
 

“Never again (Russia)!” 
On the rehabilitation of fascism in Germany 
By Susann Witt-Stahl 

 

This presentation was given at the conference “Fascism back in Europe?” organized by 
the Zetkin Forum for Social Research, which took place in Berlin from June 20 to 22, 
2025. The recorded version of the presentation can be found here: 
https://youtu.be/WTWASUvGrqU  

 

Peter Tschentscher, Social Democrat (SPD) mayor of Hamburg, defended logistics 
businessman Klaus-Michael Kühne in an interview in May 2025. His father, Alfred Kühne, 
was a member of Hitler’s Nazi Party and earned a fortune with his company Kühne & 
Nagel from the Nazis' “Aryanization” programs, becoming a monopolist in government 
contracts for the transport of deported Jews' possessions in occupied Western Europe. 
After World War II, Kühne & Nagel served as a front company for the establishment of 
the Gehlen Organization, the predecessor of West Germany’s Federal Intelligence 
Service, which was full of Nazi perpetrators. Klaus-Michael Kühne, who is the richest 
German with a wealth of $42.5 billion, according to Forbes, refuses to come to terms 
with his family's past. “He doesn't like his father being called a Nazi,” said Tschentscher, 
justifying Kühne's denial of guilt – thereby disqualifying the objective findings of 
historical science in favor of the subjective sensitivities of the perpetrators' heirs. “That's 
the terrible thing about that period: everyone who profited from the fact that we 
harassed, murdered, and expelled the Jews,” said Tschentscher, who assured that 
Kühne junior was by no means a Nazi (he supports The Greens and hopes former 
minister for economic aaairs Robert Habeck will become chancellor). There were “an 
incredible number” of companies economically complicit. Tschentscher's logic: Since 
everyone in Hitler's Germany was involved in the Holocaust, no one can be blamed and 
therefore no one is guilty.1 
 

Secondary Globke state and pro-imperialist “anti-
fascism”  
Such open protection of Nazis by influential representatives of the political class in 
Germany has been known primarily from the first three decades after World War II—the 
post-fascist era in which former Nazis were among the pillars of society in the West 
German Republic. Hans Globke, architect of the Nuremberg Race Laws, head of the 
Chancellery from 1953 and éminence grise behind chancellor Konrad Adenauer, is the 
best-known example of the dazzling careers that were made possible for Nazi criminals. 

https://youtu.be/WTWASUvGrqU


 

Writer Stephan Hermlin therefore described the Bonn Republic [Bonn was the capital of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, FRG or “West Germany” from 1949 to 1990] in 1961 as 
“the most dangerous state in the world” and its socialist rival, the German Democratic 
Republic (GDR), where he lived, as an “anti-Globke state.”.2 Theodor W. Adorno stated in 
his historic lecture “What Does Coming to Terms with the Past Mean?” in 1959 that “the 
afterlife of National Socialism in democracy is potentially more threatening than the 
afterlife of fascist tendencies against democracy.” The only question that remained open 
for him was whether Nazism continued to exist “merely as the specter of something so 
monstrous that it did not die with its own demise, or whether it never died at all.”.3 

Today, in the liberal center of “living democracy” in Germany, there emerges a stream of 
repressive measures, elements of fascist politics, aimed at enforcing a reactionary 
militaristic restructuring of the state and society (which is not identical to the 
establishment of a fascist regime—fundamental rights are restricted, not suspended; 
police violence is becoming more brutal; repressive measures against dissidents are 
becoming more arbitrary, but there is no open terror, etc.). This includes the formation 
and mobilization of a war-oriented Volksgemeinschaft (“national community”) by the 
government and the parliamentary opposition, with a largely integrated left wing, flanked 
by synchronized media, culture, trade unions, and NGOs. 

Accordingly, the ideologies of concealment and legitimation also make use of the 
language of political liberalism and left-liberalism. This means that the German reaction 
encodes elements of fascist politics, whose appearance is based on mimicry of 
democratic principles, which in reality are to be hollowed out or even partially 
abolished—similar to how they rallied around the banner of (national) “socialism” after 
the November Revolution of 1918/19. 

Fascism researcher Reinhard Opitz had already observed a renewed “change in 
strategy” in the early 1980s, linked to the “rise of the Federal Republic to become the 
second strongest economic power in the capitalist world after the US and the strongest 
military power in Western Europe (with a corresponding increase in global engagement 
and expansionism).”4 which presented itself as follows: "Once under the banner of 
socialism – against real socialism and all democratic forces, today under the banner of 
‘anti-fascism’ – against all real anti-fascists, and once again against real socialists and 
real democrats.”5 About three and a half decades after the end of the GDR and during 
the rise of “reunited” Germany to become the most powerful military force in Europe, 
this finding has become significantly more relevant. In the process of this legal 
development, as Opitz already emphasized at the time, the image of the enemy is no 
longer constructed based on ethnicity, but rather on totalitarian theory.6   

For example, “fortified democracy” is being preached: the term initially refers to the 
defense of democracy against “extremist” enemies within — of the right and the left. In 
doing so, fascists, including supporters of a Führer dictatorship, are placed on the same 
level as forces that want to overcome class society and build an egalitarian democracy. 
In the course of Germany's current militarization, however, “fortified democracy” is also 
and especially being used against the external enemies of the collective West, referred 
to as the “axis of authoritarians,” as well as against “left-wing extremist” anti-



 

imperialists and the anti-war camp, who are accused of having a (secret) alliance with 
the former. This is done with a concept of “anti-fascism” that reduces the most brutal 
form of bourgeois rule to hostility toward “freedom” (this term is never defined, of 
course, because then it would quickly become apparent that it praises economic 
liberalism rather than emancipation). The structural logic and dynamics of class society, 
the financiers and other supporters of the fascists from big business, and other 
significant factors are completely ignored, and rigid moralism is preached as an antidote 
to “authoritarian evil.” 

A prominent advocate of such ideological distortion of the notion of anti-fascism, which 
has been well received in left-wing circles in this country, for example by the Rosa 
Luxemburg Foundation, is the British journalist Paul Mason. In a critique of Mason's 
book “Fascism: And How to Stop It,” social scientist Jan Rehmann refers to a 2022 
article in The New Statesman in which Mason refers to the “anti-imperialist personality” 
and the extensively documented factual claim that Banderist and other fascist units 
have a significant influence in the Ukrainian armed forces with the right-wing QAnon 
sect and its delusions — in order to call for repression against the “pro-Kremlin left,” 
absurdly, for example, by restricting their civil liberties:7 " This refers to voices critical of 
NATO's role in the Ukraine war, which for Mason can only mean the spread of Russian 
disinformation,“ is how Rehmann analyzes Mason's “anti-fascism” as a tool for asserting 
Western power interests. “There are many indications that he has turned his conspiracy 
fantasies into a veritable crusade against left-wing critics of NATO.”8  

Similarly aggressive attacks are also coming from German liberals, especially from 
leading politicians in the The Green party, which is permeated by bellicose neocon 
ideology. “We must realize, Sahra Wagenknecht wants to fill Russia’s war chest with 
German money,” Anton Hofreiter practically accused the leading representative of the 
social democratic peace camp of high treason – without presenting any evidence – and 
resorted to Cold War hysteria about Moscow’s “fifth column” to brand her as an enemy. 9 

“Once defeated, one cannot return under the same name. One needs a new mask,” 
remarked author Peter Hacks in 1992. He was known to suspect that the Green Party 
was the womb from which “the cause” [militarism] would emerge the next time 
around.10 It could also be other pro-Western (left-wing) liberal forces—especially when it 
comes to individual elements of fascist politics that are to be enforced under the guise 
of rainbow colors.   

The “Globke state” is also back – this time under the historically specific conditions 
following the counterrevolutionary turning point of 1989/90 and the establishment of the 
Berlin Republic [with the integration of East Germany into the FRG in 1990, Berlin 
replaced Bonn as the FRG’s capital]. The generation of Nazi perpetrators has now 
passed away and no longer exercises direct power, so it makes sense to speak of a 
“secondary Globke state.” 

The reappraisal of Germany's past, which Adorno had initially declared a failure at the 
end of the 1950s, was pushed forward by the GDR over the course of the following 
decade, for example with projects such as "The Brown Book: War Criminals and Nazi 



 

Criminals in the Federal Republic and West Berlin" from 1965, and by the socialist wing 
of the '68 movement and other social leftists against the lies, denials, and silence of the 
perpetrators and allied reactionaries. However, under the continuing conditions of the 
possibility of a repeat of Auschwitz or the war of extermination (simply through ties to 
the capitalist West and the obligation to support its imperialist wars), it could not 
succeed in the long term. After the dissolution of the GDR, it finally failed and was 
replaced by an oaicial state culture of remembrance in the Berlin Republic. This became 
the beacon of a “Western community of values” for “freedom and democracy” and a 
“Never again!” to ‘dictatorship’ (National Socialism and communism), praised by 
historians such as August Winkler as a guarantee against a renewed wrong turn onto a 
“deutscher Sonderweg” (a path of development particular to Germany). However, since 
this “victor of history” was in reality seeking to replace international law with an order 
based solely on the rules of its imperial ambitions, at least a partial revision of 
Germany's past was inevitable – including the secondary exoneration and exculpation of 
Nazi collaborators, whose political and military heirs are needed again today. 
 

German normalization and the ideology of military 
preparedness 

In 1989/90, Germany began its resurgence as a sovereign nation and middle power. 
Debates about “drawing a line under the past” became more frequent. At the same time, 
there was a noticeable disappearance of memories of the war of annihilation against the 
Soviet Union and anti-fascist resistance, as well as a de-historicization and mystification 
of the genocide of the Jews. Already during the Second Gulf War, there were signs that in 
Western propaganda, the specter of “communism,” whose impact had faded after the 
collapse of real socialism, was taking a back seat to the danger of “fascism,” which 
supposedly emanated exclusively from NATO's enemies. In 1991, the writer Hans 
Magnus Enzensberger made the first much-noticed move in this direction in Germany 
when he declared Iraqi President Saddam Hussein to be “Hitler's reincarnation” in a 
treatise, thus providing the “anti-fascist” ideological justification for the invasion by the 
US and its allies.11  

The liberal US political scientist Daniel Goldhagen achieved great success in 1996 with 
his book “Hitler’s Willing Executioners,” in which he presented a fitting revisionist 
narrative about German fascism — a radical break with historical-materialist 
historiography. Goldhagen constructed an explanatory model of Hitler's fascism and its 
crimes that focused on a German evil emerging from the foggy realm of bourgeois 
idealism and was rooted in “proximity to ethnic nationalism,” as Marxist fascism 
researcher Reinhard Kühnl criticized. The “causal relationship between capitalist 
property relations and capitalist interests in domination and expansion on the one hand, 
and fascism as an ideology and form of rule on the other” was almost completely 
ignored. Former anti-fascist resistance fighter Emil Carlebach pointedly drew attention 
to what Goldhagen's ideological contortions were primarily suited for, thereby also 
explaining the frenetic enthusiasm with which his book was received by liberals and left-



 

liberals: they “distracted from the realization” of who was “behind the crimes of Hitler's 
Germany.”12 Because it was a demonic German entity, it could no longer be the 
monopoly bourgeoisie. 

These were precisely the ideologies needed to justify NATO-backed German 
imperialism, which gradually shifted back into “action” mode. At that time, the 
Bundeswehr was transformed from a territorial defense army into an international 
intervention force (see Defense Policy Guidelines 1992).13 The climax came with 
Germany's first participation in a war of aggression since 1945: in 1999, Yugoslavia was 
bombed with military support from a Germany that was now “good” because it had 
defeated ‘evil’ and waged this war, which violated international law, not despite but 
“because of Auschwitz,” as the then Green Foreign Minister Joseph Fischer put it. The 
functional elites of German imperialism had thus accomplished the feat of ideologically 
exploiting their own old crimes to legitimize new ones. Consequently, Goldhagen 
demanded that the attacks on Yugoslavia should not stop until a “German solution” had 
been enforced: after all, he argued, the diaerence between Hitler and Milosevic lay 
solely in the “magnitude” of their crimes. This was not only another important step 
toward relativizing Germany's guilt in World War II, but also toward disposing of its 
fascist past: suddenly, the descendants of its former enemies were “Hitler.” 

This marked the beginning of Germany's normalization as a nation participating in war. In 
2001, it joined the US “War on Terror” against Afghanistan and other countries in the 
Global South. Accordingly, the Bundeswehr was “reoriented toward becoming a more 
flexible and internationally active player in the field of security policy” (cf. Defense Policy 
Guidelines 200314). About a decade later, Germany became a normalized nation that 
cooperated with pro-Western fascists (who were publicly portrayed as pro-European 
“freedom fighters” and “radical democrats”): In 2014, the Merkel government supported 
the Maidan coup plotters and their “anti-terrorist operation” against the insurgent 
population in eastern Ukraine – initially only politically. This was followed by a military-
strategic realignment of the Bundeswehr, which was preformulated in the “Bühler 
Paper” of 2017 with “significantly more ambitious goals” in view of a growing 
confrontation with Russia15 and was established in the 2023 Defense Policy Guidelines. 
Germany forms “the backbone of deterrence and collective defense in Europe.”16 Since 
2022, this has included Germany arming and training pro-Western fascists as the 
spearhead of the Ukrainian army in the proxy war against Russia to NATO standards. 
 

Fascist military forces in Ukraine 
Since 2014, neo-Nazi and other fascist organizations have formed a cornerstone of 
Ukraine's army and security architecture. The best-known example is the Azov 
movement, which emerged from the Social-National Assembly and its paramilitary arm, 
Patriot of Ukraine, among others. The latter two sought to create a Greater Ukraine “for 
Ukrainians,” were programmatically oriented toward the NSDAP, and, along with two 
other groups, were among the grassroots organizations of the fascist alliance Right 
Sector, which militarily enforced the Maidan coup. All right-wing extremist structures 
within the armed forces and security apparatus of Ukraine are manifestly in the tradition 



 

of the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN), founded in 1929, and the militia of 
its radical wing under the leadership of Stepan Bandera, the Ukrainian Insurgent Army 
(UPA).17 

During World War II, these structures were temporarily allied with Hitler's Germany and 
shared Nazi ideology, such as exterminationist anti-Semitism. Many members of the 
OUN also fought in units of the German Wehrmacht and Waaen-SS at that time. The 
OUN acted as an accomplice to the Holocaust and/or other serious crimes on several 
levels and in various ways. Many of its political descendants, who today are more 
oriented toward neo-Nazism, revere not only Stepan Bandera but also Adolf Hitler, wear 
swastikas, imperial eagles, and runes, and use slogans of Hitler's troops, such as “My 
honor is loyalty” of the SS. Quite a few of the steadily growing fascist associations in the 
Ukrainian army and National Guard bear not only the insignia of the OUN and UPA, but 
also those of the Waaen-SS in their oaicial troop insignia; this applies, for example, to 
the two corps of Azov.18 Their commanders are prominent fascists from the days of 
Maidan fighting. Even Valery Zaluzhnyi, who was commander-in-chief of the Ukrainian 
army until February 2024, is an avowed Banderist. 
 

Historical revisionism and exoneration certificates for 
pro-Western Nazis 
The fact that the legal successor to the Third Reich, of all places, under the auspices of a 
liberal democracy that prides itself on its impeccable reappraisal and coming to terms 
with the past, maintains a pact with the historical successors of the collaborators of 
Hitler's state is an irresolvable contradiction. That is why governments of the FRG are 
working to whitewash fascist movements in Ukraine and their predecessors. 

The coordinates for the legitimizing ideology of Germany's renewed embrace of 
Banderists and other Ukrainian fascists, as well as a revisionism of history on a 
previously unknown scale, were revealed by the traaic light coalition government (SPD, 
liberal democratic FDP, and The Greens) in September 2023. Bundestag member Sevim 
Dağdelen, at the time still a member of Die Linke (the Left Party), received an outrageous 
response to a minor inquiry she and her parliamentary group had submitted on “Right-
wing extremist manifestations of Ukrainian historical policy,” which is “characterized by 
a rehabilitation of actors from the OUN and UPA,” and her reference to their complicity 
in the crimes against humanity committed by Nazi Germany, as documented by 
historians, received the response: Among other things, the federal government stated 
that it “expressly did not endorse” the “legal assessments and factual claims” of the 
questioners, “in particular with regard to the blanket classification of certain (historical) 
groups or individuals as right-wing extremist, anti-Semitic,” etc. Furthermore, almost all 
of Dağdelen's 25 specific questions were dismissed with the phrase “The federal 
government has no information of its own on this matter beyond what has been reported 
in the media.”19 Dağdelen stated that these statements of alleged ignorance were “in 
fact a denial of the scientific findings of international Holocaust research.” This would 



 

“break the consensus that has existed since 1945” – a “major historical and political 
malfunction”.20 

Germany’s Federal Agency for Political Education (bpb), which is subordinate to the 
Federal Ministry of the Interior, unsurprisingly adapted its analyses to the 
“historiography” of the traaic light coalition government. In 2017, historian and author of 
the only scientific biography of Stepan Bandera to date, Grzegorz Rossolinski-Liebe, was 
still able to classify the OUN and its leadership as clearly fascist in the journal Aus 
Politik und Zeitgeschichte (Politics and Contemporary History) published by the bpb.21 In 
2022, historian Kai Struve declared the claim of the OUN being fascist to be 
“controversial” – “it did not correspond to older definitions of fascism” – and even 
denied the rise of the Bandera cult since the Maidan coup (although it is significant). 
Struve made a particular eaort to portray Ukrainian fascism as a product of Russian 
propaganda and to shift responsibility: “In fact, however, the Russian war against 
Ukraine has now shown more than clearly,” according to the author, “that the danger of a 
new fascism does not arise from an uncritical veneration of Bandera and the OUN in 
Ukraine, but from the lack of critical engagement with Russian and Soviet imperial rule 
and Soviet mass crimes in Russia.”22 At the same time, the neo-Nazi character of the 
Azov military was obscured. Ukrainian political scientist Ivan Gomza described it in June 
2022 in a bpb analysis as a collection of “patriots and ideologically deviated right-
wingers,” always emphasizing the allegedly marginal position of the latter. Most of them 
had already left Azov after the regiment was incorporated into the National Guard; the 
“ban on political agitation in the army” had led to “further deradicalization and de-
ideologization.”23 Apart from the fact that there is no valid evidence for this claim: at the 
time of publication of the bpb article, another Azov special regiment was already being 
formed, initially for the territorial defense of the Ukrainian armed forces, consisting of 
veterans and members of the neo-Nazi organization Centuria, founded in 202024 and the 
National Corps, from which the 3rd Separate Assault Brigade emerged a few months 
later—an extremely significant development that the author has completely omitted. 
The 3rd separate Azov assault brigade, which was expanded into an army corps in 2025, 
as was the Azov unit in the National Guard, explicitly places itself in the tradition of the 
OUN-B and also the Waaen-SS division “Galicia”.25     

The revising and ideological obscuring of the history of Ukrainian collaborators with 
Hitler and the suppression of facts about their political heirs has long corresponded with 
a practice of systematic concealment, silence, denial, and contestation with ignorance 
of the increasing activities of Ukrainian pro-Ukrainian fascists in Germany, German 
Nazis in Ukraine, and the cooperation of the German armed forces and German 
politicians with fascist military personnel in Ukraine—in eaect, a creeping integration 
into the “fortified democracy” is taking place. 

Examples:  

• On March 1, 2025, a group of right-wing extremists marched through Berlin in a 
demonstration against the Russian government under the banner of the neo-
Nazi Russian Volunteer Corps, which considers itself the successor to Hitler's 



 

Russian Vlasov Army and fights for the Kiev government under the command of 
the Ukrainian military intelligence service. Chants called for the murder of 
“Putinists.” The Berlin police lifted the ban on face coverings for the neo-Nazi 
formation. Reason: “To protect their identity from possible reprisals by the 
Russian government.”26   

• Since April 2025, the German Volunteer Corps, which recruits from the neo-Nazi 
party Der III. Weg, has been integrated into the fascist 49th Carpathian-Sich 
Storm Battalion of the Ukrainian army.27 Although Der III. Weg is classified by 
Germany’s Ministry of the Interior as a “right-wing extremist, anti-Semitic, and 
misanthropic group,” the government spokesperson claimed, when asked by a 
journalist, to have “no knowledge of the deployment of these units and, above 
all, of their armament.” A spokesperson for the Foreign Ministry added: “What 
concerns us in Ukraine, however, is the ongoing Russian attack.”28  

• On May 8, 2025, Major General Christian Freuding, head of the planning and 
command staa of the Federal Minister of Defense and the Ukraine Situation 
Center, and the commander of the anti-tank battalion of the 3rd Azov Corps of 
the Ukrainian Army posed together for a photo published by the Ukrainian oaicer 
who praised the continuation of the fight of the SS Division “Galicia” to continue 
the fight, on the “Day of Remembrance and Victory over Nazism.”29 When asked, 
the Federal Ministry of Defense stated that they were not aware of the Azov 
oaicer.30  

• On May 13, 2025, members of at least The Greens, CDU, and SPD parliamentary 
groups held a meeting with a delegation from the Azov Corps of the National 
Guard in a conference room of the German Bundestag to discuss the situation of 
Ukrainian prisoners of war. The Azov delegation included a former activist of the 
Nazi militia Patriot of Ukraine and an admirer of Hitler. The German public was 
not informed about the meeting by the participating parliamentary groups. The 
Alternative für Deutschland (AfD) and Die Linke did not respond to a press inquiry 
as to whether they were involved.31  

 
 

“Anti-Hitler coalition" against Russia 

No exoneration of the old, new fascist allies of German imperialism can be achieved 
without incriminating their enemies. The primary goal is to Nazify them and shift the 
blame for world-historical crimes. Terms used by Ukrainian right-wingers like "Putler" 
and the equation of Russia with Nazi Germany have found their way into the political 
culture of the Federal Republic of Germany. Already on the 80th anniversary of the 
German invasion of the Soviet Union in 2021, the German-Soviet Non-Aggression Pact of 
1939 was interpreted as an alliance, contrary to historical facts, for example, by a Green 
Party politician in order to secure the cancellation of Federal President Frank-Walter 
Steinmeier's oaicial commemorative speech at the German-Russian Museum in 
Karlshorst, Berlin.32 



 

Since the beginning of the Russian invasion of Ukraine, links have been intensively 
constructed between this conflict and the campaign of German troops against the 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic in World War II. In some cases, it is even insinuated 
that Hitler and Stalin were working together there, and that Russia is now committing a 
second Holocaust with bullets: "Many of the places that are now being fought over can 
already be found on the maps of the German Wehrmacht: Slavyansk, Kramatorsk, 
Mariupol. Places where the Germans murdered Ukrainian Jews have come under fire 
again in the current fighting: [...] Next to the mass graves that can be found in almost 
every Ukrainian city – by Stalin's and Hitler's special commandos – new mass graves 
have been dug [...] The Russian aggressors' talk of the 'final solution to the Ukrainian 
question' sounds somehow familiar to us, who flinch when we hear of a final solution," 
the German Eastern European historian Karl Schlögel remarked in May 2022. And 
further: "The name, if it is not to be the name only for the unsurpassable evil, i.e. 
'fascism,' will surely emerge; the search is underway: neo-totalitarianism, Russo-
fascism, or the neologism 'Rashism' (formed from Russia and Fascism); strangely 
enough, the longue durée of the Stalinist empire appears the least."33  

With the German Bundestag's classification of the 1932/33 famine in Ukraine, known as 
the "Holodomor," as a genocide committed by the Soviet leadership on November 30, 
2022, the opportunity was seized to identify a connection to Auschwitz: The 
"Holodomor" fell into a period of previously "unimaginable crimes against humanity on 
the European continent," stated the motion by the SPD, Greens, FDP, and conservative 
CDU/CSU. "These include the Holocaust of European Jews in its historical singularity, 
the war crimes of the Wehrmacht, and the systematic murder of millions of innocent 
civilians as part of Germany's racist war of annihilation in the East."34  

In 2023, Goethe University in Frankfurt and its aailiated Fritz Bauer Institute invited the 
founder of the human rights organization Memorial to deliver a speech on the Day of 
Remembrance for the Victims of National Socialism. Irina Scherbakova did not 
commemorate the German genocide of the Jews and the war of annihilation but spoke 
of the crimes of the Soviet Union and Russia today as the "unpredictable Evil" that is as 
bad as Hitler and Stalin combined.35  

With Major General Christian Freuding, a senior oaicer in the Bundeswehr already sees 
himself at the head of a new "anti-Hitler coalition." He wants to take action with the 
armed forces of a "fortified democracy" and assume historical responsibility: On 
Liberation Day 2025, at the 17th Security Forum in Kyiv, where the Russian president was 
proclaimed the "present Hitler," he called for a drastic increase in arms production for a 
"long war" and warned: Otherwise, "we will betray our historical legacy.".36     
 

German continuities 

The Bonn Republic's self-portrayal as a world champion in “coming to terms with the 
past” (Vergangenheitsbewältigung) still obscures the fact that Western ties were, from 
the very beginning, a lifeline for German continuity. In his lecture on reappraising 
Germany's past, Adorno outlined the consequences for the Bonn Republic's policies: "It 
seems to retrospectively justify Hitler's attack on the Soviet Union. Since the Western 



 

world, as a unit, defines itself essentially by fending oa the Russian threat, it looks as if 
the victors of 1945 had only foolishly destroyed the proven bulwark against Bolshevism, 
only to rebuild it a few years later."37 Also underestimated is the power of anti-
communism, a matrix component of fascism that was never overcome after the 
collapse of the rival system and is increasingly virulent again. It is "the oaicial civic 
stance, and in it, ideological elements of Nazism have amalgamated with those of the 
capitalist West," as psychoanalysts Margarete and Alexander Mitscherlich attested in 
their 1967 study "The Inability to Mourn" of the political culture of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, noting that the image of the Bolsheviks that had been generated in the 
"Third Reich" has "hardly been corrected."38 Against this background alone, the thesis of 
the Israeli historian Ishay Landa that the “true Sonderweg” is “a path of the West” is of 
particular relevance today.39    

In the secondary Globke state, the rehabilitation of the Ukrainian fascists, whose 
ancestors made pacts with Hitler, eaectively represents the first major step toward 
revising the history of German fascism – but it is only a small step toward manifestly 
exonerating the monopoly capital that profited from Auschwitz and the war of 
annihilation against the Soviet Union. In this respect, the initiative of Hamburg's mayor, 
Peter Tschentscher, is by no means politically reckless, but rather consistent. For if 
Ukrainian Banderism no longer needs to be discussed today, German Nazism can safely 
be ignored tomorrow. 

What is truly disturbing, but also revealing, and a clear indicator of an advanced right-
wing shift and de-democratization in Germany, is that there is virtually no critical public 
against historical revisionism and the removal of taboos against fascists. The 
parliamentary and hegemonic extra-parliamentary left is proving to be almost a 
complete failure. Not only does Die Linke not challenge the normalization of the infernal 
pact with fascists, some of its politicians even march alongside Ukrainian nationalists in 
support of arms deliveries.40 Anti-fascist organizations, such as the Association of 
Victims of the Nazi Regime – Federation of Anti-Fascists (VVN-BdA), have discarded 
Marxist theories of fascism, largely adopted the narratives of the federal government, 
and integrated themselves into the German situation with preemptive obedience.41 It 
seems only a matter of time before this blind (state) anti-fascism bows to the perversion 
of the emancipatory categorical imperative "Never again!", driven by arch-reactionary 
forces, into the battle cry "Never again Russia!", which is already echoing through 
German streets. 
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