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At the meeting of the C,C.I.A, Dxecutive
Committee at Rolle, Switzerland, 30 July - 1 August
1951, Dr. Gustav Helnemann, C.C.I.:. Commissioner
in Germany, presented an "Sxpose of the German Ques=
tion, Especially of the Question of the Rearmament
of “estern Germany,” wfter discussion the follow-
ing resolution was passed:

AGREED: 1, That Dr, Heinemann's statement
be distributed to Dr, Niebuhr, Dr,
Kigi and others who would be pres-
ent at the ", C.C. Central Committec
meeting, with a request for comment
as soon as possible.

2, That therecafter a selection of
such comments, together with Dr.

Heinemann's statement, should be

published for transmission to in-
terested persons and, if thought

desirable, to governments as the

pasis of discussion and informaw

tion.



(Tranclation)

E7POSE OF THE GERMAN QUESTION, ESPECIALLY OF THE QUESTION
OF THE REARMAMENT OF "~ESTERN GERMANY

Dr, Heinemann, August 1, 1251

1., The restoratien of a unified Germany and its Incorpora-
tion into the fellowship of free democracies is a problem
that is bound up with world problems in general, The Ger-
man question cannot be 1solated at the present time, But
it must not be Iost sight of among the world problems, It
retains its special aspects.

2. One conception of the solution of the German question
is as follows: +the political, economic and militery in-
corporation of Vestern Germany in the fellowship of Vest-

‘ern Burope and of the Atlantic nations, for the purpose of

making the West so strong that it can In any event resist
a Russian attack; perhaps also a solution of the German
question through negotiation,

3. There are a number of reasons against this conception,
of which I mention the following:

(a) The rcarmament of Viestern Germany would bring a
new factor into the international game, and it is by no
means certain that it would contribute towards the main-
tenance of peace, Russia has repeatedly declarcd that 1t
will regard the rearmeament of "festern Germany as the most
serious provocation, Will not the rearmament of ‘‘estern
Germany set rolling the avalanche, which we wish at all
costs to prevent?

(b) If Russia @allows the rearmament of estern Ger-
many to take place, the Viest will not be appreciably
strengthened thereby, I will not go into the question of
whether the German nation today is capable of taking ac~-
tion, or whether it is so disrupted behind its economic



achievements that it has ceased to be a factor in politics.
Nor will} I go in%o the question of whether it might come

to Germans shooting against Germans, In any casc Russia

is holding 22 million Eastern Germans hostage (including
nearly 20 million Protestants). In the final event, Russia
can only set Russians (or satellites of Russia) against
Americans, Frencl,, Dutch, etc., Against Western Germans 1t
can set Bastern (termans, cither as soldiers, or as forced
labourers in the armament factories, in order to set Rus-
sians free for the army, The rearmament of l/estern Germany
would give Russia carte blanche to do either of these
things. The balance of power between East and West ould
not be greatly changed,

(¢) The recrmament of Vestern Germany, whatever form
it may assume, would completely destroy what still remains
(thanks to the strength and decisiveness of the West) of
German unity, This unity has been greatly reduced, but it
has still not entirely disappeared, There are still a few
good=sized holes in the Iron Curtain on the frontier of
Eastern Germany, “hille Hungary, Czechoslovakia and other
European nations are completely cut off, this is far from
being the ce<e in Eastern Germany, If only to a very lim-
ited extent, travel between Eastern and Vestern Germany is
still possible, The churches can still do a certain amount
of relief worlk in Tastern Germany, Vest-Berlin is still
an island of frcedom in the red ocean and the recent Kirch-
entag in Berlin clearly shows the significance of all this,

Com
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neutral; I only mean that Germany should be excluded
frgm tié clgshybetween the Eastern and '‘estern poweri,
because neither side can essentially improve its posl-
tion by drawing the two halves of Germany intghghe for
struggle. And it would mean the end of every ng
Germany,

i German
Finally, as I said at the beginning, the
question can ve’ solved only within the larger framework
of the East-i’est problem, and of world politics.
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(translation) CONFIDENTIAL
COMMCNTS ON DR. HEINEIMANN'S “EX’CSE OF THE GERMAN QUESTION,

LorTDCIALLY OF THZ QUESTION OF THE REARMAGENT OF WiSTCRN GLEMANY ¢
BY DR. K. F. 0. DIBELIUS

1. The cuestion of German re-armament is not & cuestion of
Christian faith, but of political exrediencyv. For spiritual
reasons the LEvangelical Church in Germany has desired till now
to avoid re-militarisation or to postpone it as long as nossible

2. Germany is completely in the hands of the occupying powers,
both of whom desire from her a clear decision in favour of their
policy. A volicy of neutrality on the part of Germany herself
hes become impossible.

3. After numerous declarations by its rulers there can be no
doubt of Russia's general desire for aggression. The danger ofan
attack on Germany has become of immediate importance as a result
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b Russia's srecific aim is the Ruhr. America is determined

not to let the Ruhr fall into Russian hands undamaged.

united Communist Germany is only possible with the Ruhr out of

action, that is, with 20 million fewer Germans than live there

now. In practice that means the degrading of Germany into a

gussian colony by the uprooting of half the ropulation of lVestern
ermany .

5. Therefore the Ruhr must be defended. To leave this defence
wholly to the foreign powers of the West would make Western
Germany an American colony. Germany must therefore make a
substantial contribution.

6. The re-introduction of general conscription might cause Russia
to take counter-neasures in the Eastern Zone and would destroy the
remains of German unity. German interest demands that care

should be exercised, that is, that the West does nothing other

than that vhich the East has already done - in connection with
which the numbers (Zahlen) have to make allovance for the fact

that Viestern Germany has more than double the nopulation of

Eastern Yermany.

7. And so I come to the same practical deductions as those
which Dr. Niebuhr made at the end of his 1emorandun.*

8. The task of the Church is to hinder nilitary units from
creating 2 new militaristic spirit in Germany. That is no
impossitle task.

G. The decision in favour of the West is the decision of 907
of the German people in the Vest and in the East, Since
Communism has been estatlished wholly on a materialistic
philosophy the Church must give its consent to this decision.

In September 1948 Dr. fischer, who took over the supreme
control of the '"Volkspolizei' declared:- ‘The Eastern Zone
Police will be equipred with good weapons, as it was customary
in the former German armed forces (also called Police!) The
police forces will have at their disnosal tanks, together with
light and heavy artillery.® Cf. W, Bedell Smith, "My Three
Years in Moscow™, German edition, Hamburg 1950 p.361,

COIL ENTS ON DR. HEINEMANN'S "EXPOSE OF THE GERMAN «UESTION,
ESPECIALLY OF THE . UESTION OF THE REATIAMENT OF WESTERE GERMANY "
BY DR. KENNETH G. GRUBB

There is a distinction between the words 'rearmament'
and 'remilitarisation' which have both been-used in this discus-
sion. 'Rearmament'!, in the case of Germany, immediately conjures
up in the Yest a picture of vast Ruhr steel mills pulsing and
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"Remilitarisation' has a slightly different emphasis. It awakens
o picture of the battalions, and raises the gquestions of inte-
grated armies in the VWest which has been so widely debated in

Burope and the U.S.A. lately.

2. Western Germany must realise that the acute difficulty of
reaching a satisfactory position on the question is not hers
alone, although-it is peculiarly and tragically hers. All the
western nations, particularly France, Belgium, the Netherlands
and DBritain, are deeply concerned and to some extent divided on
the matter, On the one hand men feel that Vestern Germany ought
to make 2 contribution not only to her own defence, but that of
the Vest against Communism since it is largely through her folly
that Communism has advanced so far. On the other, thcy fear that
that very contribution means a dangerous rebirth of pride and
power,

3. But I think that in Britain it is realised, at least among

the churches, that Germany cannot be compelled to make any con-
tribution to 'remilitarisation' as a mart of ‘.estern rearmament,
since you cannot make men fight if they prefer to be enslaved or
die. That leads to the characteristically British conclusion

that the best thing ic to meet the public conscience by agrecments
making large demands on Germany, and the hard focts by doing little
or nothing about it. This is a policy which governments can only
pursue if no party to the issue challenges the tacit assumption
that the issue will not be challenged. Hence it is-important that
the churches should use such influence as they have, not to deter
discuscion, but to prevent it putting challenges which can only be
answered by drastic action,

L. On the general argument I am inclined to agree with Niebuhr,
more particularly as the passage of months is in any case beginning
to show, I think, that the Russians are not prepared to make 're-
armrment' the ground of a decisive show-down., Rut on one point I
strongly agree with Heinemann, although I am not surc whcther he
made it at the C.C.I.A, meeting or on some other occasion, namely
that Adenauer was not entitled to assent to the Allies' plan for
German remilitarisation without going to the country. On an issue
of this kind which may mean the division of the nation for 2n even
longer period than any sane man would hope, it is not sufficient
merely to say (as Adenauer has) that he will consult all parties
in the Bonn Parliament.

Lth august 1951

COLL ENTS ON DR. HEIUELANN'S “iXPOSE OF T!D Guillalh (UESTION

ESFECIALLY OF TEE QUESTION OF THE REARMA:INT OF WESTERN GERMANY



BY BISHCP HALFDAN H@GSBRO

~d 3 a. Yes.

ad 3 b. Not convincing, Western Germany has double the size

and
the industrial capacity as East Cermany hes,

ad 3 c. Is well answered by prof. Niecbuhr in 1 b,
ad 3

oY)
[o%

Yes, yes,

2d 3 e, This could be regulated in a peace treaty between the
allied powers and lest-Germany.

2d L and to the whole question the following rcmarks:

In trying to find some obvious faocts in this very compli-
cated situation, I should want to draw the attention to the follow-
ing points:

A, The situation in Germany is very little stabilizcd;
the development in the last years is deplorable. German national-
ism and nazism find a new day dawning upon them. Strong forccs,
in the first linc amongst the expellees, press for a revision of
the castern border, even at the cost of a war. Any strengthening
of Germany may be used for this purpose. And the leaders of thesc
circles have not learned anything; they will be inclined to act
against the slavic nations in thc old way.

It scems probable, that this development not only depends
upon the possibility of a German rearmament, but too on the wholc
ccononiic recovery of Germany, its gradual return to international
eccunlity and administrative independence. Traincd people, neccs-
sary for cxterior and interior state-administration and for locnl
administration can 2lmost only be drawn from such circles, who with
morc or less enthusiasm worked for the nazi-regime., This develop-
ment may thercfore be intensificd and becore more dangcrous by a

(%

Germon rearmament, but will not be stopped, even if Gernmany is not
rearmed,

B, Germany belongs, in spite of its unclear ond fluctuating
psychology, to the western hemisphere, Communism has only a chancc
in Germany through military force. Russia has this military force.
It is uncertain whether or at what moment Russia is ready to use
it., A number of cases since 1945 shows that Russia is ready to
use it anywherc the risk for itsclf is not too great, but that it

will not take the terrible risk and damage of a world-war at the
present monent,

This mcans that social prosperity, cconomic Justice and
democratic development alone will not be able to defend Germany,
it cannot be defended without (being) backed up by sufficicnt mili-
tary strength. Germany will in no case cver be strong cnough to
defend itsclf against an castern aggression without helv from
Amcrica. On the other side it scems certain that the military
strength of the Atlantic powers nay hold Russia back from trying
an  aggression in Europe, but if it tries, will Germany and perhaps
most of the European continent not be saved from an at any rate
tumporary occupation without the help of German soldiers.



(Hggsbro)
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C. Hardly anything would make so important 2 contribu-
tion to an appeasement of the world as a psychologically and po-
litically healthy, economically sound and united Germany.

It had to have a police-force, strong enough to defend
the country against inner revolutionary forces.

It ho8 to be neutral and without any military force,
these two being inseparable, as a considerable military force
only could be built up and kept up, when it was backed up by
cither eastern or western industrial and military capacity.

But the condition for the effectiveness of such a neu-
trality, its possibility for acting as an intermediary element,
would depend upon the military strength of the Atlantic powers
being coual to that of the East.

This is the opinion of Heinemann and Niem&ller, ~nd there
is much strength and wisdom in it. The grecat questions are:

1. How will it be possible to bring this about? How -
can the allied and the Russian powers be brought to retire from
Germany and a united Germany be guaranteed against any revolution-
ary plots from communistic or nationalistic side? This is not
only a ouestion of police and army and foreign guarantees, but
too: will the sound political forces of the country be strong
enough against the radical forces from both sides?

2. Will Germany be able to resist the temptation by
having its place in tlie center of playing both sides and continue
the unrest in order to profit by it itself,

The fate of the Weimar-republic makes the answer to both
these questions very uncertain,

D, The one way to follow is earnestly to try to carry
this solution of the German question and the world's question
through., And it must be admitted that it has till now not yet
been thoroughly tried., Should it be found impossible or on ac-
count -of the too fluctuating character of German politics too
risky, then a full German incorporation in the west will have to be
contemplated with equal duties and rights, inclosed (including?)

a German rearmament,

-

It must be admitted, that a German rearmament will inten-
sify the tension between East and West and may cause the Russians
to march, If Russia does not react in this way, then through a
German rearmament it may be made still more reluctant and more
inclined to get an appeasement of the situation.

Much can be said in favour of Niebuhr's suggestion of a
modest German rcecarmament, in the first line the building up of a
strong police-force.

But only under very strict control will voluntary forces
not so easily be misuseed for nationalistic and revisionistic pur-
poses as conscript forces,

K. The answer tn the anestion whether ta woark for a
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neutral, united Germany or a western rearmed Germany necds the

best political and military information, and has to be decided

on political reasons, controlled by moral convictions. It cannot

(Hpgsbro)
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e the duty of the WCC to make any pronouncement on this Egiiglon’
os proposed by some cf the eastern churches. But the ques
ourht to be followed closely.

Lspecially attention ought to be drawn to these points:

1. The development of German nationalism; how f“g ;iwlt
n symptom of sound nationol and psycholgglcal recovery, antiﬁﬁtion°
for does it express a new national egotism and self-overestim :

2. Thot not all interest is allowed to ?e concgntrated
on the endeavours to strengthen the military and lndustr}alt§1;_
nacity of the west, justified ond necessary 28 they are)in : i.
selves, but that beside this any chance for promoting peacelu
economic and cultural relations is used. And

3. That the churches themselves do their best to styength—
en their ties of mutual understanding and cooper~ation and_admlt .
openly their sins and shortcomings and those of their natinns rmMr
so contribute their share to bridge the gulf between east and west
ard increase the possibilities for trust and peace.




COLIERTS ON Dit. HEUNCOARNN'S DAPCOE OF THE CERiAN LUBOTION,
LSonGILLLY OF THE  UNSTION OF THiS ROARMAILNT OF VESTERN GERMANY:
BY D. HadtTIN NIEMOLLER

In general airreenent vith Dr. leinemann's viecws, I vich to
underline and to odd the following argunents and idens:

1. The rearmament of Western Germany will not add to the
strength of the Wostern nowers. There 18 no doubt that Huscia
can and will take the corresponding steng by conscription of
the male population to forced lahor.

2. The Vest=Gernan rearmament will comnlete the absolute
division of the n tion and the total isolation of its Dastorn
half, censisting of about 20 million Protestsnts, i.e. the half

of the Lvanmelical Church constituency. Diffiicultics for getting
passports will vithout the slichtest doubt become unsurmounta’le
immediatelv,

\
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3. The consequence will be that the integration of the
German population into the ilussian orbit and world will be

hastened whereas the 1 st means of counteracting it will be lost,

L. The last hope of a pcaceful solution and rcvnion will dis-
annear and contribute to des»nair and hopelesmecs in the Nagterr
parts, which will have to bear most of the addivional bLurdens,

5. In the cese of ctual war, the Vest-German troops will prove
unrelia™le as soon as they will have <o ficht apainct an ernony
who bas control of their homes and fanilics.- The wsaste.on
“People's Police® (there is no »rodf for an "armnored rolice’
existing in the Russian Zone!) may easily side with the Vest-
German troors arainst both rower-blocs forr the unity of the
nation.

6. dearmament in Western Germany will mean the official ¢nd of
the Potadam doclaration and leave the German meonle as a whole
without anv acknowled cd international legal status, since neither
the Western nor the Eastern Covernment in both Gernmanys Fave beon
acimowledged Internctionally. r. ll.'s aonrehencicn as to the
legal statue of “German "Soldiers® is only too justificd.




7. All advantages and »rivileges resnlting from s lest German
contribution to the defease of the West will have to be paid by
the East-Cerman peonle, Thic neans a highly imroral insirua-
tien and will 'reak the last Christian solidarity between two
sroung of pecor.c vhe share in their common resronsibility and
nlight.

8. Resrmatent in %egtern Germany means the end of Democrscy in (or-
mony in genoral, lore thon 807 of the Vesio-Ceormm ropulation are
opposed to roar. rent, but are forhidden to say co publicly

and are excluded from any rossibility of rublic propaganda
for their conviction. The result cannot be but cynicism ana
nihilisn.

9. Therce are all rcasons against rearmamenc and none for 1t,
for the present time and situation it ousht to be left with a
police forcc on bath sides of the cemarcaticn-line, which choht
to be prevenced from developing into military forcos,

(I'iem&ller)

10. The main task for the moment is to pravent the outtreak of
war and thereby to gain timc for negotiations with the aim of
finding a way to peace; the German people will have to pay their
further contribution to this end by patiently tolerating the
vresent state of division in the midst of the two great competing
powers without giving way to the temptation of option.

August 6, 1951,

)



COMMENTS ON DR, HEINEMANN'S MEXPOSE OF THE GERMAN (UESTION,
ESPECIALLY OF THE QUESTION OF THE REARMAMENT OF WESTLERN GERMANY™
BY DR. HEINHOLD NIEBUHR

‘1, All of the perils inherent in the remilitarization of

Germany, to which Dr, Heinemann calls attention, must be recog-
nized as real.

I would be inclined to agree most particularly with the
points: a) That it would be regarded as provocative by Russia and
thus heighten the east-west tension; b) that it would tend to
strengthen nationalistic and militaristic elements in a nation,
not yet established in the supremacy of civil over military pow-
er; ¢) that it would tend to deepen and make more irrevocable
the tragic division of a nation.

Some of the other perils which he enumerates may not fol-
low as inevitably from remilitarization as he supposes. a) It
does not seem to me to be certain that Russia could inevitably
match any new military strength in western Germany with new mili-
tary strength in the east. At any rate this fear must be subor-
dinated to the necessity of matching the military strength of
eastern Germany (armored police) with commensurate strength in
the west. b) The peril that German rearmament would close the
rifts in the iron curtain, which still give eastern Germany some
windawa tn the weat mnat he weirshed acainat the fartae that thaae
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rifts or windows exist primarily by the powér and the resolution
of the west, more particularly the maintenance of western power
in Berlin, c¢) The peril that soldiers of western Germany would
not have military status in the event of war and would therefore
be exposed to special hazards may be real; but since west-Germany
would have the status of nation it is not at all certain that
this would apply.

The difficulty with Dr, Heinemann's main alternative,
that of a united Germany, powerful enough to protect itself
against communig intrigue and aggression seems to me to hide the
real perplexities of the situation., For Germany is divided be-
tween two great communities of nations, which do not tmst each
other sufficiently to arrive at an agreenment in regard to Ger-
many. FThey can not even agrec on matters of much less moment.
The west can not agree to any form of unity in Germany which
would expose the nation to conquest by communism in either mili-
tary or conspirational terms., Russia would not now agree to any
unification which did not have such a prospect in it. We must
not rule out the ultimate possibility of Germany's reunification
without war; but that must wait upon a stabilization of the pres-
ent power situation and imperial weariness on the part of Russia.

Dr, Heinemann's hope for a united Germany in the present
situation grows inevitably out of some miscalculations of the
present tragic situation. These miscalculations are understand-
able and must be sympathetically appreciated because the tragedy
of a divided world rests with special force upon this divided
nation, The facts not given sufficient emphasis are: a) The
peace of the world is being maintained by preventing the exten-
sion of communist power, War would break out if Russia gained
control of the resources of any part of Europe, not now under
its control, b) In this process of co:mon defcnse Germany has
increasingly become a part of a vast community of nations and
will increasingly hold full rights and privileges in that com=-
munity. c¢) It will be difficult to disavow the responsibilitiecs
which attend these rights, including the responsibility of a
common defense,

(0‘v~°-)
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) (Niebuhr)

_ If these considerations are weighed against those which
Dr. Heinemann advances, we might arrive at a moderate solution
which might of fer a greater common ground between nations and
between parties in Germany than now exists: The solution in-
volves three propositions:

1. The rejection of the idea of a conscript army for

Germ%ny. Its perils, both internally and externally, are too
great,

2. The creation of a more adequate police force,as
strong as the east-German one and as fully armored,

. . . s

3. The consideration of a possible 323? step of a
vqlunteer army. This second step would depend upon interna-
tional and domestic developments in Germany.
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COIMENTS ON DR. PEINZEMANN'S “LXPOSE OF THE GERMAN QUESTION,
o1 ECIALLY OF THE OQUESTION OF THE REARMAMENT OF WESTERN GERLANY"
BY D¢, C. L. PATIJN

Dr. Heinemann is right in most of his analysis of the rerils
of German rearmament. Some »f his points deserve most serious
consideration (esvecially a, d and e the danger of an "avalanche ,

+ha Aancdan Af a mavriral Af Caoavman militanicem and +ha Tacal rnacit s aAn
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of German soldiers). I cannot, however, accent his point c,
which is far less evident than the other vnints and more open to
criticism.

In view of the perils inherent in the remilitarization of
liestern Germany Dr. !leinemann pronoses an “alternative’ along
the following lines:

a) To rreserve what is left of German unity in order
to keen open approaches to the East:

b) A united Government for the whole of Germany strong
enough to protect itself against internal attacks;

c¢) The protection of Germany against external attack to
be "considered as things develop™:

d) Germany to be excluded from the clash between East
and Vest.

T.ith regard to this clear statement the following
ouestions arise:

1) Is it really an "alternative? Is it a workable
idea and will it serve its p»urnoses?

2) Is this German pronosal acceptable to other countries?
Is the position of Germany's neighbours sufficiently
taken care of?

3) Does Dr. Heinemann's proposal contain better guarantees
for peace and security in the long run than the policy
which the Viestern nowers seek to establish in coopera-
tion with the Bonn Government?

I cannot believe that the nreservation of what is left of
German unity will keep open approaches to the East. It will
keep open (and this is in itself certainly important) contacts
between Germans in the Western and Eastern zones, but it will
not give any new opportunities in the relations between the big
powers. Approaches to the East do not depend upon contacts in
Germany. Nothing that happrens on a purely German level will
change the fundamental lack of agreement between East and Vest.
On the other hand a meeting of minds between East and West would
deeply affect Germany. The idea of a united Germany as a hridge
between East and West does therefore not carry enough weight to
outbalance the serious disadvantages of Dr. Heinemann's alter-
native. These disadvantages are the following:

1) 4 united Germany strong enough to be safe against
internal attacks is not to be expected. For reasons
which Dr. Heinemann himself has cloouently explained
at another occasion (the character of a federal gov-
ernment, the instability of the ponlitical coaliticn
supporting such a united government, the spiritual

(Patijn)
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situation, t'e lack of instruments of nower in the hands
of the Government, etc.) a united Germany is most pro-
bably for the time being bound to be a weak state.
Furthermore, the Soviets would never accept a really
strong Government, since it would be in their interest
to create only such a state as they could dominate or
get under control through internal strife, A "Sovieti-
zation" of Germany would, hovever, have serious reper-
cussions on the peace of the world. Civil war in
Germany, for instance, w-uld greatly increase the danger
of a new war (c.f. Korea).

Even if it were possible to create a strong and united
German state, it would still be ouestionahle whether

this would be at this moment in the interest of world

peace. The more so since Dr. Heinemann propnoses that

such a state would develon its external relations ‘as

things develon, according to the circumstances® and

should be excluded from the clash betveen East and

West. Dr., Heinemann stotes that he is not arguing in -
favour of making Germany neutral; his proposal never- ’
theless is so similar to neutrality, that I cannot see

much difference. My first remark is, that no country

and certainly not Germany can be excluded from the

clash between East and West, since we are living on a

planet which is split by this clash from the North Pole

to the South Pole. Furthermore such a position of “wait
and see® would be utterly inacceptable for Germany's
neighbours, since it would imrly that their security

would depend upon some future decisions which a German
Government might take. If a strong Germany would choose

to take the Soviet-side at some future dute, as Hitler

did in 1939, the world's balance of power would be

strongly affected and certainly the countries of the
Eurcpean Yontinent would be at the mercy of Germany

again. We must ask Dr. Heinemann very seriously whether

he feels that such a momentous decision could be left

in the hands of Germany alone. Does not Lurope have a
right, after all that harpened in the past 4O years, P,
to know what Germany will do to her and should not -
guarantees be given for mutual consultation and joint
decisions? The German position cannot be considered

"as things develop™; the European scene would be full of
insecurity and strong temptations. As long as the

German position is unclear world-neace will be in a

constant danger.

Therefore it seems that Dr. Heinenann's "alternative"
does not contain better guarantees for peace and se-
curity in the long run than the policy of the l.cstern
powers, On the contrary it scems to be either utopian,
or even less acceptable than the continuation of the
present policy of the West. It seems to me that to
build up a position of strength in the West, provided
that it be done with firmness and very carefully, will
open better opportunities for some future settlement
than the insecurity which would follow a German unifi-
cation in the terms of Dr. Heinemann. I feel that his
alternative which can bz understood in the German do-
mestic situation, would be inadecuate on the inter-
national level. It does not case the tensions between
East and VWest, on the contrary might create new diffi-
culties. It does not give any guarantece to Germany's
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ncighbours, on the contrary mekes them fully dependent

on Germany., It kills the idea of European integration,
which is the only new and creative phenomenon in post

war Europe. It does not even make an attempt to handle

a European problem on a European level but is clearly
prompted by the obscssion of the divided Germany and the
terrible consequences for the population especially in

the Eastern zone. I will not underrate the seriousness

of this problem and we should have the fullest understand-
ing for Dr. Heinemann's motives. But I feel that his al-
ternative would not open a way out, since it is impossible
at this moment to give a solution for a world problem in
the terms of the needs of one country.

Nevertheless Dr. Heinemann's argument regarding the perils
of German rearmament must be carefully considered. It scems that
some common ground can be found in his statement that a police-
force, similar to the "People's Police-force" in Eastern Germnany,
can be built up in the West., The relation of such a police-force
to the rest of the armed forcecs of Western Europe should be con-
sidered. It is possible that a German participation in a Europcan
army will be more acceptable to the Soviet-Union than rearmament
in the form of a fully equipped and independent German military
establishment. It is clear that the Western powers should procced
very carefully here and should not try to rush where angels fear to
tread. On the other hand we must ask Dr, Heinemann whether he feels

that it is possible to fight the idea of German rearmament with
the promise of an alternative of doubtful viability. It seems that
from both sides better understanding of the implications of their
policies is needed. I am very grateful to Dr. Heinemann that he
has contributed greatly to such a better understanding by elabo-
rating his theses on the perils of German remilitarization. May
the discussion continue!



COMENTS ON DR. HIOINERANN'S "EXPOSE OF THD GERIaN (UESTION,
ESPECIALLY OF THE QUESTION OF THE REARMALENT OF VESTERL GLilALY?
FY PROFESSOR BaRON F,M, Vall aSBECK

1. We cannot but understand and sympathise with the

Tears of Dr. Heinemann and many other Germans in respect of steps
which would not only close the doors now still partly open between
the Eastern and the l.estern parts of Germany, but also would per-
petuate the division of Germany into two parts, I think all of us
have been deeply impressed by what Dr, van Thadden and others told
us about the unity so splendidly demonstrated in the Berlin "Kir-
chentag.”

2. But we should be fully conscious of the very fact
that the doors between Western and Eastern Germany are kept
fpartly open™ now because the lest has shown its will to oppose
the expansion of Communist influence and rule, and its determina-
tion to strengthen Western Lurope, Vestern Germany included,

3. The major consideration in the political field of
the divided Europe and the divided world should be how to strengthen
the non-Communist part of Burope. For strength, military and ma-
terial - which within our orbit means above all: spiritual strength,
cooperation and unity - is the only argument which impresses dic-
tators and totalitarian regimes. And our strength in the West now-
adays constitutes, in the political field, the only hope, thc ulti-
mate hope of the oppressed Germans in the eastern zone, nay of all
the oppressed pcople in the satellite states.

L. Vestern strength in Europe cannot be built up with-
out American help and assistance., But Europe on the other hand
cannot be strong without internal unity and association., American
assistance itself will soon be nainly dependcnt upon the confidence
which Amcricans will put in Europe's determination to remove bar-
riers now existing betwcen its component parts.

5. An integrated Western Durope cannot exist nor play
its role without Germany, i,e. - we must statc this with decep sor-
row - for the time being Western Germany only. Uestcern TNurope
cannot play its economic rolc without the cooperation of ‘.estern
Gernmany's industrial power, The Schuman plan makes this abundantly
clear: the Schuman plan means the "economic rearmament,' for pcace
purposes as well as for war preparation, of Western Europe., In
othcr words: Western Germany will be incorporated in the war-cffort
of Western Europe.

6. Must that incorporation go further and be extended
also to German manpower? The cuestion of German rearmamcnt is
zenerally restricted within the limits of reestablishing a German
arny. 1 agree with Dr. Heinemann's arguments against such a pol-
icy, when put in terms of a conscript-army. And I agree with him
in his defense of the building up of a VWestern German "police



force,”™ but in relative numbers, of the same strength as the LCast

Cerman Volkspolizei ( estern Germany has a population about double

that of the ¢astern zone) and ecuipred with exactly the same arms
and armanent.,

7. The problem of a German army at once takes another
aspect if put within the cadre of a Zuropean army (the Pleven-

plan), provided that would be a real, a genuine DBuropecan army, and

not merely a bundle of national contingents such as formed Eisen-
hower's invasion army in 1944-5. The severc scntcences, reflerred

(van isbeck)
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. . . - 1
to by Dr, Heinemann in no. 3, letter e) of his g§poae, cogldn t
apply to German soldiers belonging to such a unified genuilne
Suropcan army.

8. DMNevertheless, we ought not to close our eyes Iof a
possiblc Kussian reaction against any step leading to German re-
militarisation in manpower., But here Europe finds 1§sclf in the
grip of exactly the same contradiction, the same ant}mony wnlgn
pervades world policy of the West: the West strives to prevenc a
third world war a) by kecping doors: open towards a modus vivenal
botween Bastern and Uestern systems, Eastern and lYestern States,
wd in a very much later stage if ever ppsgiblg recpnc;l;atﬁon,
reuniting between the now fundamentally "Misunited Nations,' and

b) by building up strength in military and economic foyces in
order to be able in the hour of trial to stem the rolling on cf
the Communist waves. Exactly the same contradictorv ?OllCﬁCS
“apply to Germany: everybody understands the deep %qnglng of the
German peoplec to re-unification (beyond the Qdor~b1ass§ ]1n9 4
also), cverybody hopes to sec the unity rcalised in order that
Furope may got stability and pecace; - but we.kntw at pne sane
time that Europe, Western Germany included, has to build ap
strength in order to keep what we have and to prevent grea?}dug:
gers which, if they ever came to reality, would mean unspeakable
horrors to millions of men. )

9. That paradoxical situation cannob.be&solvod ra-
tionally, we shall have to endure it and be patlemv.. In phe
midst of this situation we cannot but deeply sympathise with and
sustain the impressive cfforts of the Church in Geraany to keep
united the Christians of the divided country anda to Tender 1S
services to the oppreesed people of the eastern zone..

i
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(Translation)

COILENTS ON Dkt, HEINEANN'S “"ILFOSE OF THE GERIMAN QUESTION,
DUPECIALLY OF THE " USSTION OF THE REARMA:LLLT OF WESTERN GERIANY™
BY M, allDRE PHILIP

I am in accord with Heinemann on two points:

1) The problem of German unity is important. It is not
possible to be isolated from world problems, but every interna-
tional solution of these problems should take into account the

necessity of reestablishing German unity, as soon as circumstances
pernit,

2) I believe cqually that a national rearmament of VWestern
Germany would create a grave danger, I do not think that that
would be regarded as a provocation by Russia, because Russia's
attitude in each instance will depend exclusivcly on the balance
of cxisting forces and not on the attitude of such and such a
country., DBut I am persuaded on one hand that such a form of re-
armanent would encourage the rebirth of nationalism in Germany;
on the other hand that the financial burden would be unbearable
and, by aggravating the nisery of the population, would mtke
communist propaganda easy. In fact, I do not believe that o
Curopean country, whatever it may be, can today support the finan-
cial burden of a national army., The problem of Europecan defense
can only be solved in the form of a unified European arny.

Per contra, I am not in accord with Heinemann's other

affirmations, and especially with the presuppositions which are
behind his affirmations:

1) He secms to believe there is the possibility of a
unified Germany, with entire neutrality between the East and the
Vest. For my part, if it were possible to engage in negotiations
with Russia under the form of a conference of four, of which so
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nmacn nas oeen spoken, 1 woula pe 0L une 0oplnion unat 1n exXcnange
for the democratic unification of Germany, its noermancent demili-
tarization should be accepted. But I do not belicve in the pos-
sibility of an economic or political neutrality. Germany forms
a pvart of Western Europe. If she tried to detach herself from

it she would inevitably fall under thc economic domination of
Russia,

2)In fact, Heinecmann's position reaches the same position
as the nationalists whom he combats. Neutral Germnany of which
he dreams should have a policy of an economic autarchy based on
the usce of the monopoly of the Ruhr to negotiate sometimes with
the East, sometinmes with the Vest. This policy would bring to-
gother all the nationalist forces and would end in a national-
communism united with Russia,

3) In fact, such a national neutralist policy would make
cvery organization on the European contincnt an impossibility.
Germany would also take the responsibility for the failurce of a
Luropc, which, definitely balkanized, would fall in its turn
under the influence and authority either of Russia or the United
States. aAnd yet, it is only by the unification of Europe that
we can constitute a force able to guarantee our common independeince
ond to exert one day in a peaceful way sufficient pressure on in-

ternational affairs to secure the return to Germany of its terri-
tories in the East,

(ON ’L)

(Philip)
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L) Finally, what seems to me to be the most dangerous in
Heinemann's position is that he looks at the whole problem ex-
clusively from the national point of view, which does not cor-
respond any more with the political reality of today.. It 1_sd1n_t
the plan of European community included in the Atlantic solidarity
that we have to examinc all vital problems, If we do not look
at them in this way we put oursclves outside the reality, and r3§
the risk against our will of giving pretext to nationalist forces
which are out of date and dangerous.



Comments on Dr., Heinemann's Theses on German Rearmement

1, Heinemann: Germany is a world problcm,

A,

Philip agrees, Every international solution of

world problems should take into account the ne-

cessity of re-establishing German unity as soon
as circumstances permit,

Niebuhr agrees, In the "process of common defense
Germany has increasingly become a part of a vast
community of nations and will increasingly hold
full rights and privileges in that community,"

ig "Ag long as the German position is unclear
wor =peace will be in constant danger,"

Hfgsbro: "Hardly anything would make so important
a contribution to an appeasemcnt of the world as
a psychologically and politically healthy, eco-

nomincallv aoimd and 1mmitad Germanv.'
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2, Heinemann: Statesg there is a conception that the so=-
Tution of Germany would be to incorporatc Vestern Ger-
many in the fellowship of ‘‘estern Europe and of the
Atlantic nations,

N

Hbgsbro: States that "Germany belongs, in spite
‘of its unclear and fluctuating psychology, to

the western hemisphere. Communism has only a
chance in Germany through military force, Russia
has this military force," "Social prosperity,
economic justice and democratic development alone
will not be gable to defend Germany, it cannot be
defended without (being) backed up by sufficient
military strength, Germany will in no case ever
be strong enough to defend itself against an east-
ern aggression without help from America. On the
other side it seems certain that the military
strength of the Atlantic powers may hold Russia
back from trying an aggression in Europe, but if
it tries, will Germany and perhaps most of the
European continent not be saved from an at any
rate temporary occupation without the help of
German soldiers,"

3. Heinemann: Gives the following reasons against this
conceptiont

(a)

Russia would regard rearmament of l/estern Germany
as provocation for war,

A, Philip does not agree, However, he believes
rearmament would create a grave danger because
(a) it would encourage re-birth of nationalism;
(b) finencial burden would be unbearable; and
(c) by aggravating misery of the people, Commu-
nist propaganda would be made easy,

¢
B, Grubb: Believes Russians are not prepared
to make "rearmement” the ground of a decisive
show-down,

C. Nlebuhr: asgrees with Heinemenn that remill-
tarization of Germany would be regarded as provo-
cative by Russia and thus heighten Last-est
tension,

-2-

D. Hégsbro: agrees, German rcarmancnt will in-

tensify tension between East and West and may
cause Russians to'march. "If Russia does not
react in this way, then through a German re-
armament it may be made still more reluctant
and more inclincd to get an appeasement of
the situation.”

(b) Western powers would not be strengthencd.
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and will take corresponding steps by conscrip-
tion of male population to forced labor.

Hégsbro beliceves Heinemann's statement on this
poirt is not convincing. He states that Vest-
orn Germany has double the size and industrial
capacity that East Germany has.

Rearmament of Vestern Germany would destroy what
still remains of German unity.

il

B.

D.

Nicm8ller: Agrces. Rearmament would complete ab-
solutec division of thec nation and the total
isolation of its Eastcorn half (consisting of
about 20 million Protcstants). Last Christian
solidarity between East and Vest Germans would
be broken. Integration of East-German popula-
tion into Russim orbit would be hastened. Re-
armament would contribute to despair and hope-
lessness in Eastern parts.

Niebuhr agrces that remilitarization would tend
tTo decpen and mnke morc irrevocable the tragic
division of a nation,

Dibelius belicves "the re-introduction of gen-
cral conscription might cause Russia to thke
counter-measures in the Eastern Zone and would
destroy the remains of Germany unity."

Hégsbro seconds licbhbuhr's view.

German pcople have not experiencced change of heart

since 1945. Growth of nationalism at present time
in Germany.

Niebuhr believes nationalistic (and militaris-
tic) elements would be strengthened.

Philip: (See 2 (a) A.)

Hpgsbro agrees. He states, "The situation in
ermany is very little stabilized; the develop-
ment in the last years is deplorable., German
nationalism and nazism find a new day dawning
upon them., Strong forces, in the first line
amongst the expellees, press for a revision of
the eastern border, cven at the cost of a war,
any strengthening of Germany may be used for
this purpose., And the leaders of these circles
have not learned anything; they will be inclined

to act against the slavic nations in the old
way . "

-3-

Does not believe this development will be stopped,

even
-0 -

R I }

o

if Germany is not rearmed., Special attention

Lo



sSnnulia oe gilven vo tne aevelopment oI uerman navloll=
alism, How far is it a symptom of sound national
and psychological recovery, and how far does it ex-
press a new national egotism and self-overestimation?

(e) According to international law, Germans cannot be soldiers.

A,

B.

D.

Niem8ller agrees. Rearmament would leave German people
without any acknowledged international legal status.

It would mean the official end of the Potsdam declaration.

Niebuhr questions this point, "The peril that soldiers
of Western Germany would not have military status in the
event of war and would therefore be exposed to special
hazards may be real; but since Vest-Germany would have
the status of nation it is not at all certain that this
would apply.™”

van Asbeck: States that this would not apply if the Ger-
man army were part of a unified genuine European army.

Hgsbro believes this could be recgulated in a peace
treaty between the allied powers and West-Germany.

L. Heinemann: What is the alternative? Immediate task is to pre-
serve what is left of German unity and thus to keep open the
approaches to the East. .

Ao

Patijn: "I cannot believe that the preservation of what
is Teft of German unity will keep open approaches to

the East. It will keep open (and this is in itself cer-
tainly important) contacts between Germans in the lest-
ern and Eastern zone, but it will not give any ncw op-
portunities in the relations between the big powers.
Approaches to the East do not depend upon contacts in
Germany. Nothing that happens on a purely German level
will change the fundamental lack of agreement botween
East and VUest. On the other hand a :iceting of minds
between East and Vest would deeply affect Germany. The
idea of a united Germany as a bridge between East and
West does therefore not carry enough weight to outbal-
ance the serious disadvantages of Dr. Heinemann's alter-
native...It seems that Dr. Heinemann's ™alternative'
does not contain better guarantees for peace and secu-
rity in the long run than the policy of the Western
powers, On the contrary it scems to be either utopian,
or even less acceptable than the continuation of the
present policy of the "est. It seems to ne that to
build up a position of strength in the West, provided
that it be done with firrmess and very carefully, will
open better opportunities for some future settlement
than the insewurity which would follow a German uni-
fication in the terms of Dr, Heinemann., I feel that

his alternative which can be understoocd in the German
domestic situation would be inadeouaté on the inter-
national level. It does not easc thc tensions between
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Bast and West, on the contrary might create new
difficulties. It does not give any guarantee to
Germany's néighbours, on the contrary makes them
fully dependent on Germany, It kills the idea of
European integration, which is the only new and
creative phenoménon in post war Europe. It does
not even make an attempt to handle a European
problem on a European level but is clearly prompted
by the obsession of the divided Germany and the
terrible consequences for the population especially
in the Eastern zone."

(a) The West could build up "People's Police Force' to cor-
respond with that in the East,

A. NiemBller believes for present time and situation
there should be police force on both sides of de-
marcation-line, which ought to be prevented from
developing into military forces,

B, Niebuhr: Necessity of matching military strength
of Bastern Germany (armored police) with commen-
surate strength in the West.

C. van Asbeck agrees that building up of Western D
German police force should be in proportion to
that in East Germany, and equipped with exactly
the same arms and armament.

D, Patijn: "It seems that some common ground can be
Ioun& in his ' (Dr. Heinemann's) statement that a
police-force, similar to the "People's Police-
force™ in Eastern Germany, can be built up in the
WJest., The relation of such a police-force to the
rest of the armed forces of Vestern Europe should
be considered. It is possible that a German parti-
cipation in a European army will be more acceptable
to the Soviet-Union than rearmament in the form of
a fully equipped and independent German military
establishment.™

E. Hggsbro: -"Much can be said in favour of ‘Niebuhr's
suggestion of a modest German rearmament, in the
first line the building up of a strong police-force. 5
But only under very strict control will voluntary
forces not so easily be misused for nationalistic
and revisionistic purposes as conscript forces."

(b) The whole of Germany should have a united government strong
enough to protect itself against internal attacks.

A, Niebuhr believes a united Germany powerful enough to
protect itself against Communist intrigue and aggres-
sion seems to hide real perplexities of the situation.
"Germany is divided between two great communities of
nations, which do not trust each other sufficiently
to arrive at an agreement in regard to Germany.!

B, Patijn:"A united Germany strong enough to be safe
against internal attacks is not to be expected...a
united Germany is most probably for the time being
bound to be a weak state...the Soviets would never ac-
cept a really strong Government,"

C. HégsbrO'believes that "psychologically and politically
ealthy, economically sound and united Germany" would
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the country against inner revolutionary forces,
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Does not argue in favor of making Germany neutral,
but believes that Germany should be excluded from
the clash between East and "'est,

A'

E'

Niembller believes "the main task for the mo=-
ment Is To prevent the outbreak of war and
thereby to gain time for ncgotiations with the
aim of finding a way to peace; the German
people will have to pay their further contri-
bution to this end by patiently tolerating

the present state of division In the midst of
the two great competing powers withoubt giving
way to the temptation of option,”

Philip feels that Heinemann viecws the situation
exclusively from the national point of view

and dreams of a neutral Germoany, He does not
believe in the possibility of o neubral Germany,
He states, "Germany forms a part of ‘‘estern
Europe, If she tried to detach herself from

it she would inevitably fall under the econormic
domination of Russia," 1In Philip's opinion, a
national neutralist policy woulc end in commu-
nism united with Russia,

Dibelius beclieves that a policy of neutrality
on the part of Germany has become an impossi-~
bility.

Patijn states that Heinemann's proposal is so
similar to neutrality that there is very 1lit-
tle difference. He believes that "no country
and certainly not Germany can be excluded from
the clash between Bast and ''ests.,” "Such a po-
sition of "wait and see" would be ubtterly in-
acceptable for Germany's ncighbours, since it
would imply that their security would depend
upon some future decisions which a German Gov=
ernment might take, If a strong Germany would
choose to take the Soviet-side at same future
date, as Hitler did in 1939, thc world's bal-
ence of power would be strongly affected and
certainly the countries of the Europecan Conti=-
nent would be at the mercy of Germany again,"

Hégsbro believes a united Germany would have to be
neutral, wlthout any military lorce, The con=-
dition for the effectiveness of such a neutral-
ity, its possibility for acting as an inter-
mediary element, would depend upon the military
strength of the Atlantic Powers being equal to
that of the East, He states that there is much
strength and wisdom in this opinion of Heinemann
and NiembBller, However, there are various ques-
tions as to how this can be brought about., "How



can the allied and the Russian powers be brought
to retire from Germany and a uvnited Germany be
guaranteed against any revolutionary plots

from communistic or nationalistic side? This

is not only & question of police and army and

» foreign guarantees, but too: will the sound

political forces of the country be strong enough
against the radical forces fr-m both sides?

B

Will Germany be able to resist the tecmptetion
by having its place in thc center of playing
both sides and continue the unrest in order
to profit by it 1tself?"

(d) German question can be solved only within larger
framework of East=-'est problem and ~f world poli-
tics,

A,

B,

C.

Philip believes problem of Eurcnoan defensé cen
only Ee golved in the form of : unified BEuropean
army,

Grubb: Difficulty of reaching a satisfactory
positidn 1s not “estern Gbrm‘lj" alone,

van Asbeok:

"An 1ntegruted V'estorn Europe can-
not exist nor play 1its role without Germany,
i.e, -~ we must state this with deep sorrow -
for the time being “estern Gora ay only, Vest-
ern Europe cannot play its econonic role with-
out cooperation of "estern Gern. ay's industrial
power, The Schuman plan makes Gthis abundantly
clear; +the Schuman''plan means the "economic
rearmament," for peace pyrpowcs as well as for
war preparation, of estern Furnpe, In other
words: VWestern Germany will b~ 1ncorporated in
the war-effort of V‘estern Europe."” Vestern
strength in Europe cannot be ™ilt up without
American help and assistance,

General Remarks

Ao

Grubb: Distinction should be nade between term
Tremilitarization™ and "rcariarenc.” Does not
think any one is advocating th: latter,

"On the one hand men fecl that Western
Germany ought to make a contribution not only to
her own defence, but that of the l'est against
Communism since it is largely through her folly
that Communism has advanced so far, On the other,
they fear that that very contribution means a
dangerous rebirth of pride.and power."

"It is important that the churches should
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Is inc¢lined to agree with Niebuhr on gen-
eral argument,

NiemBller: "In the case of actual war, the West-
German troops will prove unreliable as soon as

they will have to fight against an enemy who has
control of their homes and families. - The East-
ern "People's Police" (there is no proof for an
"armored police" existing in the Russian Zone!)

may easily side with the Vest-German troops against
both power-blocs for the unity of the nation.™

van Asbeck: "The major consideration in the poli-
tical field of the divided Europe and the divided
world should be how to strengthen the non-Communist
part of Europe." Our strength in the Vest consti-
tutes in the political field the only hope of the

-7-

oppressed Germans in the eastern zone., The West
strives to prevent a third world war (a) by keep-
ing doors open towards a modus vivendi between
Eastern and Western systems, and (b) by building
up strength in military and economic forces in
order to be able to stem Communist influcnce.
"Everybody understands the deep longing of
the German people to re-unification...cverybody
hopes to see the unity realised in order that
Europe may get stability and peace; - but we
know at the same time that Europe, Western Germany
included, has to build up strength in order to
keep what we have and to prevent great dangers
which, if they ever came to reality, would mean
unspeakable horrors to millions of men.'”

Patijn agrees in general with Heinemann's analysis
of tge perils of German rearmament,

Dibelius: "Russia's specific aim is the Ruhr,
amcrica is determined not to let the Ruhr fall
into Russian hands undamaged. A united Communist
Germany is only possible with the Ruhr out of
action,that iswith 20 million fewer Germans than
live there now. In practice that neans the de-
grading of Germany into a Russian colony by the
uprooting of half the population of Viestern Ger-
many., Therefore the Ruhr nust be defended. To
leave this defence wholly to the foreign powers

of the West would moke Westcrn Germany an American
colony. Germany must therefore make a substantial
contribution, ™

Niebuhr: "The peril that German rearmament would
close the rifts in the iron curtain, which still
give eastern Germany some windows to the west must
be weighed against the facts that those rifts or
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W1Naows exX1ST primarily Dy Tthe power and tne Ireso-
lution of the west, more particularly the mainte-
nance of western power in Berlin,"

Conclusions

Dibelius: "The task of the Church is to hinder
military units from creating a new militaristic
spirit in Germany. That is no impossible task,
The decision in favour of the 'est is the de-
cision of 90% of the German people in the West
and in the East., Since Communism has been estab-
Tished wholly on a materialistic philosophy the
Church must give its consent to this decision."

Niebuhr: The solution of the German problem "in-
volves three propositions:

"1, The rejection of the idea of a con-
script army for Germany. Its perils, both inter-
nally and externally, are too great.

"2, ‘The creation of a more adeaquate
police force, as strong as the east-German one
and as fully armored.

"3, The consideration of a possible
second step of a volunteer army. This second
step would depend upon international and domzs-
tic developments in Germany.™
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Philip: "It is only by a unification of
urope that we can constitute a force able
to guarantee our common independence and to
exert one day in a peaceful way sufficient
pressure on international affairs to secure
the return to Germany of its territories 1n

the East.,"

Hégsbro: "The answer to the question whether
to work for a neutral, united Germany or a
western rearmed Germany needs the best poli-
tical and military information, and has to
be decided on political reasons, controlled
by moral convictions.™

E. NiemBller: "Rearmament in Western Germany

means the end of Democracy in Germany in gen-
eral. lore than 807 of the West German popu-
lation are opposed to rearmament, but are for-
bidden to say so publicly and are excluded
from any possibility of public propaganda for
their conviction. The result cannot be but
cynicism and nihilism."






