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Eiren at such a relative side-show as the Commu- 
nist-sponsored youth fest i \d  in Helsinki last July, 
tlie Americm delegntion \v;is able to note that hvo 
countries were the chosen targets of all propaganda: 
die United States a n d  \Irest Gemiany. Tlie very con- 
sistency and crudity of the Soviet design is impres- 
sive: the old adage of divide et iriipera is practised 
with every available means, a t  times through brutal 
attack, a t  other times through the basest flattery. 
The goal a t  all times is to isolate the United States 
f rom Europe and isolate Germany within Europe. 
I t  \vi11 be remembered that about a year ago the 
Kremlin demanded no less than the extradition of 
General A. Heusinger (high o5cer  in NATO) as 
a war-criminal, but ;1 few months later it addressed 
a note to Bonn suggesting economic and political 
cooperation since “only two great powers remain 
on the European continent, the Soviet Union and 
\Vest Germany.” Le Aioridc remarked a t  the time 
that the Kremlin aims its propaganda not so much 
at the present government in Bonn as at  its siicces- 
sor, which will consist of men much younger than 
Adenauer and thus less tied to tlie Atlantic alliance. 

Outside of the United States, II‘est Germany is 
then the real object of Soviet policy in the westem 
world. The reason is obvious: n mutilated Europe 
would have to go the way the Germans go; any 
loosening of western ties with Germany ivould lead 
to the quick neutralization of the European heart- 
land and of the ehposed wings: Italy and Scan&- 
navia. Of \Vestem Europe only fringes would re- 
main. The effects would be equally disastrous on 
the morale of the East-European satellites: the lat- 
ter may have no particular sympathy for Germany 
after the Nazi occupation, but  their civilization and 
world outlook is indelibly impregnated by more 
than one tliousand years’ German cultural suprem- 
acy and German protection against the Slavic ocean; 
Germany, more even than France or England, has 
been their window toward the West. And just as 
importantly today, it is the testing ground of So- 
viet versus . h e n c a n  strength. 

The ercposed position of Germany makes a visit to 
that country and conversations with its leaders very 
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instnicti\.e. This is still the generation which kiiew 
the Hitler era; fought the wars in Africa and Russiil, 
I i twl through the totill collapse and became, for 
some jrenrs, an  outcast of international life. These 
Licissihides \\.auld shake the consciousness of the 
steeliest character, but, iIs intelligent Germans per- 
ceive it so lvell, the German temperament is bnsic- 
ally moody and sentimental; it kno\\?s esnltation or 
is abjectly do\Fcast ,  it jubilates in victory and is 
struck down b)d_defeat. The result, in totlny’s con- 
test, is confusion;’ cautious contentnient that things 
are \\.orking out, that the economy is prosperous, 
that Gemiany as become once more a “\vestern” 
country. \\‘ill I e believed if I say that tlie German 
officer is prou ! to se$ve under the common coni- 
mand of NATO,” *&ation so new for him that he 
looks upon it like a parvcnu on a status s\mbol? 
And the same thins is true of the politicians, from 
Adcnauer down. .4fter all, the hcurt of the regime 
is the Rliineland \vi& the gently \vindinS river from 
Mniiiz to Cologne, one of tlie Iiigh~vays of Eiiropeiin 
ci\-iliziition. 
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Life in Germany today is comfortable and bour- 
geois. This is far from the epicureanism of the French 
ilnd e\’en, in spite of some similarities, from the sub- 
urbnii esistence in America. In spite of the abun- 
dniice, snliiries are not high, and the averago house- 
uife in  a butchershop or at  the grocer’s still bu!.s 
only ;I few decigrams of tliis, a few pieces of that, 
althougli the spreading supermarkets make inroads 
into tliis habit. Leisure seems to exist only for the 
young; people \\*it11 n settled life think mostly of 
further educating themselves in view of job promo- 
tion. Hard Lvork and thoroughness are still the dom- 
inant characteristics. Therefore even big cities like 
Frankfurt, Cologne, Dusseldorf (not mentioning 
hlunich),  \vliile pretending to metropolitan status, 
in realit). are swollen towns. 

Behind bourgeois comfort there is, however, a 
malaise difficult to define. Germans are reticent and 
do not eqxess  themselves with the friendliness of 
Americans or the volubility of the French. But the 
West-German intelligentsia is \ivacious and often 
steel-sharp, cosmopotitan in outlook and realistic in 
political matter. The  present cautious mood of their 
compatriots has become, in their case, a sense of 
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diplomacy and a sense of measure: those involved 
in political life are today the best “Europeans,” less 
limited in outlook by national realities and chau- 
\inism than the French or the Italians. 

Altliough Germany is still a big country and one 
of the most powerful on the continent, it has n o -  
great-power consciousness. Its present political men- 
talih is closer to that of tlie Benelux countries, for 
csnmple, than to that of France, as if the Germans 
lincirr deep down that their emergence from the Nazi 
liccatonib is a miracle and their political survival a 
fraSile thing. Consequently their leaders havc de- 
vcloped ;i sistli sense for watching the mood and 
tlie rextions of the world outside. 

They f ind  themselves in a many-cornered situa- 
tion. The ties with France, more than anything else, 
gu;irnntec their niembership in Europe. It is general- 
Iv forgotten that Germany’s wciglit in Europe is po- 
larized in  the Eastern parts, from the Baltic to the 
Bhck  Scn, a culturally and politically German-in- 
flucnced territory n.liicli includes even ll’hite Rus: 
sia, and of course Poland, Hungary nncl the Balkans. 
This inllucnce stops in the \\:est at tlie Rhine and 
tlie .lips. Consequently, in Sovietized Europe Ger- 
ni;in!r is somewlint isolated and its own mutilation 
liurts i t  even more. As long as the present situation 
lasts, Gcmiany will remain ;I raw flesh which may 
stiirt blccding at any time. 

Cooperation with France is then ;I way for Ger- 
ninny to “belong.” Yet the French are not easy to 
live iv i t l i ,  and under de Gaulle things are even more 
dilficult. The best Frencli moralists have always 
Lnmvn tliat thcir nation’s dominant trait is vanity, 
nnd one n.ondcrs if tlie Germans \dill prove suffi- 
ciently patient and subtle to play on this. To be 
sure, tlie street crowds hailed de Gaulle at his re- 
cent irisit, and were grateful that he called them “a 
great nation”; but the leaders in Bonn are more 
prudent: they do not want to jeopardize their pres- 
ent good relationship with the Anglo-Americans. 

Tliese leaders know well that the American al- 
liance is the best thing that could happen to Ger- 
many since 1945. They also h o w ,  as someone put 
i t  to me, that if they step on Britain’s toes the 
Unitcd States will yell; besides, Anglo-American 
business interests are too thoroughly engaged in 
German economic life to permit a policy hostile to 
them. 

All this would enable Germany to play the ar- 
biter’s role between the French and the Anglo- 
Sasons if the French were not so vain and inde- 
pendent (particularly with de Gaulle) and if the 
Americans and the British were not so incalculable 
and basically aloof from the continent. Adenauer, it 
is true, has great prestige and a relatively easy job: 
his past and present are known, and he does not 
hide his convictions. In the early 1920’s he was 
among the advocates of an autonomous Rhineland 

with pro-French orientation; after 19.15 he wanted 
more than anything else a rapprochement with 
France and strong political and military ties with 
the United States; and he is uncompromisingly anti. 
Communist, not because of a general and vague 
posture but from deep religious conviction. 
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But the question is: who will succeed him? Will 
i t  be someone of the Erhardt line, reinforced by the 
Liberals of Erich hlende? This would mean the 
businessmen, a kind of Eisenhower republicanism, 
with strong British preferences, and, like the Brit- 
ish, intent on developing economic ties with the 
Communist \iorld, not over-enthusiastic about the 
Common hiarket. Or will it be the Strauss-line 
(Sbauss himself is. too “controversial”), anti-Com- 
munist, pro-European, willing to compromise on 
concrete issues but not on principles, not on a strong 
European defense. 

The most likely solution is a coalition of these two 
lines \vi& Strauss in a decision-making position. Last 
summer’s small crisis is indicative of the defense 
minister’s strength. Tlie question was: would he re- 
main in his present post or would he take over the 
premiership of Bavaria? It should be understood 
that the Bavarian premier is nest in line after the 
chancellor Iuniself; Bavaria is the strongest Land in 
the Federal Republic; Strauss’ party (the Bavarian 
\i.ing of the CDU) controls Bavaria. Thus whether 
in Bonn or in Munich, Strauss is in a good position 
to bid for power and his backing comes from the 
best elements Germany has. ( A  few months ago 
he impressed a rather hostile audience of students 
wlio were booing him while one of them launched 
a Greek quotation intended as a caricature. Unper- 
turbed, Strauss continued the quotation in fluent 
Greek. Tlie students cheered.) 

The choice among various candidates to Adenauer‘s 
mantle is not merely an issue of domestic policy. 
Foreign political considerations are obviously in the 
forefront, in the cold-war sense of the term since 
the cold war is a daily reality on German soil. This 
is obvious in Bonn and Cologne, the political cen- 
ters of the country (Bonn is so small that most em- 
bassies are installed in Cologne, a half hour’s dis- 
tance), as well as in conversations with most Ger- 
mans. To say that East Germany is the Bonn regime’s 
”Algeria” is not eve,n an adequate expression of re- 
ality. It is easy to suggest in Westem European and 
American newspaper editorials that for all intents 
and purposes Bonn has given up the idea of re- 
unification but that it is embarrassed to say so-but 
it is also inaccurate. 

BOM, no matter what regime will be in power, 
can no more abandon East Germany that Lincoln 
was willing to accept Southern secession. East Ger- 
many is not on another continent as Algeria is, and 
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the Germans are not a divided nation as are the 
French for whom every issue is a pretext to re-enact 
the Revolution of 1789. Christian Socialists, Social 
Democrats and Liberals agree that Germany is in- 
divisible ( the institute of Unteilbares Deutschland 
is an active center of information and propaganda); 
the politician who would say otherwise might as 
well retire from public life. 
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But the hard core of the entire situation is West 
Berlin which, even with the Wall, remains the syni- 
bo1 of liberation and well-being for the East Ger- 
man population. I spent some time in Berlin last 
summer and came away with th i s  conviction: i f  the 
Western allies give up .that city, even with a face- 
saving device to sweeten the pill, they may not make 

‘a stand again before the Atlantic ocean, I t  is hard 
to convey the impressions which made me reach this, 
conclusion; hard because no newspaper or magazine 
article (our usual sources of information) has the 
existential quality of a city, of a people’s mood and 
way of life, and, in the specific case of Berlin, no- 
body can imagine from a distance d e  real impact 
of the Wall. 

Yet, let us make an effort and visualize a Broad- 
way on one side of which all life has stopped, with 
windows, shops and entrances walled up, with 
graves, crosses and shrines on the sidewalk in mem- 
ory of those who bad leapt to their death. Let us 
now also imagine the effect this has on the free 
side of the street, on the shops which have lost their 
clientele, on the children who play in the shadow 
of machine guns, on the tourists who stare gasping 
at this new version of the concentration camp. 

And this is only one sector of the huge town; one 
may follow the Wall in its contortions and cover 
miles upon miles of it as it cuts into the flesh of 
the city, catching occasional glimpses of life beyond, 
or rather of the dead, grey immobility of a ghost 
town patrolled like a devastated battlefield. 

Behind the visitor, West Berlin lives the existence 
of a western big ciy, prosperous, active, noisy, or 
suburban and quiet. One look at the contrast and 
the visitor reaIizes that Ulbricht had to build the 
Wall or else give up his satrapy. Even in the face 
of the present mortal danger, about 6fteen people 
escape daily under or above the Wall, draining an 
already disastrously run economy of its most active 
elements. Nor is the Wall a solution for the Pankow 
regime: the accumulated despair of the population 
has created a revolutionary situation in which peo- 
ple no longer care what they say or do. The re- 
pression is, of course, the more brutal for it. Only 
our leftists and appeasers can preach accommoda- 
tion under these circumstances: the East Germans, 
whether the worker Peter Fechter, the lieutenant- 

colonel Martin Loffler, or the Marxist philosopher 
Emst Bloch prefer freedom. 

What do the West Berliners think of their pres- 
ent and future and of their place in Germany? I 
had a long conversation with Dr. Eckart, West Ger- 
man high commissioner in Berlin, who says in es- 
sence that the status quo is guaranteed since the 
United States cannot d o r d  to withdraw from the 
city, and the Soviet Union will not risk a war over 
it. On the other hand, the average Berliner, like 
most people in border areas, prefers not to think 
of what might happen, and tries to enjoy life as 
long as he can. Also, the impression created in 1948 
by the airlift still lasts and nobody can visualize an 
American retreat. 

Or, rather, nobody could until August 13, 1961. 
At that time the population e-xpected, if not US. 
military action, at least serious diplomatic efforts to 
strengthen the city’s position. Today they know that 
there is little hope, since the West yields every- 
where from New Guinea and Laos to Algetia and 
Cuba. People who have seen in their lifetime wars, ’ 
revolutions, occupations, retreats and collapses, can- 
not be fooled: if Washington allows Communism to 
establish a stronghold in the Caribbean, it cannot 
be expected to protect a far more exposed Berlin. 
I repeat: nobody imagines how the retreat will take 
place, but almost everybody agrees that it is a mat- 
ter of time only. They have not forgotten Prague 
and particularly Budapest. 
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Berlin can be written off only by abstract theor- 
izers and ideologues who consider our Werences 
with the Soviet Union negligible, and a so-called 
neutralization under United Nations auspices a step 
towards the brave new world. The various recom- 
mendations by Senator Mike Mansfield or Professor 
Fred Neal that Berlin could become a Bonn-Pankow 
condominium or some such, are only ways of cam- 
ouflaging the murder of the city. The same can be 
said of Dean Rusk’s suggestion that the Autobahn 
be neutralized with, at each end, a neutral beach- 
head carved out for control of traffic. Last spring 
by an adroitly timed leak, Bonn managed to thwart 
these subtle projects elaborated during endless meet- 
ings between Rusk and Gromyko; at the time of 
this writing, Adenauer still resists a new effort to 
neutralize the Autobahn under a commission which 
would include .representatives from Pankow. 

Such a “solution” would, of course, be the deci- 
sive step towards helping the Soviet Union”sign a 
peace treaty with the Ulbricht regime. If the West 
recognizes that regime as legal participant in the 
problems of Berlin, diplomatic respectability and 
recognition will logically follow. What will also fol- 
low is recognition in some form of joint East-West 
authority over Berlin, with only token forces gar- 
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risoned by the \Vestern powers. Once the presence 
of Ulbricht’s Vopos in West Belin is legalized, the 
c i h  is as good as given up  to the Communists. 

In a \\’ay, as I have indicated, ‘the Berliners are 
n\vilre of this probability; one sign is the steadily de- 
creasing value of real estate in a city where, under 
normal conditions, it ought to go up since land is 
scarce. The reason why some are still incredulous is 
t l i i i t  thev know that the loss of Berlin would spark 
tIie decisive Soviet offensive against \yestern EU- 

rope. Not because of the city’s value in itself; the 
loss of Berlin lvould mean to Soviet Germany that 
i t  c m i o t  count on western solidarity and defense, 
and any pro-\Yestern government in Bonn ~vould be 
s w q t  from po\ver. 

I wiis told by rcsponsible people in Germany that 
:it present the pro-Russian elements in political life 
and among the military are negligible, but that each 
snub, like President Kennedy’s interview with Ad- 
joubci List November, weakens the supporters of the 
..\tlnntic alliance and strengtliens those who preach 
r;ipprochement n i th  Russia. 

\\’e must remember, as I Lvrote a t  the beginning 
of this article, that Eastern Europe has always been 
a ratlier chaotic territory of c o d c t i n g  races, nation- 
alitics and religions. Tlie two organizing forces have 
I ~ c n  tlie Catliolic Churcli and Germanism: even 
Russia, since its emergence from Tartar rule and 
sincc Peter the Great had opened it to \vestern in- 
Iliicnce, has been organized and structuralized by 
tlie G c n ”  element among its middle classes, the 
niilitnr!., and senrants of tlie State. The merchant 
in Russia, as well BS in Poland, Hungary, the Baltic 
Lands, \\.:is not the Jew but the German; he was 
also tlie ciiil senant .  

This tradition gi\m the Germ;ins a feeling of con- 
lidcncc tliat in the long run they ivould again be 
able to become the dominant element in Eastern 
Europe, including Russia. Not even hlarsism could 
obstruct this trend: after all, the East German Com- 
munists say, Karl h i x s  \vas a German, the Russians 
mcrcly adopted him; at  international Communist 
mcetings the East Cernians often show more hiars- 
ist orthodoxy than the Kremlin’s delegates them- 
selves. 

It is, therefore, not unimaginable that western 

retreat from Berlin would actually bring about a rap- 
prochement between the two Germanies, and even- 
tually between Bonn and Moscow. The latter would 
give up gladly its friendship with Ulbricht for the 
much larger prize: N’est Germany. This is not for 
tomorrow; the Kremlin’s plans are characterized by 
long range designs and infinite patience. The  Laos 
“solution,” for example, had been initiated at  the 
Geneva conference in 1954, and Far Eastern ob- 
servers are of the opinion that the complete com- 
munization of the now “neutral” country will take 
at  least two more years. The same rhythm applies 
to the Geiman situation wliere the stakes are in- 
finitely higher. The Kremlin misses no opportunity 
to suggest to Bonn that the latter’s western part- 
ners esploit it, while IChrushchev speaks to Paris 
about tlie dangers of German militarism. The over- 
all aim is to isolate Germany from the IVest and 
persuade it that it will find better terms as a neu- 
tral nation with its gravitational center (Berlin) in 
the East. 

After all, the Russians, and the Communists in 
particular, have learned wliat the Germans cau do 
both in war and in peace: in 1915 the German 
amiies almost crushed the Bolshevik Revolution, 
and in 1941 the Bolshevik Empire; they would have 
succeeded ivithout involvement on two fronts. After 
1915, leaning on the strongest industrial system in 
Europe, they rebuilt a vigorous economy, now 
among tlie dominant forces in the world market. 
The Russians know: possession of Germany, one 
\\‘a\’ or another, means domination over the Eurasian 

Stalin broke do\vn the invisible \Val1 that had con- 
tained the Slavic ocean and launched his forces 
ilgainst \Vestern Christendom; there is no doubt 
tliat his successors-and Khrushchev’s successors too 
--\\pant to e.\-ploit the potentialities of Stalin’s con- 
quests. The old dictator remarked to Djilas that it 
\vas inevitable for him to create an East Germany 
and that he was not surprised a t  the American am- 
bitioii to set up a \.T.”st German regime. The  ques- 
tion is now, will West Germany remain, will we 
allow it to remain, in the Western world where com- 
bined American-German wisdom behveen 1945 and 
1948 has placed it. 
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