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When ang why did Weima" gie?

\World depression and the rise of Nazis

. The Nazi mass movement

B Who voted for the Nazis and why?

beca iti
ecause of the number of political parties in Weimar Germany and the

of the proporti — 5
proportional representation system. Considering this, Nazi ele
'’

achiev: ! N
other::;ems by July 1932 were very impressive. Only one other P2
., : y
e 19511;)1; had polled‘more: the SPD in the revolutionary atmo ph
) see page 17). Nazism had become a mass movement "

millions identified a
sidentified and, as such, it laid the foundations for Hitler’s

power in January 1933
anuary 1933, Who were .
to the Nazi cause? vere these Nazi voters and why were

o results of the elections in 1928-32 show the

Jitical part'ies ('see pages 122 and 130), althoug;hanging balance of the

L AT limited in ufhat they show us about the n::lly these figures on their
ora i and table in Figure 5.2 reveal a number of si r: of Nazi support. The
Kin dof peop%e who actually voted for the Nazis. Finl u:a-nt Points about the
that the Nazis made_ extensive gains from those par:‘ thls., it seems fairly clear
andlor @ Prote:stant identity. By contrast, it is appare;:i}:v ith a middle-class
the Communist Pa.rty and, to a large extent, the Social at the Catholic parties,
thstan 4 the Nazi electoral gains. al Democrats were able to
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Nazi Party
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The point i i

m; p(l)tm.t is often made that Hitler and the Nazis never gained an Ove
ority ichs Jecti y
jority in Reichstag elections. However, such an occurrence was very

0
May Sept. July Nov.
%azy September  July November
) 8 1930 1932 1932
N
Prazt\ Party 2.6 18.3 37.3 3341
stestant middle-class parties  41.8 293 14 146
” IDNYP, DDP, DVP and others) -
Ls‘ttholfc panigs (ZP and BVP) 15.2 148 15.7 150
f--wing parties (SPD and KPD) 404 37.6 35.9 37.3

Fi
igure 5.2 Percentage of vote gained by each major political grouping in the four

Reichstag elections 1928-32.
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ig-Holstein, the Na
Schleswig-Hol et facto

the significance of two impo! : A
tholic areas (see Figure 5.3) the Nazi breakthroyg

s the more Protestant regions were more likely
fared less well in the large industrial cities, by
| communities and in residential subuy,

In the predominantly Ca
was less marked, wherea
Nazi. Likewise, the Nazis
greater support in the more rura .
The Nazi vote was at its lowest in the Catholic cities of the Wes.t, such as

highest in the Protestant countryside of the N

and Diisseldorf. It was at its ' -
and north-east, such as Schleswig-Holstein and Pomerania. Therefore, Bay

a strongly Catholic region and the birthplace of Naz‘ism, had one of the
Nazi votes. Such a picture does not, of course, take into accouf\t the exce
created by local circumstances. For instance_, parts of the provm.ce of Si
although mainly Catholic and urbanised, still recorded a very high Na

This was probably the result
province, which had lost half its land to Poland.

of nationalist passions generated in a border

Catholic areas
Mixed areas

Figure 5.3 Electoral split by religion.

Class

Nazi voters also reflected the rural/urban division in terms of their
groupings. It therefore seems that the Nazis tended to win a higher p
* of support from: ‘

_ @ the peasants and farmers .

@ the Mittelstand (the lower-middle classes, such as artisans, craftsme
shopkeepers)
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: Lring in mind two other points. First, although the Ver, it is worth,
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i Darty in smaller proportions, it was still the largWOIking dlass did join the
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Self-  Government Peasants  Others
employed officials/
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-1 1
Working White-collar
class workers

Middle class
Figure 5.4 Nazi Party members in 1932.

Table 5.7 German society as a whole in 1933 (percentage)

Middle class

Government
officials/
employees

White-collar
workers

124 9.6 48

Self-

employed Peasants  Others

207 6.2

The appeal of Nazism

Itis clear that more of the Protestants and the middle classes voted for Nazism in
Proportion to their percentage in German society. The real question is: why were
Catholics or socialists not so readily drawn to voting for the Nazis?
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Associationism Having a
trong identity or affiliation
vith a particular group.

o First, both Catholicism and socialism repfescnted w.ell-Tlstablished ideo]o,
in their own right and both opposed Nazism onan inte ectua} level,
Secondly, the organisational strengt}} gf each movement provided an | %
counter to Nazi propaganda. For socialism, there was the trade uniop :
structure: for Catholicism, there was the Church hierarchy, extending ;?_im
down to the local parish priest. . 8
Thirdly, both movements had suffered under the Imperial Gerfnan '
regime. As so often happens, persecution strengthened commitment, It
was, therefore, much harder for the Nazis to break' down the establishe

loyalties of working-class and Catholic communities, and their traditiong]

associationism, or identity, remained strong. In contrast, the Protesta;
the farmers and the middle classes had no such loyalties. They were the -

likely to accept the Nazi message.

more

The ‘politics of anxiety’
What was common among many Nazi voters was their lack of faith in, and
They believed that their traditio

lack of identity with, the Weimar system.

role and status in society was under threat. For many of the middle classes (
Figure 5.4) the crisis of 1929-33 was merely the climax of a series of disaste
since 1918. Hitler was able to exploit what is termed ‘the politics of anxiety’,

expressed by the historian T. Childers in his book The Nazi Voter (1983):

[By 1930] the NSDAP had become a unique phenomenon in German electoral
politics, a catch-all party of protest, whose constituents, while drawn primarily
the middle class electorate were united above all by a profound contempt for the
existing political and economic systen. 3

1
9

In this way Hitler seemed able to offer to many Germans an escape from
overwhelming crisis and a return to former days.

people
i ifiable group of Nazj

clearly identl p of Nazi supporte

<sion hit at the moment when young , dultssv:::\he
1 came Of 28 and, however good their qualifications v\:h
b ceof finding work. In a study of Nazi Party membersh.e
chan g ined before 1933 had been born between 19041

¢ .

f)Sagc roup representing only 25.3 per cent of the totg] popyy

this 227 ¢ he young adults aged 20-30 who became e Pulation. Equally

strikin® joined the Nazi ; mbers of polit;
Chal or cent joined the azis. Thus, it political
artics: 61 was the young whe filled the ranks

_ often unemployed, disillusioned wi it g
bt Cfi ‘:\th :fumre. Thessenr Nazimass mo\‘::;:?;:’:: politics and withoyt
2?E;Pcctability~ Equally, the SA éCtiVities gave them somet;?nggelt: ‘:it:;‘l’l“;ce
ere pre ared 'to vote for the N‘ams, but the.younger members of society wegres
actuﬂ“." more likely to become involved by joining the party. e
ism: the people’s party
The previous anal).lsis should not obscure the fact that the Nazis still boasted a
proader cross-section of sl'Jpporters than any other political party. Unlike most of
the other parties, the Nazis were not limited by regional, religious or class ties.
S0, by 1932t is fair to say that the NSDAP had become Germany's first genuine
Volkspartei or broad-based people’s party. This point was made in a recent study
of voting habits that suggests the Nazis became a mass party only by making
inroads into the working-class vote. Hitler, therefore, succeeded in appealing to
all sections of German society; it is simply that those from Protestant, rural and
dle-class backgrounds supported the party in much greater numbers.
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and 1913, despite
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summary diagram: The Nazi mass movement
R 2

Resistance to N
o Catholicism
o Socialism

The observations of individuals reinforce this explanation. For example, ina
letter in Source D a school headmaster gives an account of his thoughts at the

Denomination
(religion)
* Protestants

time.
SOURCE D
5 From a letter by the headmaster of a school written after the war in 1967, : Geography Yo
\ccording to Source D, N . s b Who voted The appeal « Unemploye:
P quoted in John Laver, Nazi Germany 1933-45, Hodder & Stoughton, 1991 k E:s“th 7 for Nazis? of Nazism « Disillusionex
1otives'for supporting I observed many things in Berlin which could not be noticed —or only tod = L—_
e Nazis? degree — in small towns. I saw the Communist danger, the Communist terron e
. . . " ¥ . ¥ 5 IC
their gangs breaking up bourgeois meetings, the bourgeois parties being utten Class .Th r\:iggl;-clat
helpless, the Nazis being the only party that broke terror by anti terror. I saw % ffszlas"gyd
the complete failure of the bourgeois parties to deal with the economic crisis . \\;'twi(e-cé:]ar workers
Only National Socialism offered any hope. Anti-Semitism had another as ect L

in.BerIin: Nazis mostly did not hate Jews individually, many had Jewish
friends, but they were concerned about the Jewish problem ... Nobody kné J
any way to deal with it, but they hoped the Nazis would know.

Nazism: a people’s party
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