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Foreword

This book is not a scientific textbook. Nor is it a historical treatise in the classical sense. It is a wake-up call.

I am not writing this book as a historian but as a human being - as a medical doctor, as a father, as a citizen who can no longer remain silent. The events of recent years have compelled me, like many others, to reevaluate the history of our country and the world. In doing so, I came across a truth that is both terrifying and liberating: the dictatorship that we thought we had overcome never ceased to exist. It has only disguised itself anew.

After the Second World War, it was not the perpetrators who were persecuted, but the history itself. The files were closed, and the networks remained open. Those in uniform became those in suits. Fascism became technocracy. Propaganda became PR. The names changed, but the methods remained the same. And anyone who dares to name these continuities today is defamed, censored, and marginalized - again.

This book is an attempt to uncover the traces. It reveals that many of today's institutions, media, and power structures are built upon a foundation laid during the National Socialist era. That the perpetrators of yesterday became the founders of today. That their grandchildren sit in office - not as culprits, but often as beneficiaries of an unbroken order. And that what is sold today as democracy is often just the authoritarian legacy in new packaging.

This search for clues began with a satirical sketch from the program Scheibenwischer, titled "Weißkittel im Braunhemd," featuring Dieter Hildebrandt and Urban Priol. What at first seemed like a bitter parody turned out to be a precise description of the current situation on closer inspection. 

Names such as Sauerbruch, Mengele, Hirt, Sewering, Koller, Baschur, and Konrad Lorenz were mentioned, but only mentally - they were memorials to a history that was never really dealt with.

I began researching, first in Ernst Klee's "Das Personenlexikon des dritten Reiches" and later in the so-called "Braunbuch". 

What I found was shocking: the almost uninterrupted continued employment of Nazi-incriminated persons in the judiciary, administration, medicine, and media of the Federal Republic of Germany. This gave rise to my series "Warum Deutschland Seine Geschichte nicht aufarbeitet", which now comprises more than 100 episodes.

Over time, I also discovered international perspectives, for example, through the TV series "Hunting Hitler," which I translated into German. Public productions whose content was no longer allowed to be shown in Germany after the initial broadcast, such as those on YouTube, also provided further building blocks. 

It was as if an invisible puzzle was becoming visible piece by piece—with every source, every document, every forgotten biography.

This book was written in response to numerous requests from viewers of my work—and at the express request of my wife, Mechthild Schiffmann, without whose encouragement I might never have written this work. 

It is a book against forgetting—and against concealment. It is uncomfortable but necessary. It is not an indictment - but a testimony.

Those who do not know the past are condemned to repeat its mistakes. Those who know them but remain silent are complicit. I have decided to speak out. This book is intended to be a tool - for all those who dare to look behind the scenes.

I am aware that this work will provoke. People will try to ignore it, discredit it, and maybe even ban it. But that's okay, because it's time for a new honesty - about our history, our present,, and what has grown out of both.

It’s my duty as a father to hand over a better world to my beloved children, Magnus and Johanna than the one I took over from my Parents and Grandparents. They have been victims in World War 2 but were forced to feel guilty for something they never agreed on.

Dr. Bodo Schiffmann

May 2025
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Democracy as an assertion

The official narrative of the Federal Republic of Germany is that a free and democratic constitutional state has emerged from the ruins of the Third Reich - founded on the lessons of National Socialism, supported by the Basic Law, and secured by the West.

However, upon closer inspection, this narrative proves to be incomplete, partially embellished, and even deliberately misleading in parts.

What was glorified in political rhetoric as "zero hours" was, in reality, a stabilization of the system without a change of elite. While millions of deaths, ruins, and moral bankruptcy formed the visible legacy of the Nazi era, the power structures - particularly in the judiciary, administration, secret services, and media - remained largely intact. The perpetrators adapted. So did the system.

The tightening of repressive laws such as Section 130 StGB in recent decades - especially since the digitalization of the counter-public sphere - does not indicate an increasing historical responsibility but rather a growing fear of losing control because Anyone who can monopolize access to history, opinion, and interpretation controls not only the present but also the self-image of society.

This white paper sheds light on the facade of democracy in the Federal Republic of Germany - not to reject the democratic ideal, but to make visible how it has been systematically undermined and simulated in the German context.
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Chapter 1: NS continuities in the founding phase of the Federal Republic of Germany
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1.1 The myth of the break

The Federal Republic of Germany was founded in 1949 on the premise that it had learned from the past. However, there was, in fact, no break with the National Socialist personnel, but rather an almost seamless handover of key positions of power to former NSDAP members, Wehrmacht generals, SS informants, and lawyers from the "Third Reich."

Exemplary cases show this shockingly clearly:

• Hans Globke, commentator on the Nuremberg Race Laws, became head of the Chancellery under Adenauer - de facto the most powerful man after the Chancellor himself. Globke not only had a legal background but was also known as an ideological pioneer of anti-Semitic racial policy. [1]

• Reinhard Gehlen, a former major general in the Wehrmacht and head of the Foreign Armies East (FHO), became the first president of the Federal Intelligence Service (BND) in 1956. He took over a network of over 100 former Gestapo, SS, and SD employees in the new institution. [2]

• Kurt Georg Kiesinger, later Federal Chancellor (1966-1969), was a member of the NSDAP and worked in Goebbels' propaganda ministry. He never really stepped back from this past but trivialized it publicly. [3]

A systematic exchange of elites - such as in the German Democratic Republic, where anti-fascist cadres replaced numerous functionaries - was completely absent in the Federal Republic of Germany.

1.2 Justice without cleaning

THE GERMAN JUDICIARY was not denazified after 1945 but was reactivated in large parts. Around 80 percent of the lawyers who had worked during the Nazi era retained or regained high positions in the judicial apparatus of the Federal Republic of Germany (FRG). [4]

Judgments against opponents of the regime - from communists to Jehovah's Witnesses - remained in place in many cases.

Judges and public prosecutors who had passed death sentences under Hitler were now passing judgments in the name of democracy.

The case of Federal Prosecutor General Ludwig Martin, who demanded a trial against “Wehrkraftzersetzer” in Munich in 1943 and later served as the highest prosecutor of the Federal Republic of Germany, is significant. [5]

The result was a structural blindness towards authoritarian thinking, right-wing positivism, and a deep-seated hostility towards criticism of the system - even in the decades after 1949.

1.3 Administration and authorities - same faces, new colors

THE BUREAUCRACIES THAT had enforced laws, organized deportations, or administered "asocials" during the Nazi era were largely taken over. In West Germany, the motto was "The administration must function," also to maintain the state's stability during the Cold War.

In 1950, a committee of inquiry in North Rhine-Westphalia discovered that over 75 percent of middle and senior civil servants had been NSDAP members. Many of them retained their posts well into the 1970s. [6]

The consequence: those who supported the system never had to change their convictions - only their rhetoric.

1.4 Education policy and history lessons - controlled remembrance

AFTER 1945, HISTORY lessons in the Federal Republic of Germany quickly became an instrument of political stabilization rather than a means of critical reflection.

In many schools, the Holocaust was not widely discussed until the 1980s. [7]

The role of West German elites was concealed - the German Democratic Republic assumed the role of the "sole anti-fascist."

Anyone who criticized the past of teachers, judges, or politicians in the 1960s or 70s was often considered "communist" or "anti-state."

This taboo was only broken with the protests of 1968, but even this movement was later systematically gutted, defamed, or co-opted.

Conclusion Chapter 1

THE Federal Republic of Germany did not build its foundations on a break with the Nazi state, but on the infrastructure, it continued to use.

The actors changed their language - not their attitude. The structures were stabilized, not renewed.

What was sold as a democratic new beginning was often an authoritarian continuation with a veneer of democracy.



📚 Footnotes Chapter 1

[1] FREI, NORBERT: VERGANGENHEITSPOLITIK. The beginnings of the Federal Republic and the Nazi past, Munich: C.H. Beck, 1996.

[2] Grosse, Daniel: Der BND - Die unheimliche Macht im Staat, Hamburg: Rowohlt, 2005.

[3] Winkler, Heinrich August: Der lange Weg nach Westen, Bd. 2, Munich: C.H. Beck, 2000.

[4] Benz, Wolfgang: Die Entnazifizierung. Politische Säuberung und Rehabilitierung in den vier Besatzungszonen 1945-1949, Munich: dtv, 1992.

[5] Lepsius, Oliver: The rule of law and history. In: "Der Staat", 1997, H. 3.

[6] Landtag NRW (1950): Report of the Parliamentary Investigation Committee on the Denazification of the Administration.

[7] Meseth, Wolfgang / Proske, Matthias: Schulbuchanalyse: Nationalsozialismus und Holocaust in westdeutschen Lehrmaterialien 1945-1989, Beltz Juventa, 2009.
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Chapter 2: Party formation under control - no real opposition
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The Federal Republic of Germany was labeled a "pluralist democracy" from the outset—a system characterized by multiple parties, freedom of expression, and regular elections. However, this pluralism was not the result of open, equal founding conditions but rather the product of targeted political control, in which old networks from the Nazi era influenced the development of the "new" parties—partly directly, partly structurally.

2.1 The CDU - continuity under a Christian label

FROM 1945, THE CHRISTIAN Democratic Union (CDU) was built up as a conservative, middle-class force committed to "Western Christian" values. In reality, it united:

Former members of the Centre Party,

Monarchists and industry representatives,

as well as a considerable number of NSDAP members, rarely discussed their past. [1]

Many of its leading figures, such as Hans Globke, Theodor Oberländer, and Hans Filbinger, had a Nazi past and held key positions in the young republic. The CDU saw itself as a bulwark against communism—and thus also against a deeper reappraisal of the past.

2.2 The SPD - formally anti-fascist, de facto loyal

AFTER 1945, THE SPD attempted a new beginning in the tradition of Weimar Social Democracy. Although many of its members were victims of the Nazi regime, the party quickly submitted to the Western rules to survive within the system.


	Its leadership positioned itself as explicitly anti-nationalist and anti-communist to avoid being banned again.

	The SPD's historical role in the resistance was often instrumentalized to demonstrate its loyalty to the Federal Republic of Germany (Federal Republic of Germany).

	Critics within the party who demanded a more profound critique of the system or genuine denazification (e.g., on Ostpolitik or education issues) were marginalized.



2.3 FDP and small parties - liberal in the program, restorative in practice

THE FDP WAS A MELTING pot from the very beginning:

Former economic liberals, monarchists, the upper middle classes with close ties to the Nazis, and bourgeois intellectuals found their place here. In the 1950s, the proportion of former NSDAP members among FDP MPs reached as high as 40 percent. [2]

Although the FDP's basic program was formally liberal, in reality, the party was supportive:


	the reintegration of Wehrmacht officers,

	the economic interests of big business


	and a clear commitment to the West, even at the expense of minimal democratic standards.



2.4 Real opposition: delegitimized, banned, or monitored

DEMOCRACY IS NOT MEASURED by the existence of government and "opposition" but by whether criticism of the system is possible at all.

In the early Federal Republic of Germany, any fundamental opposition to the founding of the state, ties to the West, or NATO integration became either:


	
banned - as with the KPD in 1956 (despite legal activity),

	
monitored - as with intellectuals from the 1968 movement or the SDS,

	
socially excluded - through occupational bans ("Radical Decree" 1972), exmatriculations, and character assassination campaigns.



The Federal Republic developed a system of "embedded opposition": criticism was allowed to be voiced - as long as it had no systemic consequences.

2.5 The KPD ban - an example instead of the rule of law

THE BANNING OF THE Communist Party of Germany (KPD) in 1956 was a key turning point. It marked the end of hope for a pluralistic democratic spectrum in which forces critical of the system were also allowed to exist.


	Justification: Proximity to the German Democratic Republic, alleged hostility to the constitution.

	Reality: The KPD was one of the few forces that demanded complete denazification—and thus posed a threat to the prevailing continuity of the Nazi regime. [3]



Many former NSDAP members remained unmolested - but KPD members lost their jobs, pension entitlements, and civil rights.

2.6 Professional bans and domestic secret services as instruments of power

THE "RADICAL DECREE" of 1972 institutionalized a practice in which political convictions became a prerequisite for professional careers - especially in the civil service.


	Over 3,000 officially documented cases were affected, unofficially many more.

	People who had never used violence were forced out of their jobs simply because of their attitude.



At the same time, the Office for the Protection of the Constitution was not established as a neutral monitoring organization but as a politically controlled domestic secret service whose primary task was to suppress opposition to the system.

Conclusion Chapter 2

THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC was not an open founding project of democratic diversity but rather a system that, under the guise of pluralism, promoted parties that did not jeopardize the continued existence of the old power elites.

All genuine counter-models - whether communist, grassroots democratic, or direct democratic - were marginalized, banned, or controlled.

What remained was a "party landscape" that resembled a democracy but did not allow for a genuinely free founding culture.

📚 Footnotes Chapter 2

[1] SCHANETZKY, TIM: Power and Morality. A History of the Federal Republic of Germany, Siedler Verlag, 2020.

[2] Jesse, Eckhard: The FDP in the early Federal Republic - a liberal party? In: From Politics and Contemporary History, BpB, 2006.

[3] Danysz, Hermann: Die KPD im Kalten Krieg - Das Verbot von 1956 und seine Hintergründe, Westend Verlag, 2015.

[4] Federal Constitutional Court: Decision on the KPD ban of 17 August 1956 - BVerfGE 5, 85.

[5] Federal Agency for Civic Education: Berufsverbote und der Radikalenerlass, Dossier 2022.
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​Chapter 3: Broadcasting as a propaganda tool of the post-war order
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The lesson of National Socialism should have been: Never again a state that claims information sovereignty over the people.

However, the exact opposite happened: instead of decentralizing and privatizing broadcasting or balancing it out with genuine media diversity, it was deliberately coordinated, controlled, and kept "trustworthy" by the state in the Federal Republic of Germany - under the pretext of quality assurance and popular education.

It was not about information but about narrative control - right from the start.

3.1 Continuity through control: From “Volksempfänger” to ARD

NATIONAL SOCIALISM had turned radio into one of the most effective instruments of power. Goebbels' concept of the "people's receiver" was based on the principle of one voice, one transmitter, and one leader.

After 1945, this should have led to a radical democratization of the media. Instead:


	The Allies initially ran their stations (e.g., Radio Frankfurt, NWDR).

	From the 1950s onwards, they were handed over to public corporations, which had supervisory boards that were predominantly party-political and closely tied to the state. [1]

	
ARD (1950) and later ZDF (1961) were declared to be non-governmental broadcasters, but their control was effectively in the hands of the government, political parties, churches, and "socially relevant groups."



Public service broadcasting was not a neutral counterweight to state power but an integral part of it.

3.2 The compulsory contribution as a means of discipline

THE LICENSE FEE (FORMERLY known as GEZ) was never a voluntary subscription model; it was always a form of state-enforced taxation.


	Citizens finance a structure whose contents they do not choose themselves.

	Anyone who refuses will be threatened with dunning proceedings, account seizure, or imprisonment.



Even during the coronavirus pandemic, no contribution waivers were granted - although many broadcasters did not provide any relevant services.

The broadcasting license fee is a compulsion to finance loyalty - particularly perfidious, as it is also used to pay for government propaganda, discourse control, and one-sided communication of facts.

3.3 Exemplary propaganda waves: History repeats itself

1968 - STUDENT PROTESTS:


	The public media defamed the APO, the SDS, and Rudi Dutschke as "terrorists," "enemies of the state," and "communist agitators."

	It was only decades later that the violence against the movement (e.g., the shooting of Dutschke) was acknowledged as the joint responsibility of the Springer press and ARD-affiliated commentators.



1980s - Peace movement:


	NATO retrofitting was presented in the media as having "no alternative."

	Peace demonstrators were denounced as "controlled by Moscow."



2001-2020 - Foreign assignments:


	The war in Afghanistan was presented as the "protection of human rights," although its basis in international law was highly controversial.

	Critics (including Peter Scholl-Latour and Jürgen Todenhöfer) were marginalized.



2020-2022 - Corona:


	Synchronization of the corona narrative: "lack of alternatives," "solidarity," "science says..."

	Critics such as Sucharit Bhakdi, Wolfgang Wodarg, Bodo Schiffmann, Stefan Hockertz, and others were systematically marginalized, ridiculed, or defamed as "right-wing extremists."

	The term "Schwurbel" became acceptable under public law, marking a new form of denunciation propaganda. [2]









3.4 Remoteness from the state? A legal wishful thinking construct

THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL Court has repeatedly emphasized that broadcasting must be organized "far from the state." [3]

But in reality:


	Representatives from political parties, churches, trade unions, and pro-government groups dominate the boards of the public broadcasters.

	Critical voices on NATO, Israel, the EU, or the pharmaceutical industry do not have a permanent broadcasting slot.


	Private providers were only authorized late and under strict licensing - especially RTL and Sat.1 in the 1980s. Alternative media (such as KenFM, Apolut, Reitschuster, and Rubikon) were marginalized entirely after 2020.




3.5 From the information mandate to the opinion corridor

THE ORIGINAL EDUCATIONAL mission has given way to a predetermined corridor of opinion:


	The talk shows are always dominated by the same guests - close to the party, loyal to the system, often with multiple networks.

	Critical debates ("compulsory vaccination," "climate," "war") are not discussed but staged in a consensual manner.

	Documentaries repeat state narratives - without investigative counterweights.



According to representative studies, trust in ARD and ZDF is at an all-time low. [4]

Conclusion Chapter 3

THE PUBLIC MEDIA IN Germany are not the fourth estate but an extension of the state's press office.

They reproduce system-stabilizing narratives and specifically combat any profound criticism of the system - from the 1968 movement to peace activists and today's opponents of measures.

In a true democracy, there would be no obligation to finance pro-government opinion. In Germany, this obligation is institutionalized and legally protected.



📚 Footnotes Chapter 3

[1] LERSCH, PETER: GESCHICHTE des öffentlich-rechtlichen Rundfunks in Deutschland, Nomos, 2007.

[2] Thomä, Dieter: Mutige Feiglinge - Über den neuen Konformismus in Medien und Gesellschaft, Suhrkamp, 2023.

[3] BVerfG: Broadcasting judgement of 1961 (BVerfGE 12, 205).

[4] Reuters Institute Digital News Report 2023: Trust in media in Germany at only 44%.
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​Chapter 4: The censorship of perpetrator texts - Why "Mein Kampf" and Goebbels were banned
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4.1 Official justification: "Protection against reactivation."

The ban on Adolf Hitler's "Mein Kampf" and numerous other Nazi writings in the post-war period was primarily justified by the need to protect the public from right-wing extremist indoctrination.

The Bavarian state government assumed ownership of the book in 1945 and prohibited its distribution. An annotated version was only published after the copyright expired (2016). [1]

Joseph Goebbels' diaries, Nazi textbooks, racial laws, and speeches were also only published in a heavily edited, scientifically controlled form.

However, a closer look reveals that these writings are not dangerous because they are overly convincing but rather because they expose the reality of the perpetrators.

4.2 The perpetrator texts as evidence - not as propaganda

ANYONE WHO READS "Mein Kampf" or Goebbels' speeches unabridged will recognize this:


	The language is fanatical, obsessive, often confused, and full of contradictions.

	In it, Hitler openly states that he is fighting against democracy, parliamentarianism, pluralism, and equal rights - long before 1933.


	Goebbels documents how targeted language control, media leveling, enemy image cultivation, and fear politics formed the foundation of Nazi rule. [2]



These texts demonstrate that the crimes were not committed by mistake or in self-defense but were systematically and ideologically planned—and that broad sections of the population agreed with or tacitly approved of them.

Free access to these texts would have deeply shaken the self-image of the Federal Republic of Germany (Federal Republic of Germany).

4.3 Why the ban was convenient - for perpetrators and successors

PROHIBITION AS REPRESSION:

By banning central Nazi writings, it was possible to create the impression that fascism was a kind of irrational state of emergency - not the result of political strategy, economic cooperation, and mass media control.

Protection of the post-war elites:

If the population had realized how clearly the crimes had been announced, they would inevitably have had to ask themselves:

Who knew back then—and who benefited from it?

The answer would have destroyed many West German careers in administration, business, education, and politics.

State anti-fascism instead of genuine enlightenment:

From then on, the state itself claimed the role of the anti-fascist admonisher. Anyone who spoke about Nazi mechanisms outside of this state-sanctioned framework - for example, to point out parallels to the present - was labeled a revisionist, trivializer, or conspirator.

4.4 The myth of the "seduced people"

THE BAN ON CENTRAL texts strengthened a dangerous legend:
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