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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

On 30 January 1933 Adolf Hitler became chancellor of Germany.! Across the
United States and the state of Texas it was front-page news, although not always the
banner headline. In the small German-American community of Fredericksburg, Texas,
the first notice of Hitler seems to have been delayed. On 10 February 1933 Hitler made
his first appearance in the weekly paper, the Fredericksburg Standard, in a column called
“This Week” written by Arthur Brisbane. It notes that, “Young Mr. Hitler, new
chancellor of Germany, loses no time in emphasizing his resemblance to [Benito]
Mussolini and [Oliver] Cromwell.”*> The column goes on to explain why the author
expressed this sentiment and the belief that the German citizenry would not long tolerate
a leader of this type in their country.® The citizens of Fredericksburg probably noted the
news with passing interest because their heritage was German, but they were fairly
unconcerned because they no longer lived in Germany, and many families no longer even
communicated with family members in the Fatherland.* In spite of Brisbane’s expressed

belief that the Germans would soon oust Hitler from power, the new chancellor

! William Shirer. The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich: A History of Nazi Germany (New York:
Fawcett Crest, 1960), 19.

2 Fredericksburg (Texas) Standard, 10 February 1933,
? Ibid.
4 Kenn Knopp, “Hin Nach Texas! Off to Texas!: The Germans of the Hill Country,” Manuscript

printed and spiral bound, available at the Pioneer Memorial Library, Fredericksburg, Texas, detailing
certain points in history of Fredericksburg, Texas and the surrounding area (2000), 208.



maintained the power he was given and continued to gather more of it into his hands,
leading Germany and the world once again into war.

When the citizens of Fredericksburg first heard of Hitler they did not realize the
effect he would have on their community. However twelve and a half years later, when
Hitler ended his reign in Germany by committing suicide, they would note some changes
in their community, changes that would have come in time anyway, but that were
accelerated by the actions of a dictator and his political party an ocean away and in a
country often three or four generations in their past.’ At the time Adolf Hitler came to
power in Germany, the residents of Fredericksburg had a strong connection to their
German heritage and an interest in their ancestors’ homeland. However, as the actions of
Germany’s leadership became more reprehensible to American citizens, the community
of Fredericksburg began to dissociate itself from its German heritage and was successful
to the point that on V-E Day, Representative Harry Davis Jr., who represented the
community, introduced a resolution that the state legislature passed congratulating
Fredericksburg for being “a typical American community striving to carry on a typical
American way of life.”®

In 1930, about ninety percent of the residents of Fredericksburg were descended

from the original German pioneers that settled the area.” Fredericksburg was settled by a

5 Shirer, Rise and Fall, 632.

€ Fredericksburg (Texas) Standard, 9 May 1945. V-E Day occurred on the same day that
Fredericksburg celebrated the ninety-ninth anniversary of its founding, which is why the resolution was
introduced on the day it was.

7 Michael Barr, “A Comparative Examination of Federal Work Relief in Fredericksburg and
Gillespie County,” Southwestern Historical Quarterly 96: 3 (January 1993): 393.



group who came over under the direction of the Adelsverein, an organization set up in
Germany to bring Germans to the new world, and especially to Texas. New Braunfels
was settled first in 1845, but soon after that, April 1846, a group set out for
Fredericksburg, named for highest-ranking monarch with stock in the Adelsverein.®
Among the groups were 180 persons and sixteen wagons with a mounted convoy for
protection as the colonists were moving into Indian territory.” After making a peace
treaty with the Indians, the new residents of Fredericksburg began building their new
community. '

The residents of Fredericksburg wrote their friends and family back in Germany
and encouraged them to move to Texas. Peter Birk told a friend to “leave Germany and
come here where you can live happily and contentedly. If you only work half as much as

in Germany, you can live without troubles.”!!

With this kind of encouragement,
Germans immigrated into the Texas Hill Country in significant numbers between 1848
and 1860. They settled in New Braunfels, Fredericksburg, and the surrounding
counties.'?

The onset of the American Civil War brought the first challenge for Texas’

Germans. Most Germans were anti-slavery and pro-Union and very open about their

beliefs. This difference of opinion between them and their neighbors caused some

& Knopp, “Hin Nach Texas,” 290.
? Glen Lich, The German Texans (San Antonio: University of Texas Press, 1981), 53-54.
' Knopp, “Hin Nach Texas,” 293.

" Lich, The German Texans, 57.



conflict that was not easily resolved."* In 1862 a group of German-Texans formed a unit
to fight for the Union, but before they reached the safety of the Mexican border a
Confederate regiment ambushed them to prevent them from fighting for the Union. The
ambush effectively quelled open German-Texan dissent and the German dead were left
unburied until after the war was over because their families were afraid to do so.*

After the American Civil War, their continued allegiance to the Union was a
benefit to German Texans. As a group they took the ironclad oath and began to
participate in regional politics. This created opportunities for German Texans to become
officeholders at the state level. Glen Lich, author of The German Texans, cites
Reconstruction as the time that the Germans in Texas became “practicing Americans”
because of their increased involvement in the political system.'> The Civil War also
triggered the Republican tendencies of the German Texans. Since they associated the
Democratic Party with secession and the Confederacy, they chose not to support it even
after the Civil War ended. '°

Another event of the time period was a matter of interest for those Germans in
Texas. Although no longer in Germany, the German Texans were still interested in its
welfare, and its unification at Versailles was cause for celebration throughout the German

part of Texas. They also felt the German reunification distanced them even more from

12 Ibid., 64. Lich does not list specific numbers in his discussion of German immigration during
this period.

13 1bid., 91-94.
' Tbid., 94-97.

15 1bid., 98.



their former homeland because they had not participated in it. However, in spite of that
sense of disconnectedness, Bismarck was still a popular man in Texas following German
reunification. !’

Between Reconstruction and the early twentieth century the German Texans,
especially in the Hill Country communities lived a lifestyle that reflected the culture that
they had come from. It was typical to hear German spoken on the street, and in
Fredericksburg the courthouse minutes were kept in German and English.'® Most
Germans favored compulsory education, which was evident by the early schools in their
communities.'” There were also certain methods of cooking that were “German,” usually
including lots of sauces, flour, and milk. The people formed German literature and
singing clubs and held annual song festivals (Saengerfest).? Vera Flach, an American
who married and moved into the German Hill Country, wrote about the German Texans’
interest in anything German as part of themselves. She claims, “this devout interest in
Family spread itself to include all persons and projects of German origin. These people
were American but the Fatherland, its language, its tnumpbhs in literature, music and

science were always paramount in interest.”>' Although most were American citizens and

'$ Ibid., 101.

7 Ibid., 101.

'8 Max and Rose Hoffman, interview by James Senschey, 16 September 1982, Southwest
Collection, Texas Tech University, Lubbock, TX; and Fred Oheim, interview by Bobby Weaver, 30 March
1978, Southwest Collection, Texas Tech University, Lubbock, TX.

19 1 ich, The German Texans, 129.

0 Hoffman, interview by Senschey, 1982; and Oheim, interview by Weaver, 1978.



participated in the political system, the German Texans highly regarded the culture of
their ancestors and celebrated it in their society, culture, and lifestyle.

German-Texans, along with the rest of German- America, were jarred out of their
complacency by the beginning of World War I in Europe and later U.S. entrance into the
war against Germany. During World War I, the German government claimed that all
Germans overseas still owed allegiance to the Fatherland.? This claim caused many
Americans to suspect those of German ancestry, and many German-American
organizations and newspapers added to that suspicion by their noisy, open, and vehement
defense of Germany, and almost militant pursuit of American neutrality during the
beginning years of the war.

German-American newspapers, among them the Fatherland, the New Yorker
Staats-Zeitung, and a pro-German English language newspaper published by Georg
Viereck, gave immediate attention to the war in Europe and what they felt was the biased
neutrality of other American newspapers. Those newspapers printed the official German
version of events, including the German explanation for the war and why it was not
Germany’s fault. They also denounced other newspapers for getting their information
from Britain and not reporting the German side of the story, especially after Britain cut
off the news source from Germany and it became more difficult to get the German

version of events. The German-American press also denied the stories of German

2 Vera Flach. A Yankee in German-America: Texas Hill Country (San Antonio: Naylor Co.,
1973), 7.

22 Richard O’Connor, The German-Americans (New York: Little, Brown and Co., 1968), 377.



atrocities committed in Belgium and other countries, at the same time accusing Britain of
the same type of atrocities.”

Other prominent German-American groups and people outside the press were also
pro-German. Many German-Americans in high positions, including Congressman
Richard Bartholdt and Harvard professors Hugo Muensterberg and Kuno Francke, spoke
in favor of the official German interpretation of the war. German-American groups and
organizations also openly favored Germany. New York Germans formed the German-
American Literature Defense League to respond to the anti-German editorials and
monitor and report on the sentiments expressed in the general media. This organization
served as a clearinghouse for letters of protest and distributed pro-German propaganda in
the United States.**

Although vocal German-Americans favored German reports and ideas, they did
not campaign for American entrance into the war on the side of the Central Powers.

They only wanted neutrality. Their complaint was that American neutrality was not
really neutral, but favored the British, not only because of the media sentiment, but also
because Britain could still trade with the United States, while Germany was cut off by the
British blockade. They believed they were promoting a better form of neutrality,

although theirs was also biased, just in favor of the other side. Groups did try to

23 Frederick Luebke, Bonds of Loyalty: German-Americans and World War I (Dekalb, IL.:
Northern Illinois University Press, 1974), 88-89 and 93.

% Ibid., 90-91.



implement a less biased neutrality, but for the most part these were unsuccessful and just
caused more suspicion among the general public.?’

As early as 1914, but escalating as America neared entrance into the war, the
American public reacted to this vocal German segment of the population who they
perceived as having a greater loyalty to their ancestral country than their current one. In
1914 superpatriotic citizens established the National Defense League to create national
unity.*® By 1915, what Frederick Luebke describes as a “full-scale assault on
hyphenism” had begun.”” President Woodrow Wilson warned against the “hyphen” in
his State of the Union speech that December. Although no specific groups were
mentioned, two “hyphenate” groups--the German-Americans and the Irish-Americans--
were targeted for their disloyal, or anti-British, attitudes. Journalists, clergy, and other
prominent government officials joined the condemnation.”® The New York Times stood
apart when it reminded its readers that most German-Americans were loyal and had been
placed in an awkward position by the current situation. Their voice was only one calling
for tolerance and understanding among dozens that were not as willing.”

As the war in Europe continued, efforts by both sides of the issue escalated.
German-American groups and newspapers continued calling for a fair neutrality, but as

America came closer to the war they pled mostly just for neutrality. The anti-hyphen

25 Ibid., 119-121, 123; and O’ Connor, The German-Americans, 376-77.
% Luebke, Bonds of Loyalty, 215.

% Ibid., 140.

% Ibid., 218-19, 267-68, and 277-78.

? Tbid., 134,145, and 146-47.



groups continued condemning what they termed as disloyalty among Americans and
calling for “one hundred percent Americanism.” In September 1917, after the United
States entered the war, Congress passed the Trading with the Enemy Act. Attached to
that was a stipulation that German-language newspapers had to provide an English
translation of statements about the government, international relations, and related issues
to the postmaster, Albert Burleson. If any of these statements were offensive, the mailing
privileges of that paper would be lost. Although most German-language newspapers
were eventually given waivers, this added cost of translation was too much for some
newspapers and they quit publication.*

Upon U.S. entrance into World War I most German-Americans reverted to their
role as loyal American citizens, and individuals and groups did what they could to prove
their loyalty. They “held attitudes somewhere between the pro-German and superloyalist
extremes. Like most Americans they regretted that war had come but there was no
question in their minds about meeting their responsibilities as citizens.”! German-
Americans joined and served in the military, bought Liberty Bonds, and came out in
support of President Wilson and his policies.’> German immigrants, especially those
without citizenship, caused some difficulty in the military. They had been exempted
from the draft, but many chose to enlist anyway or had enlisted prior to World War 1.

Provost Marshal General Enoch Crowder officially said that all such people would be

3 1bid., 241-42.
31 Ibid., 227.

3 Virginia Kunz, The Germans in America (Minneapolis: Lerner, 1966), 54; and Luebke, Bonds
of Loyalty, 228.



discharged, but then informed commanders that as long as German-Americans were
loyal, which would be determined by their officers, they would be allowed to serve.
German immigrants were given the option to opt out of service or to go to non-combat
units so they would not have to fight against their homeland. The military also
emphasized to these immigrants that they faced the possibility of being executed as
traitors if captured by the enemy. Since the military had found a way to maneuver around
the initial difficulties, they continued to allow German immigrants to serve in the
military **

German-Americans fulfilled more than the expected responsibilities of citizens
though. They were a suspect group and felt that they were being constantly scrutinized,
so they went out of their way to prove that they were loyal as a whole. Many German-
American churches and businesses began dropping the “German” part of their names.
Churches began preaching in English to avoid association with the German culture.
Other German societies also began dropping the word “German” from their society and
changing their organization to make it less German. The Voerwarts Verein in Illinois
changed its name to the New Athens Singing Society and only sang English songs, and
the Dreieinigskeitskirche changed its name to the Trinity Church and also made English

its official language.>® Overall the various organizations of the German-American

33 Nancy Ford, Americans All!: Foreign-born soldiers in World War (College Station, TX:
Texas A&M University Press, 2001), 57-58.

34 Luebke, Bonds of Loyalty, 19, 228, 233, and 237-38.
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community tried to draw attention away from their German heritage by declaring their
loyalty and adapting to the prejudices of the time.

Many German-American families and individuals also attempted to remove any
possibility of suspicion from themselves. One of the ways they did this was by
anglicizing German names, changing Schmidt to Smith, Koch to Cook, and Schwartz to
Black so they could no longer be identified as German just by their name. In Milwaukee,
Wisconsin within the first four months of the war a court heard over two hundred cases
where a name change was requested.>> Other German-Americans were even more
extreme in their efforts to prove their loyalty. One woman filed for divorce from her
husband because he had made pro-German comments, and many others reported the
disloyal behavior of friends to prove their own loyalty.*

In spite of the efforts of German-American groups and individuals to allay the
suspicions of their fellow Americans, the hostility that had been building, coupled with
the need to vilify the German enemy and everything associated with it, made the years
the United States was involved in World War I difficult years for German-Americans.
German culture was one of the easiest and most obvious targets. “On every hand the
American people were encouraged to make war on German language and culture,” and
they did so thoroughly and with enthusiasm.*” Although the federal government did not
take any direct measures against the German cultures, at the state and local level, laws

and public opinion assisted in the disappearance of German culture. Many states banned

3 Ibid., 282; Kunz, The Germans, 53-54.

36 Luebke, Bonds of Loyalty, 16, 282.

11



the German language. Schools were not allowed to teach it, and many places made it
illegal or just highly discouraged speaking of the German language.*® German language
teachers lost their positions and many of them, instead of being reassigned, were
dismissed for teaching children “principles of disloyalty,” even though they were only
teaching the German language.” German language textbooks, library books, and literary
materials were eliminated and sometimes burned in a patriotic ritual supporting
Americanism.*

The language was not the only aspect of German culture under attack. The city of
Pittsburgh banned the playing of Beethoven, and the people of the city discouraged
playing of other German music. Some German musicians were even sent to alien
detention camps during the war. German theater also drew criticism and the German
language press began to disappear rapidly.*’ Names were an obvious identification of
association with Germany and so had to be changed. German street names were changed
to something more appropriate, as were city names and school names. This idea was
sometimes applied with more enthusiasm than sense, as when one doctor changed the

name of “German measles” to “liberty measles” in the spirit of patriotism.*

37 Luebke. Bonds of Loyalty, 268.
% Ibid., 16, 252.

* Ibid., 253.

“* Ibid., 250-53.

! Ibid., 248-49, 271.

2 1bid., 16, 247-18.
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Although this war on German culture was bad enough for German-Americans, it
was less humiliating and painful than other patriotic activities. Attacks against individual
Germans and their group often became violent and personal as “superpatriots” took
“disloyalty” into their own hands. Some of the persecution was rather petty. An
employer of a German-American might get a call asking if that “Germany spy” was still
employed. A person reading a German language newspaper in public risked verbal or
physical abuse. People with German names could expect discrimination in their
workplaces as well, not only from fellow employees, but also from management, even to
the point of losing a promotion because of their name. Another method of terrorizing the
German-American community was doing damage to their churches and schools.* These
were actually milder forms of persecution though. The worst forms involved physical
brutality of a more permanent nature.

American citizens, in their patriotic fervor, often took it upon themselves to
punish a German-American for disloyalty, or to satisfy themselves as to an individual’s
loyalty by forcing them to perform activities the superpatriots perceived as loyal. They
painted German-American houses and churches yellow, forced them to buy Liberty
bonds and march around town displaying their patriotism. Some were even tarred and
feathered. They would also force German-Americans to kiss flags or loudly sing the

national anthem to prove their loyalty, or to give the mobs an excuse to use violence.**

» Ibid., 244-45, 280-81.

“ Ibid., 247.
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In April 1918 the violence reached its peak. The months of beating, flag kissing,
and tormenting culminated in the lynching of Robert Prager in Collinsville, Illinois. A
German and suspected socialist, Prager was lynched after being made to kiss the flag and
after a couple of attempts by law enforcement to save his life failed. His last request was
that his body be wrapped in an American flag. His murderers went unpunished and the
persecutions of German-Americans continued until the end of World War 1.4

The Germans in Texas also faced conflicting sympathies and difficulties during
World War I. They had some sympathy for Germany, but tempering that sympathy was a
feeling that they were separated from that country’s wars by their own allegiance and
their disgust with certain aspects of the German national character. When children asked
about their great-grandfathers they were told their ancestors were tired of the petty wars
in Germany and they had come to the United States to escape those wars and make a
home for their families where they could expect to live and work with them.*® When
Fredericksburg residents heard of World War I's beginning in Europe they placed the
blame on the shoulders of the German leadership and “were no longer whispering, but
shouting curses. ‘It’s that bastard Metternich all over again. Why can’t the damned

monarchs learn to make babies instead of bullets.””’

They were grateful for President
Wilson because he was keeping them out of the war so they would not have to go fight

their families. Their families did send them letters urging support for Germany and its

* Tbid., 10-11, 14-15.
6 Knopp, “Hin Nach Texas,” 207.

4T Ibid., 208.
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allies, but Fredericksburg residents had little concern for the current situation in Europe
as long as their president kept them out of it.*®

Once the United States entered the war though there was no expression of
hesitation about going to fight their families. The German-Texans and residents of
Fredericksburg sent their own boys next to other Texas boys into Europe. A legend tells
the story of “a wizened family patriarch” who counseled his soldier sons that “this is a
‘new day,’ that they must not forget that they are ‘fighting under a new flag,”” the
American flag.* Fredericksburg was no exception. The young men of Fredericksburg
answered their call, but Fredericksburg already had a military hero. Although Chester
Nimitz was not yet an Admiral, he was the commander of the U.S. Atlantic submarine
fleet against the land of his fathers. Nimitz had been raised in Fredericksburg and was
proud of his German heritage “but he could not forgive Germany for saying one thing
and then doing another.”*® Nimitz’ heritage did not affect his loyalty or his performance.
He was sent to the Mediterranean and performed well against the Germans.”!

Fredericksburg was proud of all its soldiers, but another young man who served in

World War I also stands out in its history. Lieutenant Louis Jordan was the first

“® Ibid.. 207-208.
4 Lich, The German-Texans, 111.

50 Tulia Estill, “Admiral Chester Nimitz . . . His Heritage and Training,” Reprint of an article in
the Fredericksburg Standard. 1942, Box 4-14/140, General Files, Records of Coke Stevenson. Texas
Office of the Governor, Archives and Information Services Division, Texas State Library and Archives
Commission; and Knopp, “Hin Nach Texas,” 219.

5! Ibid., 219. The Nimitz biographies available to the author do not cover his life or connection to

Fredericksburg, except very briefly. The one short piece actually published in Fredericksburg only briefly
covers the World War I era, spending more time on his ancestry and heritage.
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American officer killed in World War I, and he was a Fredericksburg boy. Before he left,
he told his parents he was going to bring back the Kaiser’s head on a platter. He did not
return alive but was remembered in Fredericksburg, and the inscription on his headstone
reads that he “died for his country.”*?

Even as Lt. Jordan and others were overseas fighting, their families at home were
trying to prove their loyalty to a skeptical state and nation. They bought war bonds,
volunteered for services, and gave generously in national drives. No one evaded the
draft, and many people even began speaking English to avoid suspicion.”> “They had
taken the oath of allegiance and they held to it.”** But even though Texans counted Lt.
Jordan and Nimitz among their war heroes, they were still suspicious of the Germans
among them.

The citizens of Texas were not immune to the war on German culture that was
occurring in the rest of the nation. The state banned the teaching of German in public
schools, and people were discouraged from speaking German in public, even in
predominantly German towns. School systems banned German music, novels, and plays
and school teams from German towns were known as Sauerkrauts. The central
switchboard monitored German-American telephone conversations for sedition, and if the
conversations were in German the switchboard operators recorded them for later review.

Residents quickly learned that the best way to keep phone service was to always speak in

52 Ibid., 207.

53 Flach, A Yankee, 8; and Bill Petmecky, interview by Fred Carpenter, 1970, Southwest
Collection, Texas Tech University, Lubbock, TX.

5% Petmecky, interview by Carpenter, 1970.
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English. In New Braunfels, the most vicious attacks against those speaking German in
public were by other German speakers who were afraid of what might happen if people
were heard speaking German.>® Even as the Germans in Texas tried to prove their loyalty
through participation they still had to be very careful about what they said or what
language the conversation was in, in spite of the lack of any actual reason for suspicion.
As World War I ended Germans in Texas were still cautious about their culture.
German was spoken less in New Braunfels, although it was still commonly heard many
years later in Fredericksburg. The German-Texans continued to participate in politics,
voting for conservative, progressive reform, and were fiercely opposed to Prohibition.*®
Fear of German spies began to subside on the national level as an early Red Scare
replaced it.’” And in the small community, of Fredericksburg veterans came home to a
town that was still very German in character. It would take a second, longer war against
Germany to sever the cultural and emotional connection with the “Fatherland” and make

it a typical, non-threatening American town.

55 Petmecky, interview by Carpenter, 1970; Oheim, interview by Weaver, 1978; Knopp, “Hin
Nach Texas,” 273; Flach, A Yankee, 77, and Hoffman, interview by Senschey, 1982.

56 Oheim, interview by Weaver, 1978; and Lich, The German Texans, 102.

57 Luebke, Bonds of Loyalty, 312.
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CHAPTER 11

1933-1937: GERMAN HERITAGE AND AMERICAN LOYALTY

In 1933 when Adolf Hitler was named Chancellor of Germany, most Americans
were more concerned about the Depression than what was happening in Europe.
However, there were two groups in the United States that were interested: American Jews
who felt the need to protect the interests of the German Jews and some Germans and
German-Americans in the United States.' The American public’s interest grew as pro-
Nazi groups in the United States developed and grew. In the years between 1933 and
1937 the American public in general became more concerned about the potential Nazi
menace, but it was still not a major issue. In Fredericksburg, its citizens continued to
follow their German heritage and interests, although not to the exclusion of the interests
of their country, the United States.

When the Nazi Party came to power in Germany, American citizens of German
descent had two different reactions. The majority of them, like the citizens of
Fredericksburg, were not interested in supporting Hitler, his party, or his activities in
Germany. However, there was also a vocal minority that avidly supported Hitler and his
causes, and proposed similar ideas for the United States. This is the group that claimed
the most attention in the media and from the government, and it was this pro-Nazi

minority that created American concern about German activities.

! Sander Diamond, The Nazi Movement in the United States 1924-1941 (Ithaca: Comnell University
Press, 1974), 106-107, 130.
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Heinz Spanknoebel, a German citizen, organized the Friends of New Germany
(Bund Der Freunde des neuen Deutschlands) in July 1933 with recognition from high-
ranking Nazis.> At a program shortly after its organization, Spanknoebel defined the
purpose of the Friends of New Germany as being “to unify the millions of Germany’s
racial comrades who had emigrated in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries to North
America.” At the same conference the Friends split North America into three Gaue, or
administrative departments similar to Germany.* The Friends maintained that German-
Americans could be “good Germans” without hurting their allegiance to the United
States, despite the fact that it required members to adhere to the principles of National
Socialism.” The Friends also preached the “racial purity” of the Germans in America and
the pollution of all other American cultures.®

Spanknoebel and his group quickly became unpopular with the majority of
American citizens, yet the organization continued to grow.” During 1933 the Friends
organization expanded into twelve cities outside of New York and started four
newspapers. Many smaller German organizations joined to protect themselves from

extinction or to protect business. The Friends’ newspapers also served the purpose of

2 Ibid.. 113; and Timothy Holian, The German-Americans and World War 1I: An Ethnic
Experience [World War 1I] (New York: Peter Lang, 1996), 18-19.

3 Diamond, Nazi Movement, 115.
* Ibid.

3 Ihid... 140.

® Ibid.. 136.

7 Ibid., 129; and Holian, World War 11, 19. The Gallup Poll did not do any polls on the Friends of
New Germany or the German-American Bund’s popularity.
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encouraging, or frightening people, into joining the group_® The membership of the
Friends of New Germany was primarily immigrants who had arrived since World War L.
Only about ten percent of the group was native born or naturalized German-Americans
who had come over previous to 1900, so it was not representative of German-Americans
as a group but it was often perceived as being so.

As the organization grew Spanknoebel continued to attract attention to himself
and his organization. Spanknoebel caused enough difficulties within the New York
United German Societies that they cancelled their annual German Day in 1933. He also
alienated the Ridder family, a prominent German-American family in New York, by
walking into their newspaper offices and demanding they publish material favorable to
Hitler and Nazi Germany. He justified this demand by explaining that he was the
designated leader of the Nazi Party in the United States. One of the Ridder brothers told
Spanknoebel to leave the office, and the family and newspaper began to take an anti-Nazi
stance they had previously not taken.’

Spanknoebel attracted enough attention that Congress formed a special committee
to investigate Nazi activities in the United States. Congressman Samuel Dickstein also
proposed that Spanknoebel be deported for failing to register as an agent of a foreign
country. In October 1933 the Justice Department issued an arrest warrant for

Spanknoebel, but he was able to flee the country with the help of other Nazi agents. '

8 Diamond, Nazi Movement, 143.

° Ibid,, 121, 123-24.
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Although Spanknoebel was gone, the Friends of New Germany continued to exist and
grow.

In 1936, the face of the Friends of New Germany changed. It dissolved and Fritz
Kuhn, a naturalized American citizen, formed the German-American Bund
(Deutschamerikanischer Volksbund)."' The Bund espoused the same beliefs the Friends
had, proclaiming “eternally loyalty” to Hitler and to Germany. Its newspaper proclaimed
that “We may have lying in our closets different citizenship papers, and yet we are all
German men.” The Bund was noisy and militant, operating on the idea that German-
Americans would soon form a voting bloc and rule the United States.'? These activities
and published ideas increased American fears that National Socialism was a very real
threat in the United States. Historian Timothy Holian concludes, “publicly and privately,
the image developed rapidly that the Bund was a bloodthirsty, revolutionary organization
that would go to any length to spread Nazism in the United States and impose its will
upon the majority that opposed what it stood for.”!? Estimates of actual Bund

membership range from six thousand to ten thousand, but its noisy rallies and activities

19 Thid,, 123-24, 157. The Congressional Record for 1933 has no record of Heinz Spanknoebel or
the order to arrest him.

! Holian, World War II, 24-26.
12 1bid., 30.

13 1bid,, 33.
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made it appear more powerful to the American public which became suspicious of the
organization’s activities and motives.'*

The majority of German-Americans had similar feelings about the German-
American Bund and Nazism as other Americans. Although most were glad that Hitler
had restored prestige to their ancestral country, they were loyal Americans and did not
want to be associated with the Bund.'> Many other German-American associations
actively tried to distance themselves from the Bund, and several groups were organized to
counteract the idea that German-Americans were pro-Nazi while still attempting to retain
a German character, including the Loyal Americans of German Descent and the German-
American Anti-Nazi League. '®

German-Americans did retain some of their ethnic characteristics even after
World War I. They considered themselves a “cultural and ethnic monolith.”!” They
taught their children the history of Germans in American and what contributions
Germans had made to society.'® German groups who were not pro-Nazi still welcomed
any news or literature from that country, even though they did not want to promote Hitler

as a representative of German culture or politics. Even with the connections they still had

14 Joachim Remak, “Friends of New Germany: The Bund and German-American Relations,” The
Journal of Modern History 29: (March 1957), 38; and Amnold Krammer, Undue Process: The Untold
Story of America’s German Alien Internees (New York: Rowman and Littlefield Publishers, 1977), 5.

15 Stephen Fox, America's Invisible Gulag: A Biography of German American Internment and
Exclusion in World War II, Memory and History, New German-American Studies 23 (New York: Peter
Lang, 1996), 14.

16 Krammer, Undue Process, 6-7, 29; and Diamond, Nazi Movement, 57-58.
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with Germany the overriding sentiment among German-Americans during this time
period was “to drop the hyphen forever” and assimilate into the dominant society."® The
naturalization rate for Germans in the United States was higher than any other immigrant
group by the 1930s.° An appeal from their ancestral country was not as strong as it
might once have been.

For many German-Americans, or other Americans of this time period, visiting
Fredericksburg would have seemed like a step back in time. In the early 1930s
Fredericksburg was isolated by bad roads and poor terrain, so travel to and from the town
was limited. In town and more so in Gillespie County, people lived without modern
“conveniences’ such as electricity and running water.”' This isolation helped
Fredericksburg residents in some ways. It protected them from the worst consequences
of the Great Depression. They were more self-sufficient to begin with because most
produced what they used themselves when they could, and they also lacked cash or other
forms of wealth that they might have lost during the Depression.?> Audrey Joseph, who
was a child during the Depression said “As far as those years of the Depression, we
didn’t know any better, we didn’t know we were poor you know. We lived just like we

always did because we were very thrifty to start with.”?® The Depression did hurt some

' Ibid., 63.
2 Holian, Horld War II, 57.

2 Barr, “Comparative Examination,” 363 and 366; and Audrey Joseph, interview by author, tape
recording, Fredericksburg, TX, 8 January 2004.

% Barr. “Comparative Examination,” 365-66.

3 Joseph, interview by author, 2004.
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people in Fredericksburg. One woman notes that her husband’s family lost everything.
However, at the height of the Depression only about eleven percent of Gillespie County’s
residents were on relief rolls. Other areas of Texas had higher percentages of their
population on federal relief >

The isolation of the community also kept the residents of the community very
close. Audrey Joseph and Jean Beterman both said that everybody knew everybody else,
and most people were related somehow.”> Religion played an important role in the town,
which at the time was evenly split between Lutherans and Catholics. The one
organization where everyone was involved was church, be it Sunday School, youth
groups, or women’s organizations.¢ Fredericksburg’s churches also reflected the
continuing connection to the German culture and heritage, especially the language.

In 1933 German was, if not the only language in Fredericksburg, one of two.
Church services, at least in the Lutheran church, were still conducted in German. Special
ceremonies could be done in either language, depending on what the people involved
requested.”” Audrey Joseph said it was about this time she thinks the church started

having one English service a month.?® It was common to hear German spoken around
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town, and at home children learned and spoke German.” Even when holding a
community meeting about incorporation, one address was given in English, and a second
in German. When the Lions Club felt they were talking too much about the Depression
during their meetings, they decided to start speaking in German, because the word
“depression” in German was cumbersome to say due to its length so they would not talk
about it as much. The club accompanied the German language with a German menu and
German music.*® The German language was still an accepted part of their community
and culture, and far from being taboo, was the children’s first language and used in
various societal functions with ease. Although the German language was viewed with
some suspicion outside their community, in Fredericksburg it was simply the language of
their parents, a part of their culture, and not representative of a dictator in Europe.
Although German was the language most often used at home, English was the
language spoken at school.?! Paula Hein remembers learning English when she went to
school, and it being difficult for her at first. She says she once tried to ask the teacher a
question in German and was stopped and told that she was to speak only English at
school.*> Audrey Joseph does not remember not knowing English but assumes she also
learned it when she started school and said her teacher spoke both languages and so was

able to smooth the transition for her students. Joseph also tells a story of a young man
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