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Compare the decisions described in this reading with those detailed in earlier readings. 

What issues influenced each decision? What values and beliefs? The man quoted in this 

reading states, “I had to commit a positive evil there and then, in the hope of a possible 

good later on.” Do you agree? Is it possible to distinguish among evils? Who today face 

similar dilemmas? How are those dilemmas resolved?  

 

What is “silent dissenter”? “Internal exile?” How meaningful is either? 

 

 

READING 21 

 

Defining a Jew 
 

The Nazis passed forty-two anti-Jewish measures in 1933 and nineteen more in 1934. 

Each was designed to protect “Aryan blood” from contamination with “Jewish blood.” 

Then in 1935, Hitler announced three new laws at the party rally in Nuremberg. The first 

two stripped Jews of citizenship. The third law isolated them from other Germans. 

 

Realizing that the purity of the German blood is the 

prerequisite for the continued existence of the German 

people, and animated by the firm resolve to secure the 

German nation for all future times, the Reichstag has 

unanimously passed the following law… 

 

1. Marriages between Jews and citizens of German or 

kindred blood are hereby forbidden. Marriages 

performed despite this ban are void, even if, to 

contravene the law, they are performed abroad. Suits 

for annulment can be brought only by the district 

attorney.  

2. Extramarital intercourse between Jews and citizens of German or kindred blood is 

forbidden.  

3. Jews are not permitted to employ female citizens of German or kindred blood 

under 45 years of age as domestic help.  

 

The law raised a question that had not yet been resolved: Who is a Jew? On 

November 14, the Nazis answered that question by defining a Jew as a person with two 

Jewish parents or three Jewish grandparents. The children of intermarriage were 

considered Jewish if they practiced the Jewish religion or were married to a Jew. They 

were also Jews if one parent was a practicing Jew. A child of intermarriage who was not 

Jewish according to these criteria was considered a Jewish Mischling – a person of 

“mixed race.” By isolating Jews from other Germans and forbidding any mixing of races, 

the Nazis hoped that the problems of defining a Mischling would eventually disappear. 

The Nazis passed over four hundred additional laws between 1933 and 1945. Being a 

Jew was no longer a matter of self-definition or self-  

Being a Jew was no 
longer a matter of self-
definition or self-
identification. Now a 
person was considered 
a Jew because of what 
his or her grandparents 
had chosen to believe. 
Who you were no longer 
depended upon you. 
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identification. Now a person was considered a Jew because of what his or her 

grandparents had chosen to believe. Who you were no longer depended upon you. After 

noting that by 1935, “at least a quarter of the Jews who remained had been deprived of 

their professional livelihood by boycott, decree, or local pressure,” historian Martin 

Gilbert noted:  

 

More than ten thousand public health and social workers had been driven out of 

their posts, four thousand lawyers were without the right to practise, two thousand 

doctors had been expelled from hospitals and clinics, two thousand actors, singers and 

musicians had been driven from their orchestras, clubs and cafes. A further twelve 

hundred editors and journalists had been dismissed, as had eight hundred university 

professors and lecturers, and eight hundred elementary and secondary school 

teachers.  

The search for Jews, and for converted Jews, to be driven out of their jobs was 

continuous. On 5 September 1935 the SS newspaper published the names of eight 

half-Jews and converted Jews, all of the Evangelical-Lutheran faith, who had been 

“dismissed without notice” and deprived of any further opportunity “of acting as 

organists in Christian churches.” From these dismissals, the newspaper commented, 

“It can be seen that the Reich Chamber of Music is taking steps to protect the church 

from pernicious influence.”
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CONNECTIONS 

 

Most Christians in Germany supported the Nuremberg laws. Dietrich Goldschmidt, a Jew 

who converted to Christianity and later joined the Confessing Church, suggests why.  

 

The guilt of the Christians and church rests in the fact that the commandment to 

love your neighbor was interpreted or taken to mean one looked after the Christian 

brothers and sisters – those who had been baptized. That means that when Christians 

came into conflict with the state or with the police, the church or the parish took care 

of them as long as it had to do with the church... When a Christian attended to 

politics, that was no longer something with which the church concerned itself... In 

this sense, the responsibility for society, the responsibility for the Jews, Social 

Democrats, communists, gypsies, atheists, the responsibility for all these was not a 

responsibility of the church.
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Define neighbor. What responsibility do you have to your neighbors?  

 

Being a Jew was no longer a matter of self-definition or self-identification. What does it 

mean to lose the right to define yourself? How was the dilemma confronting Germans of 

Jewish descent in 1935 similar to that of the Bear in the bear that wasn’t (Chapter 1, 

Reading l)? How did it differ?  
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In the United States in the years after the Civil War, many states isolated or segregated 

African Americans from other Americans. Each tried to define a “Negro” or African 

American according to the “race” of his or her parents, grandparents, and great-

grandparents. Those laws were still in effect when Germany was struggling to define who 

was a Jew. And those laws remained on the books in some states until the 1980s, despite 

the efforts of African Americans to overturn them. Research segregation laws passed in 

the United States in the late 1800s and early 1900s. How was their definition of an 

African American similar to the Nazis’ definition of a Jew? What differences seem most 

striking? 

 

 

READING 22 

 

The People Respond 
 

Marta Appel, like many Germans of the Jewish faith, found that the Nuremberg Laws 

affected even old friendships. For years, she had been getting together once a month with 

women from her old high school. In 1935, she stopped attending, mainly because she did 

not want to embarrass her non-Jewish friends.  

 

One day on the street, I met one of my old teachers, and with tears in her eyes 

she… tried to convince me that [the women] were still my friends, and tried to take 

away my doubts. I decided to go to the next meeting. It was a hard decision and I had 

not slept the night before. I was afraid for my gentile friends. For nothing in the world 

did I wish to bring them trouble by my attendance, and I was also afraid for myself. I 

knew I would watch them, noticing the slightest expression of embarrassment in their 

eyes when I came. I knew they could not deceive me; I would be aware of every 

change in their voices. Would they be afraid to talk to me? 

It was not necessary for me to read their eyes or listen to the changes in their 

voices. The empty table in the little alcove that had always been reserved for us spoke 

the clearest language. It was even unnecessary for the waiter to come and say that a 

lady phoned that morning not to reserve the table thereafter. I could not blame them. 

Why should they risk losing a position only to prove to me that we still had friends in 

Germany?
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