilian 
population struggled to survive. The conditions 
shaping the thoughts of interpreters are those 
experienced through the war years and the 
years since 1945, during which Hitler’s Third 
Reich, and all that it represented, had been 
condemned as a “criminal” despotism. Other 
events of a catastrophic character-wars, revo- 
lutions, atrocities, and disasters of nature- 
have marked the years to the present. 

Who then may be interpreters? A German 
National Socialist survivor of the war years? A 
German citizen of West Germany or of East 
Germany, who is of the older generation or the 
new? A foreigner of the younger generation? A 
foreign participant in the war who has sur- 
vived, such as Trevor-Roper or this reviewer? 
It is a problem. (Has it not been said that “you 
can make anything you want to out of a docu- 
ment”?) 

In the last few pages of his introductory 
essay the editor concludes his interpretation of 
the diary with a number of observations too 
numerous to be cited here. Indicative of the 
whole, however, may be his observations that 
“Goebbels on every page is true to himself’ and 
that 

Here w e  see his opportunism, his 
radicalism, his nihilism, his hatred of hu- 
manity; but also his incredible mental en- 
ergy, his unfailing flair for propaganda, and 
his personal courage. Most prominent of all, 
perhaps, is his passion for destruction. 

This reviewer does not deny that these and 
other observations may be made from a study of 

the diary, nor that there is any need for the 
editor “to summarize the dramatic history of 
those weeks or Goebbels’ reactions to them.” 
But quite apart from the value of the editor’s 
introductory essay, the reports on the military 
situation and Goebbels’ reactions to the events 
of those weeks do make up the essential and 
most valuable aspects of the diary and under- 
line the reasons why it should be read, as tragic 
and depressing as it is. 

The diary gives us an additional account of a 
people and a state fighting for survival against 
overwhelming odds; a people and a state in the 
process of being defeated and destroyed, their 
land overrun by hostile forces, their life 
snuffed out in chaos and death. The diary also 
confirms the rivalries and animosities of the 
National Socialist leaders (in this case Goeb- 
bels’ denigration of Goering, Ribbentrop, and 
others) and discloses the hopes and fears, the 
illusions and fantasies of Goebbels, of Hitler, 
of Himmler, of Ribbentrop, and other leaders 
grasping for straws in defeat, as well as the 
stop-gap civilian and military measures to 
avoid it. The diary gives us the daily reactions 
of Goebbels to the domestic situation, to the 
military situation, and to the reports on the 
foreign political situation. It contains the sub- 
stance of his many conversations (those with 
Hitler being especially significant) and of his 
continuous propaganda activity to counter the 
breakdown of morale by strengthening the 
people’s hopes in some last minute miracle. It 
also gives us those apparently negative, or ab- 
normal, components of Goebbels’ personality, 
in part caused by the conditions of war, there 
being hardly anything normal about such con- 
ditions. 

The editor has also annotated the diary so 
that persons mentioned in it are identified and 
listed in a name index. Final Entries includes a 
place index, a selection of photographs, a 
Gazetter to identify the names of battle sites 
used by Goebbels and their 1977 equivalents, 
two outline maps, a detailed chronology from 
January 1 to August 2, 1945, and appendices, 
the most significant of which are the letters of 
Goebbels and his wife to Harold Quandt, dated 
April 28, 1945, and Goebbels’ appendix to 
Adolph Hitler’s Will and Testament, dated 
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April 29, 1945, indicating not only their loy- 
alty to Hitler and Germany but also their sui- 
cidal intentions, which were carried out. Thus 
the reader of the diary is richly aided as he 
makes his own interprctation and evaluation of 
Goebbels and his account of the last days of 
National Socialist Germany. 

Reviewed by HENRY M. ADAMS 

Jacques Ellul$ Bad Dream 

The Betrayal of the West, by Jacques Ellul, 
translated from the French by Matthew J. 
O’Connell, New York: The Seabury Press, 

1978. ix + 207pp. $9.95. 

M. JACQUES ELLUL had dreamed a bad dream. 
He has envisioned the end of things-things 
once held precious and dear by a noble civiliza- 
tion. But, as when recollected in the aftermath, 
the dramatis personae of this nightmare appear 
as vague, shadowy images and formless spec- 
ters, though nonetheless haunting in their 
menacing powers. Ellul lashes out at these 
dark and sinister elements and summons them 
to his judgments. There are the new 
primitivists whose siren call would tempt us 
back to an innocent nature and unshackle 
.modern man from the suffocation of civilized 
restraints. The irrationalists, lurking 
everywhere, rediscover body language and do 
away with rational discourse. The Third 
World, betraying the great hopes of the naive, 
gives us savagery without nobility and projects 
new tyrannies upon the world. Cynics and 
power-worshippers prevail on the Left. Uto- 
pian dreamers perfect the art of managerial 
despotism and override all feedoms. And the 
“intellectuals,” vaguest and most awesome 
demons of all, spell our doom with the fallacies 
of their pens. For among this group especially 
lurks that “self-destructive rage” that year by 
year corrupts and tarnishes “the great western 
venture. ” 

But our dreams have always something to do 
with reality. That Ellul cannot refine and 
sharpen the slippery symbols of his little 
treatise by no means certifies that he is speak- 
ing of meaningless issucs. The causc that he 
defends is a real one and worthy of his effort, 
and this pensive and prolific scholar here ac- 
centuates the positive. The West is being be- 
trayed and Ellul rises to defend it. He is no Sir 
Gowan and expects no great victories, though. 
The West is doomed by the irrevocable con- 
tradictions of its own history. 

To be sure, Ellul is no blind apologist. 
Readers familiar with his works know him as a 
penetrating critic of our technological society 
and the political apparatus erected under its 
auspices. Nor does Ellul disregard the awe- 
some controls inflicted on the world by the 
West’s pursuit of power. Accepting this sad 
fact of history, Ellul retaliates with a capsule 
summary of the barbarisms of the non-Western 
world. What is more decisive, he believes, is 
the fact that reforms and revolutions that in- 
spired the elimination of historic abuses-for 
instance, foot-binding and the subjugation of 
women-were Western inspirations. For revo- 
lution i s  a uniquely Western way ,  and 
‘‘noWhere in the world . . . has there been a 
revolution, not even in China, until the western 
message penetrated that part of the world.” The 
West has taught the world; the world rises 
against the West only because it has been a 
good pupil. 

Ellul looks at the rest of our globe and sees 
amidst its turmoil the quest for freedom and 
liberty. And in these great concerns the unique 
contribution of the West is bearing its fruit. For 
“it was Christianity that did away with the ideas 
of destiny and fate.” The Greeks had assured 
the dominance of reason and the unquenchable 
drive of intellect. But the Western formula is 
really completed only when we add the special 
emphasis of discipline and self-control. The 
careful pursuit of these qualities alone made 
possible the gains of reason and freedom. Ellul 
brooks no romantic talk of spontaneity and 
natural human goodness and perceives in our 
modern Dionysian illusions the decadence of 
Silenus. Around these passages the conserva- 
tive strains of Ellul’s sentiments are most pro- 

102 Winter 1979 

LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED




