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ABSTRACT
Hollywood’s Spies: Jewish Infiltration of Nazi aRdo-Nazi Groups
in Los Angeles, 1933-1941
by Laura Rosenzweig

In the 1930s, Los Angeles was a hotbed of Nazuerfted political activity.
Between 1933-1941, hundreds of far right-wing paditgroups led by the local
chapter of the German-American Bund, emergedarcity. Intent on launching a
Nazi-style political movement, these groups fomeéradostile political climate that
threatened the city’s Jews. In response to theaththe Jewish executives of the
motion picture industry joined with other Jewishders in the city to form the Los
Angeles Jewish Community Committee (LAJCC.) Puyplithe LAJCC combatted
prejudice and religious intolerance by joining imic group coalitions. Privately,
however, the LAJCC paid private investigators fdtnate these Nazi-influenced
groups to monitor their political activities. Thdormation collected by Hollywood’s
spies was passed onto local, federal and militéigias during the decade,
informing both the McCormack-Dickstein Committegastigation of Nazi
propaganda activity in 1934, and the Dies Commitigestigation on un-American
activity between 1938-1940. The role that Amaridaws played in these
congressional investigations, let alone the Jewsadlfywood, was not understood by
the public at the time, nor by historians since.

Drawing on archival collections in Los Angeles, N¥ark, Cincinnati and

Washington, this dissertation recovers the stothefLAJCC and Hollywood'’s spies

to revise the consensus on American Jewish pdlagancy and influence in the
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1930s. It demonstrates that American Jews werguite as paralyzed by
antisemitism in the 1930s as the consensus contélffas political relationships the
LAJCC established and the defense strategies fitaddo combat domestic Nazism
reveal a new dimension of American Jewish politinlence in the United States in
the 1930s. This dissertation also marks the emeegef Los Angeles as a new site
of American Jewish political power. As a resultlod financial and political backing
of the Jews of Hollywood, the LAJCC distinguisheskif from other American
Jewish defense organizations of the era, risingptibical influence in Washington at
a time when Jewish leaders in New York and Chidaliered in the fight against

domestic Nazism in the United States.



DEDICATION

This dissertation is dedicated to the memory ofrLeewis, the Jewish leaders
of the motion picture industry, and the men and womwho worked with them to
fight the rise of Nazism in Los Angeles between39941. Their willingness to step
outside the boundaries of their personal livesoimlzat a political problem far greater
than themselves is an inspiration.

They remind all of us that democracy is nepactator sport.
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Introduction

In early 1940Liberty Magazineublished a seven-part series authored by
Congressman Martin Dies of Texas, detailing thdifigs of his two-year
Congressional investigation into un-American atieg across the country. The
Liberty Magazineseries alleged Communist infiltration into eveoyreer of
American society. The fifth article of the series, “The Reds in lfalood,” revealed
the most sensational of revelations from the Cotes extensive investigations:
Hollywood was harboring and nurturing Communistspirators> According to
Dies, the motion picture producers had contribléege sums of money to the
Communist Party, and motion picture writers wergvguting American culture by
subtly injecting Communist propaganda into thém&> Invoking the widely
accepted Fascist-Communist political binary ofehe Dies asserted th&ihce“the
producers [were] almost unanimous in the belief.titae real threat [in this country]
c[alme from Fascists and Nazis...” thiénerefore“look[ed] upon Russia as a
democratic country and the Communist Party as wdrll against the spread of
Fascism.* Among his many spurious proof points, Dies infechhis readers that the

motion picture executives themselves had maintaametelaborate ‘detective agency’

! Martin Dies, “More Snakes Than | Can Kill (Pa)f’lLiberty. January 6 (1940); Martin Dies, “More
Snakes Than | Can Kill (Part 2),iberty, January 13 (1940); Martin Dies, “More Snakes Th&an
Kill (Part 3),” Liberty, January 27 (1940); Martin Dies, “More Snakes Th@an Kill (Part 4),"Liberty
Magazing February 3 (1940); Martin Dies, “More Snakes iTh&an Kill (Part 5),"Liberty Magazine
February 10 (1940); Martin Dies, “The Reds in Halbod,” Liberty MagazineFebruary 17 (1940);
Martin Dies, “Is Communism Invading the Movied4berty MagazineFebruary 24 (1940).
2 Martin Dies, “The Reds in Hollywood.”
j Martin Dies, “The Reds in Hollywood,” 47.

Ibid.



whose professed purpose is to keep the produdersied regarding Nazi activities
in the United States and particularly in Califoriia

Although Martin Dies had a reputation for playiiagt and loose with the
facts, his revelation of Hollywood’s private inviggttion of Nazi activity in the
United States was accuratéBetween 1934-1941, the Jews of Hollywood did pay
private investigators to infiltrate Nazi groups ogaéeng in Los Angeles. Joining
forces with other Jewish business and professieadkers in Los Angeles, the Jews
of Hollywood formed the Los Angeles Jewish Commydibmmittee (LAJCC) to
combat escalating antisemitism in the city. Puylithe LAJCC was dedicated to
fighting prejudice and religious intolerance thrbugterfaith and non-sectarian
partnerships with other civic groupsPrivately, however, the LAJCC maintained a
covert fact-finding operation collecting evidendesnbversive Nazi activities in Los
Angeles, which they passed onto federal authorities

For decades, historians have concluded that the déttollywood purposely
distanced themselves from the political challermesronting American Jew’s.This
dissertation, however, demonstrates that the JéWsltywood were not absent from
the political crises facing American Jews, theyaveist hidden. For seven years,

“Hollywood’s spies” submitted daily eyewitness refgadocumenting the rise of the

® Ibid.

® Walter GoodmariThe Committee: The Extraordinary Career of the #®oCommittee on Un-
American Activities (Baltimore: Penguin Books, 1969), 13, 53, 11115.

" Shana BernsteiBridges of Reform: Interracial Civil Rights Actimisin Twentieth-Century Los
AngelegNew York: Oxford University Press, 2011), passim.

8 Neal GablerAn Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Huodigd (New York: Crown
Publishers, 1988), introduction; Henry L. FeingddTime for Searching: Entering the Mainstream,
1920-1945Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1928%.



insurgent Nazism in LA and beyofidrearful that the information their agents
gathered on Nazi activity would not be taken seslipby authorities if it came from
Jewish sources, the LAJCC partnered with the Amaarleegion, a group whose
Americanism was unimpeachable, to pass the evidemcefederal authorities. The
information collected by Hollywood’s spies guidettlanformed the McCormack-
Dickstein Committee hearings on Nazi propagandaities in 1934, and the Dies
Committee hearings on un-American activities betwE@38-1940. Through it all,
the support that American Jews, let alone the &gwiollywood, provided to
Congress and to the FBI, was neither understodtidpublic at the time nor by
historians since.

This dissertation recovers the story of the Loséag Jewish Community
Committee and Hollywood’s spies for the historiggrg on American Jewish
political agency in the 1930s. The LAJCC was trat ewish defense organization
established in the United States for the expregsgse of monitoring and reporting
on antisemitic and fascist activity. The LAJCC'’s covert fact-finding operation of

the German-American Bund and its Nazi-inspifeties demonstrates that American

° From here on, “Hollywood’s spies” will refer toetundercover agents and their covert activities,
which began in 1933 and ended in 1941. “LAJCCIl bél used to refer to all of the activities of the
Committee, both public and private, between 193351

19 Shana BernsteiBridges of Reform: Interracial Civil Rights Actimisin Twentieth-Century Los
Angeles49, 232, endnote #96.

" The terms “Nazi-influenced and “Nazi-inspired” Mok used to describe a segment of the American
far-right that promulgated political antisemitismthe United States as an expression of ultra-
nationalism. From an academic perspective, thagancontinuum within the extreme right that
justifies this debate. Historically, however, Amecan Jews made no such distinctions. Whetheedall
“Nazi” or “fascist,” American Jews understood thegseups to be enemies of liberalism and democracy.
The terms “Nazi-influenced” and “Nazi-inspired” Wile used to describe the groups associated with
FNG/Bund in order to differentiate them from donesght-wing groups that may have been
antisemitic, but were not influenced by Nazism.



Jews were not quite as paralyzed by the virulefc®mestic antisemitism in the
1930s as the consensus contends. Furthermorgolitieal relationships the LAJCC
established with local law enforcement, federad| amlitary intelligence officials to
combat the forces of domestic Nazism reveal a navemision of American Jewish
political influence in the United States in the @93hat revises long-held conclusions
that American Jews lacked the political influenteytneeded in Washington to
effectively advance their political agenda durihgtttime®?

The case of Hollywood'’s spies pinpoints the eravlimch Los Angeles emerged
as a new site of American Jewish agency and infle@mthe United States. For
decades, New York City had been the center of Jepostical power and influence
in the United States. It was home to the largestentration of Jewish Americans
and consequently, it was the center of Americarnslepolitical leadership. While
New York would remain the center of American Jewpsthitical leadership in the
United States after the war, Los Angeles quickBwgto become the second largest
Jewish community in the country by the last quasfahe twentieth century. The
1930s presage Los Angeles’ emergence as a new oétmerican Jewish political
influence in the post-war years.

In the 1930s, political differences, organizatigealousies and weak

leadership prevented the national Jewish defergan@ations from working

2 Henry L. FeingoldThe Politics of Rescue: The Roosevelt Administnagiod the Holocaust, 1938-
1945(New York: Holocaust Library, Distributed by ScheckBooks, 1980); Henry L. Feingold,
Bearing Witness: How America and Its Jews Respota#te Holocaust (Syracuse, NY: Syracuse
University Press, 1995); David S. Wym&mgper Walls: America and the Refugee Crisis, 193811
(Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 1968).



effectively on behalf of American and European dévnterests® Historians
guestion whether these groups -- the American Je@@nmittee (AJC), Anti-
Defamation League of B’nai Brith (ADL) or the Ameain Jewish Congress -- even
deserve the attribution of “national” defense orgations during the 1930s, given
their ineffectiveness. During the Depression, Anaar Jewish political agency was
located at the community level, with each city arigang its own political, cultural
and welfare organizations. The LAJCC is an exaroptee many local Jewish
community relations committees that American Jestal#ished to deal with the
problem of antisemitism in the 1930dollywood’s Spieshowever, explicates the
exceptional leadership and financial and politcagbital that the Jews of Los Angeles
possessed that distinguished the LAJCC from the Rising to national political
influence, the LAJCC represented American Jewigra@sts to Washington at a time
when Jewish leaders in New York and Chicago failtémehe fight against domestic
Nazism in the United States.

** *

This dissertation is based on research from aivelgtnew historical archive,
theJewish Federation Council of Greater Los Angelem@uinity Relations
Committee Collectiofhereafter, CRC Papers). The CRC Papers aremé&deacial
Collections and Archives of Oviatt Library at Califia State University, Northridge.

The collection contains the documents of the Jewisimmunity Relations Council of

3 Marc Dollinger,Quest for Inclusion: Jews and Liberalism in Mod@merica (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2000), Chapter 2; Henry L. Feldg@earing Witness: How America and Its Jews
Responded to the Holocaushapters 10, 1Xulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of
Nazism (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2000)ater 6.



Los Angeles from its inception in the 1930s throtigh 1970s. Parts 1 and 2 of the
collection cover the years 1933-1945. They comapioroximately four hundred
boxes with more than 60,000 pages of documentdidgtthe undercover activities
of Hollywood'’s spies, the activities and relatioipshof the German-American Bund
to its nativist allies, and correspondence betwber AJCC, the ADL, the AJC,

local law enforcement officials, Congress, and tamii intelligence officials in
southern California. The archive is an unparatléteasure that documents the day-
by-day evolution of domestic Nazism on the westtbatween 1933-1945 and
Jewish efforts to combat it.

This dissertation is primarily a work of historigalcovery. It recovers the
history of the LAJCC and of Hollywood'’s spies, regonrg and explicating the
documents from the CRC Papers for the historiograptmerican Jewish political
power in the 1930s. Reliance on a single soures gose problems of reliability and
credibility. The information in the CRC Paperswwer, is corroborated by
documents from other archival collections, incligdmanuscript collections at USC'’s
Doheny Library, the American Jewish Archives in €imati, the American Jewish
Committee and the Center for American Jewish HystoNew York City, and the
National Archives in Washington, D.C. Readersareouraged to consult the
endnotes in this dissertation, particularly formeas four and eight, for a full
understanding of the historiographic significantéhas work. These sources confirm

the role that the LAJCC played in the two 1930s @essional investigations on un-



American activities, the McCormack-Dickstein Contentinvestigation (1934) and

the Dies Committee investigation (1938-1940.)

The Challenge of Self-Defense in the 1930s

American Jewish historiography contends that Anaerigews in the 1930s
lacked the political agency needed to effectivadfedd their political interests. First,
the historiography maintains that the sudden wvircgeof antisemitism during the
Depression caught American Jews off guard, creatiolgnate of fear that inhibited
American Jewish political agency, particularly whecame to advocating for
German Jewry? Second, the historiography asserts that Amereavs lacked the
national political organization and leadershipaeded to confront that hostility as a
united front. The lack of a strong, national Jéwpslitical organization was also due
in part to Jewish and American traditions of dec@ited political and social
organization> Thus, in the 1930s, while divergent political agas and inter-
organizational jealousies inhibited the three matiddewish self-defense
organizations from organizing at the top, hundm@fdsommunity-based organizations
filled the void at the local level. It was withihis context that the LAJCC rose to

political prominence behind the scenes in Amerigewish politics.

4 Naomi CohenNot Free to Desist: The American Jewish Committ866-1966 (Philadelphia:
Jewish Publication Society of America, 1972), @Bapters 8-9 passim; Marc Dolling&uest for
Inclusion: Jews and Liberalism in Modern Ametichapter 4; Gulie Ne'eman Aradimerica, Its Jews,
and the Rise of Nazisrohapters 6-8.

15 Naomi Cohen, “Pioneers of American Jewish DeférineAnti-Semitism in Amerigad. Jeffrey
Gurock (New York: Routledge, 1998).



Nazism andPolitical Antisemitism in the United States in #830s

The historiography on American political agencyhe 1930s asserts that
antisemitism in America in the 1930s was more weintiland more vicious than it had
ever beert® According to Leonard Dinnerstein, the economatatiation caused by
the Depression triggered latent Christian cultardlpathies towards Jews that fueled
the most hostile period in U.S. history for Americews.’

Socially, American Jews faced political recrimioat, prejudice, and
discrimination in their daily lives throughout th830s. According to Dinnerstein,
“Jew hatred permeated the United States” in thé®@4%®m the highest levels of
government to Main Stre&t. Anti-Jewish attitudes had been present in Amarica
culture ever since Governor Peter Stuyvesant taddock the settlement of the first
group of Jewish refugees to New Amsterdam in 1854er the decades, historians
have identified several sources of American antisem, but all agree that anti-

Jewish attitudes in America were rooted in Christigligious culturé? During the

16| eonard DinnersteirAntisemitism in AmericéNew York: Oxford University Press, 1994), 105.

7 |bid.; Henry L. FeingoldDid American Jewry Do Enough During the Holocaug&yracuse, NY:
Syracuse University, 1985); Ariel Hurowittews without Power: American Jews During the
Holocaust(New Rochelle, NY: Multi Educator, 2011); Carey Wiiliams, A Mask for Privilege: Anti-
Semitism in Amerigalst ed. (Boston: Little, Brown, 1948); Naomi Caoh&ews in Christian America
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1992); Mich&&l Dobkowski,The Tarnished Dream: The Basis
of American Anti-Semitisiiwestport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1979); Chatlélock and Rodney
Stark,Christian Beliefs and Anti-Semitisfwestport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1979); FrederjgeéCo
JaherA Scapegoat in the New Wilderness: The OriginsRisd of Anti-Semitism in America
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1994)uise A. Mayo,The Ambivalent Image:
Nineteenth-Century America's Perception of the (RRutherford N.J.: Fairleigh Dickinson University
Press, 1988); Robert S. Wistridintisemitism: The Longest Hatre@New York: Schoken Books,
1994).

18 | eonard DinnersteirAntisemitism in Amerigal07; Charles Herbert Stember, et.2éws in the Mind
of America(New York: Basic Books, 1966), part one.

% David Gerber, “Antisemitism and Jewish-Gentile®ielns in American Historiography and the
American Past,Anti-Semitism in American Histqrgd. David Gerber (Urbana: Univeristy of Illinois
Press, 1987), 31; Charles Herbert Stember, eleaks in the Mind of Americd27-29.



Depression, these latent Christian prejudices tuptgulist resentments and nativism
that justified widespread discrimination againstd@ housing, education, and
employment in the United States. Hostility towaddsvs in the 1930s sometimes
escalated into physical assaults on Jews in sosteeast cities, mirroring, at times,
the streets of Berlin. Jews in Boston, Philadelphnd New York City feared for
their physical safetgs well as their social and political secufity.

Politically, Jews were vilified by a range of greugnd individuals. From the
Protestant establishment’s “genteel dislike” of éavthe virulent racism of Nazi-
influenced right-wing activists, political antisemem took on new and more
threatening implications. Historian David Wymars Ip@inted out that antisemitism
shaped the State Department’s immigration poliaies influenced Congress’
consideration of legislative options that might @@aved thousands of liv€sThese
same antisemitic attitudes, combined with disbelred indifference regarding the
crisis of German Jewry that Wyman found in Wastongpervaded the natiéf.

Opinion polls taken during the decadeHnyrtune Magazinand by the American

2 eonard DinnersteirAntisemitism in Amerigachapters 6-7; Stephen Norwood, “Maurauding Youth
and the Christian Front: Antisemitic Violence indon and New York During World War 11,”
American Jewish Histor91, no. 2 (2003); Leonard Dinnersteimtisemitism in Americal45.

% David S. Wyman,Paper Walls; America and the Refugee Crisis, 19881David S. WymanThe
Abandonment of the Jews: America and the Holocd@gt]-1945New York: Pantheon Books, 1984);
Arthur D. Morse While Six Million Died: A Chronicle of American Apg (Woodstock, NY: Overlook
Press, 1998);

22 Arthur D. Morse While Six Million Died: A Chronicle of American Apg David S. WymanPaper
Walls; America and the Refugee Crisis, 1938-1®dvid S. WymanThe Abandonment of the Jews:
America and the Holocaust, 1941-194harles Herbert Stember, et.dews in the Mind of America



Jewish Committee found that 60-65% of respondeglis\ed that “Jews had too
much power” in Americ&®

The most vociferous expressions of political amigism in the United States
came from the far right. According to historiaraftes MacDonnell, during the
1930s “America teemed with extremist groups espmuanti-Jewish, anti-
Communist and anti-democratic beliefs.” Hundreflsamservative, grassroots
groups fueled this hostile political climate thrbiogt the decade, and while no more
than 20% Americans polled in the late 1930s haddheamost of these groups,
events in Germany magnified the threat they pé$e@onservatives and right-wing
critics of the New Deal expressed their oppositmits “socialist” policies and to the
Roosevelt Administration itself in antisemitic tesmFor these activists, the policies
of the ‘Rosenelt Administration” and its JewDeal” were being driven by agents of
“Jewish-Bolshevism.” Some of the more extreme o@mbs of the New Deal spun
false theories of Roosevelt's own Jewish ancestfyalidate” their theory that Jews
(read: “Communists”) had infiltrated the governmastpart of the “international

Communist conspiracy’®

% Henry L. FeingoldA Time for Searching: Entering the Mainstream, 192@5 216. For the original
surveys, see “Fortune Survey X: Antisemitisfgrtune MagazingXIll, 1, January 1936: 157
Charles Herbert Stember, et.dews in the Mind of Americahapter 5.

% Francis MacDonnellnsidious Foes: The Axis Fifth Column and the AgsriHome FronfNew
York: Oxford University Press, 1995), 47. Estimad@sthe number of far right-wing, grassroots
organizations vary widely. Henry Feingold (19921 Pfor example, cites 120 different groups. The
LAJCC, however, maintained files on 400 differerdups and individuals. Finding Aid, Part 2, CRC
Papers; Charles Herbert Stember, etdws in the Mind of Americd11.

% Sander A. Diamondlhe Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-184aca: Cornell University
Press, 1974); Myron |. Scholnickhe New Deal and Anti-Semitism in Ameribsiew York: Garland,
1990); David Harry Bennethbemagogues in the Depression: American Radicalsta@d/nion Party,
1932-1936(New Brunswick: Rutgers University Press, 1969yvid Harry BennetfThe Party of Fear:
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The most extreme antisemitic activists were infleeghby Nazi ideology. Itis
no coincidence that the rise in political antisesnitin the United States started in
1933. As part of the Third Reich'’s official foreigolicy, German agencies launched
a worldwide propaganda campaign to attract suppoaieNazism in countries all
around the world. Historian Alton Frye establislieat Berlin’'s propaganda
campaign in the United States began as early ashM#&33, which substantiates
Leonard Dinnerstein’s observations that racialssmitism of the Nazi variety began
in the United States with the ascension of Adotfétliand the Nazi Party in
Germany?® Far right-wing, Nazi-influenced groups borrowéetoric and images
from Nazism to drive a nativist cultural definitiof “100% Americanism.” Nazi-
influenced political antisemitism portrayed Jewsgents of the international
communist conspiracy and therefore, enemies of AraerLed by aspiring
demagogues, all of these groups employed antiserhigtoric to express their
political and social frustrations. Many were inrepli or influenced by Nazi ideology.
Political denunciations echoing Nazi anti-Jewisétohic spilled out of radios,

churches and Congress in the 19303 he most reactionary of these groups

From Nativist Movement to the New Right in Ameriestory (Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 1988).

% Alton Frye,Nazi Germany and the American Hemisphere, 1933-{94fv Haven: Yale University
Press, 1967); Leonard Dinnerstefmtisemitism in Amerigal05.

27 0n Father Coughlin, see Alan Brinklaypices of Protest: Huey Long, Father Coughlin, &mel

Great Depressionlst Vintage Books ed. (New York: Vintage Book8382); Charles J. Tulkather
Coughlin and the New DedWlen and MovementgSyracuse, NY: Syracuse University Press, 1965);
Louis B. Ward Father Charles E. Coughlin; an Authorized BiogragBetroit, MI: Tower publications
incorporated, 1933); Donald |I. WarrdRadio Priest: Charles Coughlin, the Father of HRadio(New
York: Free Press, 1996). Protestant ministers 8ctiuler and the Reverend Martin Luther Thomas
were “radio ministers” in Los Angeles. Both used #irwaves to promote conservative domestic and
international political agendas employing antis@ratlegations and innuendoes. Several Congressmen
and U.S. senators were notorious for their antisemititudes. The most notorious in the early 1930
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emulated the tactics of the Nazi Party right dowtheir private militias, which they
hoped would one day bring a “Hitler-style” revoaurtito this country. Silver, White,
Blue, and Khaki “shirt” organizations promoted Nagyle political programs to
resolve the Depression by disenfranchising Ameritams?®

The most strident of the “shirt group” demagogues William Dudley Pelley.
While most of these grassroots militias lacked laecent political ideology or plan
for what they would do with power once they acheitePelley contrived an
elaborate plan for a Christian economic “commontigalPelley’s plan for a
Christian utopia in the United States was outlimedis 1936 bookiNo More Hunger

The plan required, among other things, ghettoiAingerican Jews on distant

was Congressman Louis McFadd#rPennsylvania. McFadden was reputed to be a meaftiee

Silver Shirts. In 1933-34, he issued notorious spes from the House in which he accused Jews of
controlling the banking system in the United Stated quoted th&lders of the Protocols of Zidn his
newsletters to constituents. Senator Theodore BitltbCongressman John Rankin, both of Mississippi,
were both unabashed antisemites. On Bilbo and iRasée Edward Shapiro, “Anti-Semitism
Mississippi Style,” inAnti-Semitism in American Histqrgd. David Gerber (Urbana: University of
lllinois Press, 1987).

% For a discussion of antisemitism in the 1930s Lssmard DinnersteirAntisemitism in America
chapters 6-7. For contemporaneous accounts obtirees of political antisemitism in the 1930s, see
John Spivak, “Planning America's Pogroms,” (New kK dtew Masses, 1934); Donald Stuart Strong,
Organized Anti-Semitism in America; The Rise ofuprBrejudice During the Decade 1930-40
(Washington, DC: American Council on Public Affail®41); Raymond Swindrorerunners of
American Fascism(New York: J. Messner, 1935); Travis Ho&hirts! A Survey of the New “Shirt”
Organizations in the United States: Seeking a Fadgictatorship(New York: American Civil

Liberties Union, 1934). George Seldes and HelekibaViesman Seldesg;acts and FascispEighth

ed. (New York: In Fact, Inc., 1943). For scholarlgatment of the origins and forms of political
antisemitism associated with Depression-era demagmgee Charles J. Tulkather Coughlin and the
New Deaj Donald I. WarrenRadio Priest: Charles Coughlin, the Father of H&adig Leo P.

Ribuffo, The Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far Rigtainh the Great Depression to the Cold War
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1983); GregfS. Smith,;To Save a Nation: American
Extremism, the New Deal, and the Coming of World WWgChicago: |.R. Dee, 1992); Glen Jeansonne,
Women of the Far Right: The Mothers' Movement andd\Var 11 (Chicago: University of Chicago,
1996); Francis MacDonnellnsidious Foes: The Axis Fifth Column and the AcariHome Front
Morris Schonbach, “Native American Fascism During 1930s and 1940s: A Study of Its Roots, Its
Growth, and Its Decline” (Dissertation, UniversitfyCalifornia at Los Angeles, 1958, published by:
Garland, 1985); and George Wolfskillhe Revolt of the Conservativ@oston: Houghton Mifflin,
1962).
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reservations to remove the cultural, racial, armhemic threat they posed to white

Christian American society.

Fear Itself

Historians contend that this hostile social andtigal environment prevented
American Jews from effectively defending themsekhesng the 1930%° Unlike
their immigrant parents who had experienced théeemigotential of antisemitism in
Europe, the generation of American Jews that camnagein the 1920s and 1930s
had no experience with this level of political autial persecutioff. According to
historian Lloyd Gartner, the hostile political ckite of the Depression was far more
distressing for American Jews than were the econ@md social uncertainties of the
era®? Stunned by the sudden virulence, persistencepanalence of antisemitism
in their daily lives, American Jews in the 19308eated and hoped that the bad times
would pass. American Jewish defense organizatadsrsed this avoidance strategy,
encouraging American Jews to maintain a low profAecording to Dinnerstein,

Jewish community leaders admonished coreligiongstemain
circumspect in their public behavior, to draw nieation to themselves

2 william Pelley,No More Hunge(Asheville, NC: Pelley Publishers, 1936); ScoteBman William
Dudley Pelley: A Life in Right Wing Extremism ahd Occult (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press,
2005).

39 eonard Dinnerstein, chapter 6; Henry L. Feingdle Politics of Rescue: The Roosevelt
Administration and the Holocaust, 1938-194fenry L. FeingoldDid American Jewry Do Enough
During the HolocaustDavid Biale,Power and Powerlessness in Jewish Hisidtgw York: Schocken
Books, 1986), 185.

3 Henry L. FeingoldA Time for Searching: Entering the Mainstream, 19985 2.

%2 Lloyd P. Gartner, “The Midpassage of American Jetin The American Jewish Experienee.
Jonathan Sarna (New York: Meier), 262.
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as Jews and to disassociate themselves from anp gansidered
foreign to American society

Individuals adopted various avoidance behaviorscmdtiliatory tactics to hide their
Jewishness. Some American Jews abandoned thgiousl identity as Jews
altogether. Others tried to hide their ethnic tdgn Young Jewish women, for
example, often felt compelled to wear crosses afdheir necks when applying for
secretarial jobs, while others changed their namésde their Jewish identiti€é.
The anxiety exhibited by American Jews in theirrg\aay lives was also
apparent in the cautious approach that Americamsbedefense organizations
adopted to combat the problem at the national leRakrtnering with liberal Christian
and non-sectarian civic organizations nationwidleheee Jewish defense
organizations contributed to the liberal countepaganda. All three promoted a
more inclusive construction of “100% Americanisrhan the one promulgated by
conservatives and right-wing nationalidtsThese liberal coalitions engaged public
speakers, printed books, pamphlets and magazirtesy also produced radio and

film projects to “unmask rabble-rousers” who spreagssages of hate and

zj Leonard DinnersteirAntisemitism in Amerigal 23.

Ibid.
% ADL Annual Report, 1934juoted in Thomas Mantel, “The Anti-Defamation gee of B’'nai Brith”
(Honors thesis, Harvard University, 1950); BurtooxBrman, “Reactions of the St. Louis Jewish
Community to Anti-Semitism, 1933-1945" (Dissertati®t. Louis University, 1967); Naomi Cohen,
Not Free to Desist: The American Jewish Commit886-1966 Deborah Dash Moor&'nai B'rith
and the Challenge of Ethnic Leadersk#fdbany: State University of New York Press, 198%arc
Dollinger, Quest for Inclusion: Jews and Liberalism in Modémericg 62-6; Naomi Cohen, “An
Overview of American Jewish Defense,”Jaws and the American Public Square: Debating Radig
and Republiced. Alan Mittleman, Robert Licht and Jonatham&aNew York: Rowman and
Littlefield, 2002); Stuart Svonkirdews against Prejudice: American Jews and the FighCivil
Liberties (New York Columbia University Press, 1997), 14-#iénry L. FeingoldA Time for
Searching: Entering the Mainstream, 1920-19255-6; Shana Bernstein, “Building Bridges at Home
in a Time of Global Conflict: Interracial Cooperatiand the Fight for Civil Rights in Los Angeles,
1933-1954" (Dissertation, Stanford University, 2R03
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intolerance across the countfy.Yet, all three Jewish self-defense organizations
purposely obscured their participation in theserfaith alliances, fearing the
backlash that their involvement might cadsen joining with interfaith and non-
sectarian civic groups, the AJC, ADL, and Ameridawish Congress asserted their
faith in the goodwill and temperance of the Amemnigeople to reject these anti-
American forces. In maintaining a low profile witlthese coalitions, the Jewish
defense agencies revealed their anxiety as well.

Until now, historians were unaware that Americawsle cities across the
country were actually engaged in covert, fact-fingdoperations to combat insurgent
Nazism. In at least eight other cities, Jewistugsoconducted similar covert
operations to expose the development of a Naziémited political movemeri.
These efforts demonstrate that American Jews warasparalyzed to take direct
action to defend themselves as the historiograghgrés. As part of these local

defense operations, American Jews (or their agentkcted antisemitic literature

% Henry L. FeingoldA Time for Searching: Entering the Mainstream, 192@5 251-3; Stuart
Svonkin,Jews Against Prejudice: American Jews and the FighCivil Liberties 15; Marc Dollinger,
Quest for Inclusion: Jews and Liberalism in Modémmerica 66-73.

3" Henry L. FeingoldA Time for Searching: Entering the Mainstream, 199@5 255-56.

38 Covert fact-finding operations took place in atsta dozen cities across the county. Evidence
pointing to this widespread covert response comman flifferent sources. For references to Portland,
see correspondence, Lewis to Robinson during 10B%; Papers, Part 1, Box 23, Folder 13. Activity
may have been taking place in Seattle, see léfevis to P. Allen Rickles, December 3, 1937, ibid.,
Part 2, Box 19, Folder 1@ctivity in Miami was conducted later in the decatigurnett Roth Oral
History,” in Oscar Cohen and Stanley Wexler, 8t the Work of a Day: Anti-Defamation League
Oral Memoriesvol. 4, 3-23 (New York: Anti-Defamation Leagu€8F). “Benjamin Epstein Oral
History,” in Cohen and Wexler, Vol. 1, 60; Frankriee mentions the fact-finding operation in Boston
in his letter to Leon Lewis, January 11, 1934, GRapers, Part 1, Box 26, Folder 14. Prince also
mentions Indianapolis and Saint Louis in a lettekéwis, January 19, 1935, ibid., Part 1, Box 26,
Folder 22. Miles Goldberg mentions work in Cinatirin a letter to Lewis, January 15, 1934, ibid.,
Part 1, Box 22, Folder 24. For information on aitivn Cincinnati, also see Cincinnati Jewish
Community Relations Papers, MS 202, American Jewishives, Cincinnati, OH. For details
concerning the covert activities conducted by tH€ Asee Naomi CoheNpt Free to Desist: The
American Jewish Committee, 1906-196Bapter 9.
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from local street corners and bookshops, repomepiro-Nazi public rallies, and sent
informants to infiltrate far right-wing groups teport on possible subversive
activities. The ADL and the AJC managed thesefiading operations as an
informal, national network to combat insurgent Naziacross the United States.
Neither the undercover operations nor the natioeéork they formed have been
explicated in American Jewish historiography. Tistory of the LAJCC, therefore,
is not just a case study of one American Jewishngonity’s political agency and
influence in the 1930s, it is also exemplary of@ader, American Jewish political

program to combat Nazism in the United States duie 1930s.

Unprepared to Lead

The virulent spread of political antisemitism@ss American culture in the
1930s caught American Jews off-guard. As a grthip,generation of American
Jews was politically unprepared to assume the rhahteadership required to
address the domestic and international politidaksrconfronted theri. Although
their rapid economic rise was the stuff of natiamgthology, second generation
American Jews were not yet fully integrated into éiman politics®® According to
historian Lloyd Gartner, the second generation wémid-passage” between the
world of their fathers and mainstream America atehd of the 1920%.

Transitioning socially and financially from the viaof their immigrant parents into

39 Henry L. FeingoldA Time for Searching: Entering the Mainstream, 1942@5 2; Lloyd P. Gartner,
“The Midpassage of American Jewry,”Tine American Jewish Experience

“Henry L. Feingold,Bearing Witness: How America and Its Jews Respotmi#te Holocaust241.

“ Lloyd P. Gartner, “The Midpassage of American Jetin The American Jewish Experience.
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the American middle class, the Depression rudelssed their progre$s.
Consequently, the second generation lacked thegablexperience and power it
needed to effectively meet the dual crises of Nmabroad and political antisemitism
at home during the Depressith.

Nor was the second generation psychologically pezbto lead. Their very
ascent from immigrant life into the American maraaim was grounded implicitly in
a shifting identity. According to historian Gukead, America offered individual
Jews emancipation from a “collective destiny,” Btia price: social acceptance in
exchange for ethnic particularisth.Jewish notions of a separate national identity
would have to be relinquished in order to win indual acceptance and communal
security in America. According to historian NaoGohen, American Jews accepted
these conditions.

For the sake of achieving equality, [American Jelnas] accepted
American conditions: proper Americanization ansimdation
demanded disavowal of ethnic separation; groupnditsteness was
acceptable only with the churches. Accordinglyyslead either
renounced their ethnicity formally or kept it coats within the
covers of their prayer books and walls of the spgags. In

exchange, their rights as a religious group welltg furotected by
the clauses of the Constitutiorf?..

“2 Deborah Dash Moorét Home in America: Second Generation New York JéVesv York:
Columbia University Press, 1981), 10-11; Beth Sngéz,New York Jews and the Great Depression:
Uncertain Promisg(Syracuse, NY: Syracuse University Press, 1989),

*3Lloyd P. Gartner, “The Midpassage of American Jetin The American Jewish Experierizavid
Biale, Power and Powerlessness in Jewish Histd83.

** Gulie Ne'eman Arad, America, Its Jews, and the RisNazism, 11.

> Naomi Cohen, Jews in Christian America, 97-8.
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Second generation American Jews were proud torberisans, and hence, fixating
on Jewish political problenas Jewsvas antithetical to the bargdih.

The psychological shift from immigrant to Americeontributed to their
unpreparedness. According to historian David Bitle more assiduously individual
American Jews progressed towards that goal, th&eveheir collective political
consciousness became.

The very success of American Jews in entering tivéep structure

in America...strengthened and weakened their abHignd desire

-- to act as a collectivity in the historical sen$¢he word®’
Consequently, the virulence of political antisesmtiin the 1930s caught American
Jews psychologically off-guard and unprepared $poad as Jews. Perhaps the best
example of the conflict of interest that antiseamtiplaced on American Jews in the
1930s can be seen in the political behavior of Reel's advisors who happened to
be Jewish. Henry Morganthau, Sam Rosenman and Felnkfurter were men who
had “laid aside their Jewish identity as part @& ttansaction for social status.” They
were not, as their detractors liked to think, “Jdwmnen of influence” inside the
Administration. Rather, they were “men of influerveleo remotely, and, one suspects
sometimes unhappily, happened to be Jewi$hAtvisors in the Roosevelt
administration who happened to be Jewish understoplicitly that they could not

trade on their access to the President for Jewtighasts “...without calling into

“6 Gulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of Nazisf chapters 1-2. Naomi Cohen, “An
Overview of American Jewish Defense.”

" David Biale,Power and Powerlessness in Jewish Histdie.

“8 Henry L. FeingoldBearing Witness: How America and Its Jews Respotwléte Holocaust231.
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question their own bona fides as enablers of thedaan national interest® The
sudden virulence of political antisemitism in theitdd States 1930s betrayed the
American promise and caught American Jews withtvahg leaders who could
effectively assert American Jewish political righted lay claim to political
influence®

The leadership of the LAJCC stands out as an éxrefo this trend. The
two attorneys who took the helm of Jewish self-deéein Los Angeles, Mendel
Silberberg and Leon Lewis, both had the politicadexience and the psychological
fortitude to lead. Neither “came of age” in the@8; rather, they were older men,
born in the nineteenth century, and highly assi®da Silberberg was one of the
most powerful attorneys in Los Angeles in the 193@ss firm represented several
major studios and he was a close personal friertideofiighest paid American in the
1930s, Louis B. Mayet* Silberberg was known as a “king-maker” in theifoahia
Republican Party, and in his role as chairman efltAJCC, he extended his
political influence in representing the Jews ofIdebod to the outside worltf.

Although Mendel Silberberg was the executive doeof the LAJCC, there is

surprisingly little evidence of the role he playadidst the tens of thousands of pages

“9Henry L. FeingoldJewish Power in America: Myth and Realjlyew Brunswick, NJ: Transaction
Publishers, 2008), 10.

0 Gulie Ne'emarirad, America, Its Jews, and the Rise of Nazlkin 13, 36-37; Naomi Cohen, Jews in
Christian America, 98.

*1 Neal GablerAn Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hadlgd 249, 316. Mayer was paid
one million dollars in 1933, making him the highpatd individual in the country that year.

2 Neal GablerAn Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hedlgd 249; ibid; Max Vorspan

and Lloyd P. GartneHlistory of the Jews of Los AngeléBhiladelphia: Jewish Publication Society of
America, 1970), 218, 221.
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in the CRC Paper3® Though Silberberg wielded political influence whHewas
needed, from 1933-1945, Leon Lewis directed the @atee’s daily affairs, from its
covert fact-finding operation to its relationshipih local law enforcement,
congressional investigations, and military intedhge. Lewis was politically
experienced and psychologically prepared to Id2atn in Wisconsin in 1889 to
German Jewish immigrants, Lewis was well into medalfje and comfortably middle
class when he came to lead the covert fact-findpeyation in Los Angeles in
1933°* Lewis also had particular professional experieamue skills that made him
uniquely qualified to lead the fight against Nazisnthe city. For the first twelve
years of his professional career in Chicago, Léwaid been the first executive
secretary of the Anti-Defamation LeagiieFrom 1913-1925 (with a break for
overseas service in World War 1) Lewis had helpedidithe ADL'’s trademark
defense strategies to combat antisemitic discritmnand defamation. Lewis was
neither unfamiliar with, nor intimidated by, antisgism.

Leon Lewis was the right man in the right placéhatright time. Lewis
brought his leadership skills and political expstwith him to Los Angeles when he

moved from Chicago for health reasons in 1¥30ust three years later, Lewis found

%3 Neal GablerAn Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hadlgd 295-97. Gabler cites
Silberberg as the leader of the LAJCC but Silbagisgoresence in the CRC Papers is slight.
Silberberg’s low profile in the CRC Papers may he tb the fact that the LAJCC was run out of Leon
Lewis’ law office. Hence, it is possible that docemis concerning Silberberg’s activities were held b
him personally. At the time of this writing, theseno known source for Silberberg’s personal papers
> Leon Lewis Private Papers. In author's possessmmtesy of Claire Lewis Read.

*5 Edward GrusdB'nai Brith: The Story of a Covenafiew York: Appleton-Century, 1966). Also see
“Lewis, Leon L,” The Concise Dictionary of American Jewish Biograplacob Rader Marcus and
Judith M. Daniels, eds. (Brooklyn, NY: Carlson Rsbing, Inc., 1994) vol. 2, 385.

%% Lewis and his young family moved to Los Angeled @80 due to health problems. Neil Gabler
asserts that Lewis had respiratory problems a#iginy been gassed in the wan(Empire of Their
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himself confronting Nazi activity in his newly aded home. A decisive strategist
and unflappable leader, Leon Lewis provided theesgary talent and emotional
intelligence to lead Hollywood'’s spies.
Think Locally, Act Nationally

The hostile political environment of the 1930s wasajor impediment to
American Jewish political agency, but historiarsgloint to the absence of a strong,
national, political organization as a limiting facon American Jewish political
agency during the decade. Social and politicd&hces among the three national
Jewish self-defense agencies prevented the formatia strong, national, Jewish
political organization that could deal with thesas$ that confronted American Jews in
the 1930s at home and abrdadn fact, Jewish political organization at theioaal
level was so dysfunctional during the 1930s thstidnian Henry Feingold concluded
that it was a “fantasy” to imagine that there wag arganization at all. Reflecting on
Jewish organizational response to the crisis im@aly, Feingold wrote:

A communal base for unified action did not existstead, there was

fragmentation, lack of coherence in the messagegsa to policy

makers, profound disagreement on what might be dotles face of

the crisis and strife among the leaders of a myoigablitical and

religious factions that constituted the communittymay well be that
the assumption of contemporary historians thaktleaisted a single

Own: How the Jews Invented Hollywo@96). Lewis, however, did not see active dutiimope. He
had a desk job in London with the War Insurancé& Rizard., Lewis’ respiratory problems were the
result of the Spanish flu, which he contracted947 while still in Europe (Leon Lewis Private
Papers)Gabler also describes Lewis as a “semi-invalidif'dccording to Lewis’ daughter, Claire
Lewis Read, Lewis was not handicapped (Laura Rageigz interview with Claire Lewis Read, August
2005).

" Gulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of Nazisienry L. FeingoldDid American
Jewry Do Enough During the Holocau&ulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of
Nazism Marc Dollinger,Quest for Inclusion: Jews and Liberalism in Modé&merica chapter 3.
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Jewish community held together by a common senkeéstidry and a
desire for joint enterprise is the product of a si@sic imagination®

The absence of a strong, national, Jewish politiogdnization was the result of
both American and Jewish communal traditions. &the arrival of the first Jews to
North America in 1654, the Jewish approach to comatharganization in America was
predicated on the Jewish religious and culturatg@pg “the people of Israel are
responsible for one another.” Consequently, Anagridewish political and social
organizations were community based, a patternfithatatly into the decentralized
character of American communal organization as.WefAmerican Jewish communal
infrastructure also resembled the American fedstrphttern of organization,
“precariously balanced between unity and fragmeoridtas historian Jonathan Sarna
has called i?® During the 18 and early 28 centuries, as Jewish immigrants spanned
out across the country, each community establigsemvn social welfare
infrastructure. Jewish philanthropy funded a raoigsocial welfare organizations
including lending associations, mutual aid socgtand charitable relief funds.

The decentralized character of American Jewishasacid political agency
effectively met the needs of Jews in cities actbesountry for decades prior to the
1930s; but, what had been a source of strengtiighiaut the 18 and 18' centuries
proved to be a liability in the during the Depressi Decentralization caused

fragmentation. During the Depression, Americanslegponded to national and

8 Henry L. FeingoldDid American Jewry Do Enough During the Holocau®8s.

%9 Jonathan D. SarnAmerican Judaism: A HistorfNew Haven: Yale University Press, 2004),
chapter 2.

% |bid.
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international problems at the local level. Jewasmmunities across the country
created their own political action groups to advedar German Jewry, to raise funds
for a Jewish homeland in Palestine, and to figtisamitism at hom&' The
decentralized character of the American Jewish conityithus inhibited the
development of a unified, Jewish political voicdlet national level. During the 1930s,
hundreds of grassroots Jewish political organinatgprung up, representing diverse
political agendas, and confusing national policykera as to just who spoke for
American Jew§?

The LAJCC was heir to this decentralized social polttical welfare tradition.
The LAJCC was just one of the many community-bagedps created by American
Jews across the country forced to deal with thdeainges of antisemitism at the local
level. As such, it partnered with interfaith ar@hrsectarian groups in LA to promote
tolerance and equalifif. The LAJCC, however, had more money and better
leadership than other local Jewish groups. Coresgty the LAJCC was able to
extend its political agency and influence to theamal stage, becoming an equal
player in American Jewish politics with the New Xdyased Jewish groups when it
came to combatting Nazism in the United States.

The case of the LAJCC not only substantiates thgniented character of
American Jewish communal organization, it alsofogtes Jonathan Sarna’s

observations of its “precarious unity.” The LAJ@@&rticipated with the ADL and the

1 Beth S. Wengeiew York Jews and the Great Depression: Uncertaamise chapter 1.

2 Henry L. FeingoldJewish Power in America: Myth and RealiBp.

% Shana Bernstein, “From Civil Defense to Civil RighThe Growth of Jewish Interracial Civil Rights
Activism in Los Angeles,” iThe Jewish Role in American Life: Annual Reyietk William Deverell
(Los Angeles: USC Casden Institute, 2009); Vorspash GartnerHistory of the Jews of Los Angeles

23



AJC in a loose network of covert fact-finding ogeras that were conducted by
American Jews around the country during the 1930svertheless, the divergent
political priorities, organizational jealousiesdgmersonality conflicts that kept the
ADL and the AJC from working together effectively behalf of German Jewry, also
alienated the two groups in their work to combatngent Nazism in the United
States* Leon Lewis was repeatedly betrayed by his foroodleagues at the ADL
over the course of the decade, and relations WwehAtJC, although less strained, were
also difficult at times. Consequently, Lewis efisdied himself as a respected
advisor to federal authorities and in so doingesiblished the LAJCC as a reliable
source of information on Nazi activity separaterirthe AJC and the ADL. By 1938,
the LAJCC emerged as a new source of American Bgvastical influence in
Washington. Between 1938-1945, federal agenaiekjding the Dies Committee,
the State Department, the FBI, and military ingdhice all called on the LAJCC to
provide information on subversive Nazi propagandéeviies on the West Coast and
beyond. Thus, the case of the LAJCC presents logeles as an emerging site of
American Jewish political power whose influencedgast as far as the fight against
insurgent Nazism in the United States was concemmas on par with the AJC and
the ADL.

Finally, the LAJCC derived some of its politicafiehcy as an American Jewish
defense organization from its approach to ethrifedegense in the United Statés.

According to historian Gulie Arad, American poldlcculture provided constitutional

% Gulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of Nazism
% |bid.; Deborah Dash Moor&'nai B'rith and the Challenge of Ethnic Leadership
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protections for the individual, but did not extahdse protections to special interest
groups (i.e.. minorities). Consequently, self-dskeposed a tricky problem. In order
to be seen as Americans, Jews could not reprasainicbncerns as a group, yet
religious discrimination in the fcentury and racialized antisemitism in thé 21
just that -- categorized American Jews collectivelgwish self-defense efforts,
therefore, could not be framed in terms of minogitgup rights; rather, they had to
be positioned in more universal terffis.

Since the mid-nineteenth century, American Jewshesh developing
strategies and principles to defend their religiand cultural particularism while still
ensuring their social status as Americans. Frastart, American Jews positioned
themselves as “authentic guardians” of the Amertcatition and therefore, their
defense of the Jewish religion in Christian Amemees a defense of America’s core
values of tolerance and equalffy. Consequently, American Jews positioned self-
defense as

...eminently compatible with their American loyaltieBor Jews to have

insisted upon defense may have logically beliegith in American’s

perception, but it was in fact an investment in Aicgs endurance and

in Jewish survival in the United Staf&s.

Defense of minority rights was, therefore, an egpi@n of America’s universalist

values and not an expression of minority partigshar As historian Henry Feingold

% Gulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of Nazism
57 Naomi Cohen, Jews in Christian America, 5.
% Naomi Cohen, “Pioneers of American Jewish DeférireAnti-Semitism in Americ®9.
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puts it, American Jews owe whatever power or infgethey had in the United
States to this principle of universali$th.

Scholars have framed this universalist orientatitoself-defense in various
ways. Michael Walzer frames this position as thalitics of interest.” Marc
Dollinger views it as the Jewish embrace of libisraland the key to their inclusion
in American political culture. Gulie Arad maintaithat this universalist approach to
self-defense solved the dilemma that “special @gepolitics” posed to minority
groups in America. Regardless of how scholars éé&muniversalism was the central
principle guiding American Jewish responses tosentitism in the early Zbcentury,
and it was fundamental in justifying the LAJCC’ved fact-finding operation to
combat native Nazism in America in the 1930s.

As an American Jewish self-defense organizatiom L/ AJCC was guided by
this sacred principle of self-defense. In fightsagial forms of antisemitism, the
LAJCC partnered with local civic and interfaith gps to encourage equality and
tolerance as a “guardian of the American polittcadlition.”* The LAJCC promoted
public education campaigns, radio programs, andgdbevents to foster religious
and ethnic tolerance in Los Angeles. Privatelyyéwer, the Jews of Los Angeles
understood the unique dilemma that Nazi-influengeldical antisemitism posed to

American Jews. Denunciations as conspirators anfimierican subversives made it

% Henry L. FeingoldJewish Power in America: Myth and Realitys-6.

0 Michael Walzer, “Multiculturalism and the Politicé Interest,” ininsider/Outsider: American Jews
Andmulticulturalismed. David Biale, Michael Galchinsky and Susanidabchel (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 1998); Gulie Ne'eman ArAdherica, Its Jews, and the Rise of Nazistarc
Dollinger, Quest for Inclusion: Jews and Liberalism in Modé&merica

" Naomi CohenJews in Christian Americé.
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difficult for American Jews to respond within thelglic discourse without being
further impugned. Cornered by the public discoufseerican Jews were challenged
to find a self-defense response that would notagdge American contempt for
“special interest” politics. Consequently, the IGXJ adopted an “offense-by-proxy”
strategy. Maintaining a low-profile, the LAJCC paared with groups whose
Americanism was unimpeachable, allowing these ggaapead the charge in
exposing the Nazi threat to the American publiarribg an era of extreme political
strife, the offense-by-proxy strategy allowed Jéwvsombat Nazism on universalist

terms without being seen.

Chapter Structure

This dissertation recovers the history of the LAJ&@ Hollywood'’s spies to
amend the historiography on American Jewish palittgency and influence in the
1930s. The narrative is organized chronologicahapters one and two set the
political context for the development of Nazi-irdluced groups in Los Angeles.
Chapter one, entitledYhite Spot of the Natioit surveys Los Angeles’ political
history from the late nineteenth century to 1933aklishing the city’s ultra-
conservative political culture as fertile ground fiar right-wing movements like
Nazism in the 1930s. Chapter two completes thibgoe by presenting the origins
of Nazism in Los Angeles, the response of local éaforcement officials to that
activity, and the launch of an independent factlifig operation by a group of self-

electedocal veterans who would eventually become Hollydisspies.
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Chapters three and four discuss the emergenanadhl political agency and
influence in Los Angeles in 1933-34. Chapter theggtitiedBecomingHollywood'’s
Spies discusses how the veterans’ fact-finding openat@me to be funded by the
Jews of Hollywood. This chapter establishes Leewik the leader in the fight
against Nazism. It relates the earliest exampleegfis’ “offense-by-proxy” strategy
to expose Nazism to people of Los Angeles. Chdpter entitledLos Angeles,
Emergentillustrates Lewis’ early execution of that statdoy revealing the guidance
and support the LAJCC provided to the 1934 McCokxiaickstein Committee
investigation of subversive Nazi propaganda inUhéed States. In so doing,
chapter four presents the emergence of Los Angal@snew site of American Jewish
political power in 1934.

Perhaps the aspect of the LAJCC story that besbdstrates its political
agency and influence was their commitment to thg,larawn-out fight. Chapters
five through eight demonstrate the LAJCC’s unflaggpolitical commitment to
combatting Nazism in Los Angeles between 1935-184 Nazi-influenced political
groups proliferated in the city and across the tgunChapters five through eight
also detail six years of undercover work inside@sman-American Bund and the
plethora of nativist groups that challenged Jewislitical status in Los Angeles
during this time.

Chapter five, entitled?roclamation, 1935analyzes the historical significance
of a single event that took place in Los Angelethatend of 1935, heralding Berlin’s

new strategy to foment a Nazi-style movement inlUhéed States. Chapter six,
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entitled,Exposing the Berlin Connection, 1936-19d#plicates the undercover
operation inside the German-American Bund in Logéas and the evidence
produced by Hollywood'’s spies that exposed thdiogiahip between Berlin and the
German-American Bund. Chapter sevérposing the Nazi Fifth Column, 1936-
1941, investigates Hollywood’s spies’ surveillance loé emergence of (what
appeared to be at the time) a Nazi fifth columhas Angeles and beyond. Chapters
six and seven expose Berlin’s role in driving a Nagpired movement in the United
States, and confirm the LAJCC'’s on-going politiagency in the face of escalating
insurgent Nazism in the city. These two chaptevgeal the Jewish origins of much
of the information that federal investigators a time, and historians since, relied
upon. Thus, these two chapters validate the Iahgef/the covert operation and
confirm the LAJCC's political activism and influesic

Chapter eight, entitle@ihe Politics of Resistancmvestigates the reach and
the limits of the LAJCC'’s political influence in Whington between 1938-1940. It
discusses the LAJCC's limited legal and politicptions for resistance. Chapter
eight relates the tenuous relationship betweenigeovthe LAJCC and the Dies
Committee to further underscore Jewish politicaraxy and influence in the fight
against insurgent Nazism, and reveals the emerg®riges Angeles as a new site of
American Jewish power. The chapter ends with Dbesfayal of the LAJCC and the
ironic twist that turned Hollywood'’s eight-year cpaign to defend the United States
from the anti-democratic forces of Nazism into grdsi for Congress’ investigation

of the Jews of Hollywood themselves.
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America’s entrance into World War Il marked the eficthe LAJCC’s
undercover fact-finding operation. The federalgownent assumed responsibility
for monitoring Nazi-influenced groups in southerali@rnia, relieving the LAJCC of
the need to maintain a private, fact-finding operat During the war, the LAJCC
shifted its political energies from fighting Nazisomcombatting the broader social
issue of racism in Los Angeles. The Conclusionrsanizes the role the LAJCC
played in the city’s wartime civil rights movemea the origins of Los Angeles’
emergence as a new site of post-war Jewish padlititaence within American and

Jewish American circles.
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Chapter One

“White Spot of the Natioh
Los Angeles at 1933

Adolf Hitler ascended to power on January 31, 19B&ss than ninety days
later, in the spring of 1933, a report submittedlds Angeles police Captain William
“Red” Hynes noted that downtown streets were sulydétered with “considerable
guantities” of Nazi propaganda. A group called‘theends of the New Germany”
(FNG) was responsibl@.

Based in New York City, the Friends of the New Ganywas a new national
organization with regional headquarters in Los Aegand Chicago. Primarily
comprised of German nationals living in the Unigtdtes, FNG’s mission was to
defend the Fatherland from what its members peedeiv be false representations
being made in the United States about Germany’satamcellor, Adolf Hitler, and
the “New Germany."The group appeared in Los Angeles in the sprintP8B and
was actively engaged in promoting the new Germgimre. FNG sponsored
frequent public talks and distributed antiseméicti-Communist flyers and leaflets
on the busy streets of downtown Los Angeles. sib @lpened the Aryan Bookstore,

which sold books, magazines, and pamphlets puldish&ermany for an American

"2 Report dated June 25, 1933 (no title, no auttienyish Federation Council of Los Angeles,
Community Relations Committee Collectfart 1, Box 14, Folder 17. Special Collections and
Archives, Oviatt Library, California State UnivessiNorthridge, CA. (hereafter, “CRC Papers”), The
report was written for LAPD police captain Williaynes who most likely gave it to the secretary of
the LAJCC, Leon Lewis. Subsequent police reporteceming Nazi activities in the city appear in the
CRC Papers, indicating a working relationship betweewis and Hynes.
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audience that advanced the Nazi perspective osainee of the world’s political and
economic problems: “Jewish Communisfi.”

Throughout the spring and summer of 1933, new FN&pters popped up in
cities across the U.S. By the fall of 1933, thegamderance of Nazi literature, Nazi
political activity and complaints by Jews of harasst drew the attention of police
around the country, but in Los Angeles, local laMoecement was slow to respond to
similar concerng? In September 1933, Leon Lewis, a local Jewistragty, met
with Los Angeles Chief of Police, James Davis. lsewld Davis that he had been
conducting a covert investigation of Nazi actistia Los Angeles “for some time.”
Nazi groups, Lewis informed Davis, had been spreatthe most vicious type of
class hatred” with the “...ultimate objective to f@sa fascist form of government in
the U.S.” Lewis shared evidence secretly colletiygthformants raising suspicions
about FNG'’s true political motives with Davis, hogito secure the chief's
commitment to monitor Nazi activity in the city neoclosely’®

Chief Davis was unmoved by Lewis’ report. He respexd by lecturing
Lewis on the virtues of Nazism. According to Lewisvis’ defense of Hitlerism
“came straight from Nazi literature.” Davis tol@wis that Germany had been
“forced to take action” against the Jews becaugen@as could not compete
economically with Jews. Dauvis also pointed out thanry Ford had faced the same

problem with the Jews in America and “had gonerdftem, [but Ford] had not been

3 Sander A. Diamondlhe Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-184aca: Cornell University
Press, 1974), chapter 5.

"1bid., 123-134.

" Report [by L.L.L.] September 15, 1933, 11:30 AMRC Papers, Part 1, Box 6, Folder 19.
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able to get away with it” because the Jews hadtbbgck. Patronizing Lewis, Davis
said he understood why Jews, because of their idpacial bond,” would “work
together to eliminate Hitler,” but Davis did notliege that Nazis posed a threat. The
real menace to “life and property” in Los Angeles, Bawiformed Lewis, were the
Communists, not the Nazi8.

Resenting the insinuation that he was concerndu Maizi activity only
because he was a Jew, Lewis defended his motives American. He told Davis,

...I [am] Chairman of the Americanization Comnetief the Downtown

Post of the American Legion and...I [was] a Captaithe U.S. Army,

[and] served eighteen months overseas [in WWI]...¢€F¢his] no

question about my motives in this matter...the disates | [am] prepared

to make clearly demonstrate the anti-American psep®f the leaders of

the Nazi group both here and generally throughcthumtry...[Nazi]

efforts to create fascist action in the U.S. [ae]attack on life and

property...and those with whom | [have] been actmgnaking this

investigation ...[are] more interested in this ma#erAmerican citizens

than as members of the Jewish fdith.
The meeting did not last much longer. Davis agsbumvis that if Nazis in
Los Angeles ever became a threat to “life and ptypgehe police would
“have to handle it.” Davis dismissed Lewis anddoscerns?

The meeting between Chief Davis and Leon Lewisapt@mber 1933 reveals
the context in which the Jews of Los Angeles adibpteovert approach to the
problem of Nazi activity in their city. First, Dsvempathy for the Nazi cause and

his antipathy for Communism belied the deep-seab@tiempt and hostility that

leaders in Los Angeles held towards “radicals, aatipathy that had dominated the

® Report [by L.L.L.] September 15, 1933, 11:30 AMRC Papers, Part 1, Box 6, Folder 19.
""Report [by L.L.L.] September 15, 1933, 11:30 AMRC Papers, Part 1, Box 6, Folder 19.
8 Report [by L.L.L.] September 15, 1933, 11:30 AMidl., Part 1, Box 6, Folder 19.
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city’s political culture for forty years. Secoridavis’ observations about Jews and
their “racial bond” underscored just how marginatizAmerican Jews were in the
United States in the 1930s, compelling Lewis tolifuhimself as an “American” in
order to legitimize his concerns to Dauvis.

In order to understand why the Jews of Los Angatispted a covert approach
to combatting Nazism, it is necessary to understarsdAngeles’ uniquely
conservative political and social culture. Thigygter, therefore, analyzes the three
“political orthodoxies” that governed Los Angelastihe early twentieth century:
nativist progressivism, the “American system” of thpen shop, and voluntaristic
Protestantism}? First, this chapter examines the protracted eviohistory of labor
relations that made Los Angeles one of the mosesspve, anti-labor cities in the
country at 1933. Between 1890-1938, an oligartihusiness syndicate” controlled
Los Angeles’ politics. Over the course of four aees, the city’s leaders adopted
despotic, extra-legal tactics to defend their fmahinterests and political rights from
“radical” labor. At 1933, Los Angeles was the ti@s of the open shop in America.
The city’s leaders were proud of Los Angeles’ repion as “the nation’s white
spot.”® Consequently, when Chief Davis defended Nazistretin Lewis, he was

defending new allies in his on-going fight agaithe&t real menace in Los Angeles, the

" Gerald WoodsThe Police in Los Angeles: Reform and Professiaatitin(New York: Garland,
1993), 34.

8 carey McWilliams Southern California: An Island on the Lar@alt Lake City: Peregrine Smith,
1983), 289-294; “Merchant and Manufacturers AssamiaGathers for Annual Dinner at Biltmore,”
Los Angeles Timedanuary 29, 1924. Al; Leonard Leadas Angeles and the Great Depression
(New York: Garland Press, 1991), 1.
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radical forces of Communism that were determineghtermine the city’s anti-union
policies.

Next, this chapter analyzes the underlying raaial ethnic relationships in the
“white spot of the nation.” Although the monikeasvused by city fathers to proudly
declare the “purity” of the city’s open shop busise€ulture, it also referred to the
professed purity of Protestant culture that doneidavery aspect of the city. Chief
Davis’ references to the “Jewish racial bond” betketisemitic prejudices broadly
held by Protestant America at 1933. Unlike Amési¢aur larger cities — New York,
Chicago, Philadelphia, and Detroit — Los Angeles waiquely dominated by the
very white Protestant majority whose nativist attés drove political antisemitism in
the United States in the 1920s and 1930%hus, Jews Los Angeles at 1933 were
politically suspect and their political influencesvlimited. With few political allies
and even fewer options for combatting Nazism, th&sion to launch an undercover
fact-finding operation was shaped as much by thiéigad culture of the city as by
political necessity.

This chapter, therefore, explicates the politicad aocial factors that
determined the covert character of Jewish resistemtlazism in Los Angeles in the

1930s. In so doing, it demonstrates that withis Bmgeles’ political and social

8L H. Mark Wild, Street Meeting: Multiethnic Neighborhoods in E&Flyentieth-Century Los Angeles
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 20058, Bos Angeles Timgsublisher Harry Chandler used
the expression in reference to Los Angeles’ inteatemomic development, which he said was
“unfettered by labor unrest.” The expression was alsed by nativists in LA who fought to block
Japanese from moving into their neighborhoodseénlt®?0s by posting billboards that read, “Keep the
White Spot White.”

82 Robert M. Fogelsorifhe Fragmented Metropolis: Los Angeles, 1850-19B86rkeley: University of
California Press, 1993), xvii.
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culture, Hollywood's spies and the Jews of Los Aagevere just playing politics,

Los Angeles-style.

The Forty Year War to Free a Cify

At 1933, Los Angeles was perhaps the most conseevat America’s five
largest cities. While the social and politicaltaués of New York, Chicago,
Philadelphia, and Detroit had been shaped by tthexiof millions of European
immigrants in the preceding forty years, modern Rogeles was transformed by a
completely different immigrant group: white, AngBaxon Protestants from the
American Midwesf* These Midwestern Christians brought with themrtagvist
values that lay at the heart of Chief James Dalegnse of Nazis at 1933. For forty
years, the conservative business syndicate thed ttds Angeles had fought

tenaciously to protect the city from the “subveesigrces” of organized labor.

The Business Syndicate, 1890-1938

As late as 1876, Los Angeles was a sleepy cow tawillage of 11,008
Small, isolated farming colonies, ranches, and teddwn houses dotted the local
landscap&® With the arrival of the Southern Pacific and $afé railroads in 1876

and 1887, respectively, the city’s business leadedsby the publisher of tHeos

8 Forty Year War to Free a CifyLos Angeles: Los Angeles Times, 1929).

8 FogelsonThe Fragmented Metropolis: Los Angeles, 1850-1980), 79.

8 U.S. Bureau of the Census, Fifteenth Census dfi#ievolume I, 18-19; McWilliamsSouthern
California: An Island on the Land 4.

8 Judith Elias).os Angeles: Dream to Reality, 1885-19(l5%s Angeles: Santa Susanna Press, 1983),
1; McWilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Lartll4, 117fogelson;The Fragmented
Metropolis: Los Angeles, 1850-193(86.
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Angeles Timedarrison Gray Otis, launched a nationwide putdiations campaign
to attract new residents to the city. Promisirfgrafable housing, plentiful jobs and a
climate beyond compare, the promotional campaigwadiver a million newcomers
to southern California between 1880-1920Los Angeles’ population growth was
unprecedented among western cities during thi®gerBy 1920, “Cowtown” was
America’s fifth largest city and by 1930, it watfourth largest city in the count.
As contemporary observer Carey McWilliams noteds Bmgeles did not “evolve” as
other cities had, “it [w]as conjured into existehbg its business boostes.

Local commercial and industrial interests drovertdqad influx of these
internal migrants to Los Angeles. Seeking to cafgland compete with San
Francisco for homebuyers, workers, and new busases$ise city’s public relations
campaign was critical for attracting and maintagnansteady flow of surplus labor,
which in turn, would attract new capital to Los Ashes. Surplus labor in the city
kept wages low and ensured high profftsOn average, wages in Los Angeles
between 1890-1910 were 20-40% lower than they weBan Franciscd:

It didn't take long for labor tensions to boil owerLos Angeles. Beginning in
the early 1890s, and persisting for the next fgdars, Los Angeles was embroiled in

one of the most protracted and bloody labor refaticonflicts in the country. As

87 Elias,Los Angeles: Dream to Reality, 1885-19189; McWilliams,Southern California: An Island
on the Land;126-29.

88 «Table 16. Population of the 100 Largest Urban 86ad 930.” U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1998.
http://www.census.gov/population/www/documentatisps0027/tab16.txt . Between 1900 and 1930,
the population of Los Angeles grew from 100,000 % million, fourth only to New York City,
Chicago, and Detroit.

89 McWilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Larnit34.

*bid., 275-77.

*Hbid., 277.
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workers in the city struggled to unionize, Los Alegebusiness leaders defended the
open shop, clinging tenaciously to nineteenth agmotions of liberalism and
individualism which viewed unions as intrinsicadlgti-American?

Los Angeles’ protracted and bloody defense of fenashop began in the
1890s with a strike by the workers of thes Angeles Timdtself. Facing an
economic recession, the newspaper announced a&fl¥étion in wages for its
unionized typographic workers. In retaliationjlsirg workers sabotagetimes
delivery trucks, hijacking daily shipments of newapprs and dumping the
newspapers on the streets. Otis, the paper'sghdsland the most powerful man in
Los Angeles in the 1890s, remained implacable sropposition to the union. The
Timesimported strikebreakers to break up pickets amdl tise Los Angeles Police
department (LAPD) to arrest strike organizers. draliemained just as obstinate as
Otis. For the next twenty years, the conflict begw labor and thieos Angeles Times
persisted, setting precedents for labor relatiarteé city?®

If Harrison Otis was the most powerful individuallios Angeles in the 1890s,
then the Merchants and Manufacturers AssociatiofNW) the local trade
association of local businesses, merchants, matuéas, farmers and orange
growers, was the power behind the throne. Los Resjéusinessmen’s alliance was
the product of two years of bloody conflict withlnaorkers in 1896 and brewery

workers in 1897¢ Rallying together to defend their property aneirtfivelihoods,

%2 Forty Year War to Free a City
% McWilliams, Southern California; An Island on the Lari277-284.
% Ibid., 278-80.
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the merchants and manufacturers of the city atbediefend the open shop in LA.
Over the next 30 years, the M&M proved itself todme of the most reactionary
opponents of trade unionism in the United Stat&fien strikes were planned,
member-businesses could count on the M&M to prothé@enecessary social,
political and physical coercion needed to end thehine Association hired private
thugs to attack picketers and routinely plantedrmiants inside labor organizations
to anticipate trouble. Backed by the editorialutlof theLos Angeles Timeghe
M&M used its power to pressure the city’s electéfetials to adopt repressive
ordinances to silence labor. Ironically, the latimience in Los Angeles stood in
stark contrast to the “paradaisical’ images of geagroves, mountains, sunshine, and
ocean that the travel posters and promotionahblitee used to sell Los Angeles to
prospective newcomers.

Two periods of violent labor strife between 189@A%ad a profound impact
on Los Angeles’ conservative political culture. eTiirst, between 1900-1910, pitted
the Merchant and Manufacturers’ Association antattering ram, theos Angeles
Times,against workers led by the Socialist PaftyThis period was capped by the
infamous bombing of theos Angeles Timdsy Socialist activists. The second period
came at the end of World War | and lasted throu@4]l when the Industrial Workers
of the World became prominent within certain india$tunions in Los Angeles.

During this period the M&M, along with the “supeatpot” civic groups the Better

% |bid., chapter 14; Eliag,os Angeles: Dream to Reality, 1885-19153.

% Melvyn and Joseph Anthony McCartin Dubofskye Shall Be All: A History of the Industrial
Workers of the WorldAbridged ed. (Urbana: University of lllinois Pse2000), 21. According to
Dubofsky, the violent conflicts in the west at #ived of the nineteenth century created the mostahdi
and militant sector of the American labor movement.
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America Federation and the Ku Klux Klan, consolhtonservative power and
effectively demolished organized labor in Los Arggefor the remainder of the 1920s.
Between 1907-1910, violent industrial relationsksliaos Angeles into a state
of war. Strikes by brewery workers, ironworkers anltlost of construction tradesmen
disrupted business in the city, even as touristisreaw homebuyers continued to flow
into Los Angeles, responding to the call of thg’siboosters’ The Socialist Party
was the effective leader of the city’s workers,amging political rallies atop
soapbox platforms in the Plaza, in Pershing Sqwaae on the street corners of
downtown Los Angele® Frightened by the radical rhetoric and labor’emive
power, the M&M pressured the city council to paseaes of ordinances to limit
both public assembly and street speeches in thatdowm area.
The city of Los Angeles responded to the M&M plé&etween 1903-1908,
the city passed a series of anti-free speech angbiaketing ordinances intended to
suppress organized labor in the city. The ang-Bpeech ordinances required
permits for public assemblies and limited “strgetakers” to specific streets and
parks in the city. Antagonized by the efforts boagate their civil rights, Socialist
Party leaders defied local authorities, conducpalitical rallies without permits in
the “no speech zone&¥ The police raided these gatherings and arrebtetbaders.

Undaunted by police harassment, Socialist leaderseththeir meetings to rented

" McWilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Lar2i79-80. Between 1900-1910, the city of
Los Angeles grew from 100,000 to 300,000.

% Wild, Street Meeting: Multiethnic Neighborhoods in EaFlyentieth-Century Los Angelek51-55;
McWilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Lar¥9-283.

% Wild, Street Meeting: Multiethnic Neighborhoods in E&Flyentieth-Century Los Ange)es57.
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vacant lots and meeting halls, baiting the polccarrest them oprivate property.
The police, in turn, pressured the owners of tisites not to rent to labor group$

The Anti-Picketing Ordinance was passed by theaotuncil in July 1910.
This new law gave the LAPD the legal grounds testrpicketing workers in the city.
The Anti-Picketing Ordinance was the straw thakbrthe camel’s back! Riots
broke out in the city and 470 striking laborers evéirown into city jails that
summer:®? In retaliation, striking members of the Interoatl Iron Workers Union
planted a bomb in theos Angele§imesbuilding on October 1, 1910. The explosion
killed twenty people and injured many more. Anothi@ast, occurring shortly after
the Timesbombing, rocked the Llewellyn Iron Works. Polalso found bombs set to
go off in homes offimespublisher Harrison Gray Otis and M&M secretaryi¥xel
Zeehandelaar. In response, Thmeshired a private detective agency to track down
the men suspected of setting the bombs. The sisspece found in Nevadalimes
agents illegally abducted and conveyed the suspecisto Los Angeles to face trial.
When the socialist perpetrators plead guilty tokhbmbings, any sympathy that
middle class Progressives held for labor in Los éleg was lost for decad@$

The unrest that culminated in theanesbombing had a profound impact on
political culture in Los Angeles. The public thrée support behind the law and
order policies of the city’s business leaders. Timeesand the M&M unleashed a

swift and extreme “reign of unmitigated politicaltor” on the city. The business

100 pid., 156; McWilliams,Southern California: An Island on the Lar@i79.

101 hid, ., 279-80.

192hid., 280.

193 |bid., 281; WoodsThe Police in Los Angeles: Reform and Professiaatitn 26.
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syndicate imported scores of thugs, professionahwn, and private detectives to
break the workers’ popular rebellion. The M&M, @led officials, the LAPD, and
conservative civic groups allied, consolidatingtipslitical power. Adopting
political espionage as standard operating procedueebusiness syndicate in Los
Angeles routinely planted spies and informantsd@dactories, workers’ groups, and
on downtown streets to monitor “radical” activity? Plain clothes policemen and
paid informants hung out on park benches in PegsBguare and on the street
corners of the no-speech zones listening for anydredared engage in political
discussion. The Square, which had once been titeraaf soapbox politics in the
city, was subsumed into the no-speech zone afted 9 Thereafter, political
conversations in the Square were conducted in whesptones, as LAPD
stoolpigeons and informants lurked around the pagtching for troublemaket$’

One can hear men first in quiet conversation. \me raised.

Passersby stop and listen. A crowd soon gath#iads fly thick and

fast. Antagonistic ideas clash; convictions angregsed in angry

tones. The crowd stirs about as it increaseszm st he park officer

approaches. The crowd silently and suddenly ssataly to form

again as soon as the officer gets out of sight.

The second period of extreme labor unrest thatesh#pe city’s conservative
political culture came during World War | and pstsd through the mid-1920s.

During the war, the radical industrial labor grdumwn as the International Workers

of the World, or “Wobblies,” assumed a prominemtdership role among the city’s

194 Mcwilliams, Southern California: An Island on the LarzD1.

195 wild, Street Meeting: Multiethnic Neighborhoods in EaFlyentieth-Century Los Angeles
chapter 6.

% 1phid., 176, 173

197 bid., chapter 6.
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workers. The Wobblies quickly developed a repatafor violence and industrial
sabotage. Wobblies staged “quickie strikes” actbhestate, organized work slow
downs, sabotaged production during the war, ankl toedit for the Market Street
Bombing of 1916 in San Francistd. In response to Wobbly-led violence, 160
Wobbly leaders were arrested and imprisoned inf@ala during the wat®®
Newspapers across the state launched a campaimpstat@ group, accusing its
members of being “saboteurs, spies and Germanatféhtin Los Angeles, the
crusadinglTimesran a series of articles in October 1919 expoiegWW'’s
destructive actions*

By the end of the war, there was sufficient pupliejudice against the
organized labor in California to support the passafthe California Criminal
Syndicalism Act. The new law, advanced by two Bogeles-based organizations,
the M&M and the Better America Federation, gavagaolhe authority to arrest
individuals associated with groups “which advocaiethught the commission of
crime, sabotage, force, violence or terrorism teatfa change in industrial or
political control.”**? The legislation, according to George West oflitheral journal
Nation,indicated a frightening shift to the right in Calihia politics:

Los Angeles indeed sponsored the law and suppieddtes and the

purpose which put it on the books. And this watsanbysterical

demand on the part of a foolish herd. It was édehte policy
conceived and executed by Los Angeles employeosgasized in the

198 Hyman Weintraub, "The |.W.W. In California, 190831" (M.A. Thesis, University of California
Los Angeles, 1947), 136.

%9 weintraub, "The .W.W. In California, 1905-193140.
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Better American [sic] Federation and the Merchamis
Manufacturers Association. It was strictly an isttial policy, and a
belief that legal terrorism would dispose effedyvef labor unrest, a
belief that they had always held, a belief thaythad always
practiced up to the limit which public opinion wdublerate, a belief
on which they found themselves able to act withiestraint as a result
of the anti-red hysteria of 1919 and sirite.
In the 1920s, law enforcement authorities acrodgddaia used the law to arrest
anyone associated with labor organizing, but nodesd with more zeal than the
police in Los Angeles.

In Los Angeles, the police used the new law tal@dy harass labor
organizers and their families during the 1920se TAPD routinely broke into labor
union meetings without search warrants, revolveasvd** The police employed
private squads of professional gunmen to breakrnilges, turning their backs on
vigilante attacks on labor groups. In one suchnmdus incident, the KKK raided a
social gathering of IWW families who had assembitechise money for families who
had lost loved ones in a railroad accident. Klamsmiubbed men, women and
children and drove them from the hall. Seven chitdvere deliberately scalded by
raiders who threw an urn of hot coffee on them.e ©hnild had hot grease smeared on
his skin. Amidst the mayhem, the raiders abdunted of the attendees and threw
them into the back of a truck. A caravan of card tucks drove forty-one miles into

a deserted area of the Santa Ana canyon neantimeaioOliver, where they forced

their prisoners to strip naked. The Klansmen lauribaring bonfire, interrogated

113 George Wesi\ation (May 30, 1923) quoted in ibid., 164.
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(Berkeley: University of California Press, 196390191.

44



their prisoners in the cold night air, and intinteththem with gunshots fired into the
air. The captives were tarred and feathered befaie captors left them in the desert.
Local newspapers almost unanimously excused thenaat the mob'™> Between
1919-1925, 531 men, most of them members of théh®ou California Industrial
Workers of the World, were arrested in Californralar the state’s anti-syndicalism
law. Of the 264 people who were tried, 164 weneveded and 128 were sentenced
to San Quentin for jail terms of up to fourteenrged®

* ok *

In January 1924, just months after the IWW-led Kiae Transport Industrial
workers dispute had been vanquished, more tham&dlbers of the Merchant and
Manufacturers’ Association of Los Angeles gatheatthe Biltmore Hotel for the
organization’s annual dinnét’ The evening was filled with self-congratulatidos
Los Angeles as “the nation’s white spbt®” M&M president Irwin Rice applauded
the membership for standing strong on the open,sdrapfor their “fundamental
principles of fair play and fair wages.” Speakirat night were quite sure that the
M&M'’s open shop practices had effectively assulezldity’s laborers that they need
not “depend on any affiliation with labor organipais” in order to enjoy prosperous

employment. These practices, Rice asserted, hdé @ Angeles the envy of

115 Kevin StarrEndangered Dreams: The Great Depression in Calitor(New York: Oxford
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every city in the nation. According to Rice, md¢inan 700 other cities across the
country held Los Angeles up as proof that “opeppstonditions [could] be
maintained satisfactorily and that the progress oty can be assisted when the

unions and their agitators do not control the siowe’*™

White Spot, Red Squad

If Los Angeles was the nation’s “white spot,” it ewvmuch of its reputation
to the extra-legal tactics of the Los Angeles pollepartment. For forty years, the
LAPD served as the syndicate’s dedicated, antirladbefense” force. In 1920, the
M&M, Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, and the Béttaerica Federation
joined forces to establish a special “intelligeno&” within the LAPD, the city’s
infamous Red Squad® The Red Squad’s mission was to root out radicefsre
they could start any trouble. The Red Squad wasffasial unit of the LAPD, but its
headquarters was located inside the Los Angelem@liaof Commerce building,
where both the M&M and the Better America Federahad their offices, revealing
the real center of power in Los Angefés.

Between 1923-1938, Captain William “Red” Hynes diegl an army of
police detectives and a cadre of citizen voluntadrs infiltrated “radical” groups
and reported on their leaders and plans. Accortirgstorian Gerald Woods,

William Hynes made a career out of anti-subversimmtoming “one of the best

19«Merchant and Manufacturers Association GathersAfonual Dinner at Biltmore,L.os Angeles
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known and most widely hated policemen in the UnSéates.**? Throughout the
1920s, Red Squad informants provided the polick datssiers on labor activists, and
tipped Hynes off to imminent strikes. Hynes wotlldn inform thelimes which
would upstage the strike by announcing the evetitérpress®

This will be shove Tuesday for the Los AngelesgmliThe

Communists plan to stage another demonstratiorytodaich means

that 500 police will be held in readiness. If temmunists

demonstrate, the policemen will shove and keeporisg until the

parade is disrupted’
“Shove days” were regular occurrences in Los Argjelehe 1920s and 19365
Many of the volunteer informants were members dgf@ommunist groups such as
the American Legion, the pro-Nazi Silver Shirtsyasl as the Friends of the New
Germany?® The Red Squad’s reliance on right-wing groups FNG to combat
labor activism in the city accounts, in part, fdri€f James Davis’ perception of
Nazism.

Elected officials and the business syndicate inAingeles directed the Red
Squad to take all measures necessary to protecpthigical and commercial interests.
Police officers were incentivized with rewards iofi¢ off for every arrest that resulted

in a felony convictiort?” Consequently, the police raided private homes witho

warrants, baited suspected radicals into breakiadaw, and regularly planted evidence
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to substantiate trumped-up charg&sAnti-vagrancy ordinances turned the unemployed
in the city into criminals. Shabbily dressed mesreveasy marks for Red Squad
aggression. Vagrants were regularly stopped osttieets or dragged out of flophouses
and arrested for vagrancy. In 1927-1928 alon€(®people were arrested for
“vagrancy” in Los Angele$?®

The Red Squad quickly developed a reputation fotdbtreatment of labor
organizers and political radicals. The Red Sqeagdlarly broke up public
assemblies in parks, on the streets, and in vdatmnt They prevented labor and left-
wing groups from distributing leaflets on the stse@nd from the air. They raided
peaceful political meetings held by private groupsented halls, and denied street
access to protest marchers. In 1933, at the pathe Depression, the Red Squad
dispersed 500 hunger marchers with tear gas aadtad twelve of the demonstrators.
Two weeks later they suppressed a “riot” at theeBurof Charities. A report of that
incident stated that, “desks, chairs, and windowsevemashed, inkwells hurled,
heads clubbed and lips cracked.” Hynes offergordduce “documentary evidence”
that communists had instigated the incidéft.

Challenges in the courts to the LAPD and the Rath8§ zealous tactics
were ineffective and further revealed the consargaparanoid culture in the city
and in the state. The courts colluded with loaal Enforcement authorities and the

business syndicates across the state. Laws amthooes that clearly violated the
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first amendment were routinely upheld in Califorraad private vigilante squads
were regularly ignored by the coutts. In 1922, the California courts ruled that the
fourth amendment was not binding on local policpasttments. The courts thus
sanctioned searches and seizures without warradtether “door kicking” tactics.
The courts also allowed the police to hold peoptedB hours without charges or
evidence.In Los Angeles, if the police produced sufficientdence in the
prosecution of a case, local judges did not questaw it was acquired. In effect,
California court decisions legitimized the LAPD’angsterisnt>?

Protests by respected community leaders ag&ieskéd Squad’s brutality
proved ineffective. In 1931, a citizens’ committamsisting of one rabbi, two
ministers and one member of the Daughters of therfgan Revolution met with
Mayor John Porter and his Chief of Police, Roy E#&do protest the Red Squad’s
disruption of public meetings. Joint committeeshaf Los Angeles Bar Association,
Los Angeles Ministerial Association, the MethodWhisters Association, and the
Municipal League called on Mayor Porter to reirHiynes, arguing that the police
were acting as judge and jury; and, in 1932, thetl&on Methodist Ministers
Conference of Los Angeles expressed its concetrilibeRed Squad was the
vanguard of fascism in Los AngelE8. Not only did these protests fall on deaf ears,
but a smear campaign launched bylthe AngeleFimesagainst these community

leaders impugned them as “liberals” and “Commurist$ie smear campaigns
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effectively neutralized the opposition, as no oaeld afford the taint of the
Communist labet®*

For fifteen years, the Red Squad “presided overAmgeles like an elite SS
guard,” Carey McWilliams later wrote. Uninhibiteg laws or courts, the Red Squad
operated like fascist shock troops, McWilliams texh violating citizens’ civil rights
to secure the political hegemony of its benefactdraVhile other cities in America
dissolved their Red Squads by 1919 and adoptedé&sige reforms to mitigate
labor unrest in the 1920s, America’s “white spdt! deither until 1938 The Los
Angeles police repressed radicals with the fulledment of the Los Angeles Police
Commission, as Commissioner Mark A. Price asserted,

The more the police beat them [Communists] up aretkvtheir

headquarters, the better... Communists have no tatistial

rights and | won't listen to anyone who defendsmhé’
Los Angeles’ nativist progressivism and obstinatedse of the open shop justified
the Red Squad through the 1920s and most of th@s198 1938, a liberal backlash
against the corruption in city politics broughtezall election of Mayor Frank Shaw,
ushering in a new era of progressive reform in Aogeles. The new mayor,
Fletcher Bowron fired Chief James Davis and disstlthe Red Squad.

*x ok

In 1933, the leaders of LA’s “business syndicateik pride in the city’s

reputation as the defender of the open shop in AmefThe business cabal that
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controlled the city supported the LAPD’s unethiaatl repressive tactics against
labor organizing in defense of “America’s whitetp Unlike other parts of the
country where trade unionism had stronger roots, Alngeles continued to employ
strong-arm police brutality and terrorism to regribor activisnt>® That brutality,
according to historian Kevin Starr, actually backdi on the business syndicate.
Instead of repressing labor activism into oblivipolice brutality radicalized labor in
Los Angeles, creating a self-fulfilling prophecy“cddical” violence in the city>°
Hence, when Leon Lewis came calling in Septemb8B81&hief James Davis was
little concerned about Nazis in town. For fortyag® Los Angeles had been
embroiled in a bloody struggle with radicals. FN@ not pose a problem for Davis.

After all, weren’t Nazis fighting the same enemywes?

Jews in “The Nation’'s White Spot”

When Chief Davis dismissed Leon Lewis and his coreabout Nazis in the city,
Davis was not just trumpeting of the city’s antbda party line, he was also reminding
Lewis of his liminal status as a Jew in Americaavi3’ reference to “the Jews of the
World” as a people with a “strong racial bond” rebarated with the widely held
antisemitic prejudices of the day, and Lewis’ resgmorevealed just how socially
marginalized American Jews were by those attitudiesrder to understand the

implications that Davis’ dismissal of Lewis had thie covert nature of Jewish response
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to Nazis in the city, it is important to understdfitestant dominance of “the nation’s

white spot” and Jewish status within it.

A Cohesive, Christian Community, 1876-1920

At 1920, Los Angeles was the “whitest” city in thaited States?® While
East Coast and Midwestern cities in the UnitedeStaad been transformed by
European immigrants in the preceding forty yeaos Angeles had not. European
immigrants did not flock to southern Californiariearly the same numbers. In fact,
only 25% of the population of Los Angeles was fgreborn at 1920, the smallest
percentage of any of the five largest U.S. citfésLos Angeles owed its “whiteness”
to an unprecedented internal migration of Midwestes who poured into the city
between 1880-19282 Lured west by the public relations campaign spoet by
real estate speculators and the railroads, Los laaggew to become the fifth largest
city in the United States during this forty yearipd, as hundreds of thousands of
“old stock Protestants” from the plains poured istoithern California®®

In the forty years between 1880-1920, hundredsathern Californian
communities were “conjured” into existence by restite speculators. With the

completion of the Southern Pacific railroad in 183@&asoned real estate speculators
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from the land booms of Kansas City, Wichita, Minpelés, and Seattle rushed into
Los Angeles to make their forturasd bought up large tracts of land in southern
California’** Speculators raised brightly colored banners wirgin subdivided
acreage to announce the coming of another new taGwey plotted out new towns
with streets, sidewalks and curbs, churches, ssharad universities even before a
single lot was sold.

In preparation for incoming homebuyers, home sitee staked-off and
truckloads of brick, sand, and lumber were oftemded on lots marked “Sold” to
give the impression that settlement had alreadyhedVith the stage set, developers
would announce the date for their land auction&ldbuyers lined up at railroad
depots where excursion trains whisked them toitee S&reeted by brass bands and
offered a free, catered lunch with wine and desaerious bidders competed to buy
the “remaining” lots.At the end of a day of frenzied land buying, ewery was
happy: the railroads had packed their Pullman, thesdevelopers had made huge
profits, and a new town would soon fill with nevbta and consumeré® Dozens of
cities in southern California like Ontario, Pasamleand Glendale were planned and
built by speculators and then sold off, house-bydeg to settlers from the Midwest
and northeast. Between 1887-1889 alone, over seitytowns encompassing more
than seventy-nine thousand acres were so incarnatddding the city of Hollywood,

one sunny day in May of 193%
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If the promise of a better material life pulledsbemigrés to the last open
corner of America’s western frontier, the opportyno re-establish their “cohesive
Christian community’bushedthem from their Midwestern homé¥. The white,
Protestant Midwesterners who flocked to Los Angala$e turn of the twentieth
century were cultural refugees. Fleeing from thebfems that immigration,
urbanization, and secularization imposed on thedwéstern communities, Kansans,
Missourians and lowans came to Los Angeles withnaanticized memory of a
pastoral American past, a “nostalgia for an Ametinad no longer exist[ed]...” but
one they yearned to recovéf. These newcomers to southern California were
“voluntaristic Protestants,” Christians for whone tthurch was the center of their
social, cultural, and political lives as well agithspiritual and moral ones. Feeling
the distinct loss of Christian life and communitygy came to southern California to
“build a community which would perpetuate Ameridamtestantism based on the
voluntaristic system which was declining in comniigsi to the east:*°

The new suburbs of southern California served valustic Protestants’
utopian mission welt>® Voluntary Protestantism emphasized cohesive camitsnu
and consequently, these domestic immigrants migtatsouthern California with

their neighbors and resettling together in the gdaitl out suburbs of Los
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Angeles* Redlands, California drew newcomers from Chicagd became known
as the “Chicago colony,” and Bell Gardens was whaser-class Okies settléd?
Through residential covenants, restricted resaetjmes, and church membership,
the new Christian communities of southern Califaransured residential and social
cohesion>® The new communities also offered their foundiailies the rare social
and political opportunity to establish communaltgrd according to their Christian
values and vision of American life because the nemmunities were literallpew
Thus, Midwesterners settled in new towns just wgifor them to build schools,
churches, and civic organizations. The open fesrdf southern California provided
the space for the recreation of “Christian villagjés.

The colonization pattern of Los Angeles had itsdfigs and its liabilities.
The tribal pattern of settlement created an “arelaigo of island communities on the
land,” ethnically, racially, or religiously homogauns, but isolated one from
another>* On the one hand, this settlement pattern providlednsularity that these
newcomers craved. Anchoring their lives aroundt ttfeurches, the political and
social culture of white Protestant Los Angeles wéisnately tied to church

membership. According to historian Gregory Singlet'In no city of the same size
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or larger, and in few that were smaller, were relig organizations and attitudes so
closely associated with the political, economic aadial life of the community'®®

On the other hand, the exclusivity of Protestattuce and settlement in
southern California isolated and alienated minagitgups who also lived in the city.
By 1900, Jews and Catholics who had held positdmsominence and power in the
city prior to the arrival of the new Protestant aray lost their positions of civic
influence. These minority groups turned inwardatke care of their own while the
new white, Protestant majority rose to dominatecihgs political and social life.
By 1920, local city councils, school boards, andccand cultural organizations in
Los Angeles became an extension of the voluntaf&itestant church communities
in southern California. While only 16% of Los Aig®€ population belonged to
these congregations, 93% of the elected officB%p of the appointed officials and
98% of the region’s school board members were mlsmbers of a voluntaristic
Protestant church. According to Singleton, it veblobdve been difficult to find an
elected official, appointed office holder, or catate who was not a member of a

voluntaristic church between 1900 and 1920 in Lagdles-*>°

Jewish Life Transformed, 1900-1930
It should come as no surprise that Jewish commumityps Angeles was also

transformed by the influx of Protestant Midwestesrat the end of the nineteenth
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century. These Christian newcomers carried wiémtmationalistic prejudices that
shunted the city’s Jews to the margins of the agke€hristian community they
sought to establish. By 1900, the Jews of Los Aegye@ere socially and politically
marginalized.

Immigration, urbanization, and secularization cedagignificant social and
political change to white, Protestant American wdtat the turn of the century. The
American nationalist discourse that evolved betwEg80-1920 betrayed their status
anxiety and their antipathy towards the newcomdrs threatened “their” America.
Consequently, American nationalism took on racigrtmnes during these decades,
and reconstructed American identity as white, Giamsand native born. American
nationalism viewed Jews as interlopers in Chrissagiety, which cast Jews as
racially inferior foreigners who threatened Chastivalues and morality.

New antipathies towards Jews in the United Statesg these decades were
ubiquitous in American cultur€’ In literature, Jews were routinely portrayed as
villains. According to a 1913 Anti-Defamation Lessgpublication,

Whenever a producer wishes to depict a betraypublic trust, a hard-

boiled usurious moneylender, a crooked gamblatepaiaved firebug, a

white slaver or other villain of one kind or anathie actor is directed to

represent himself as a J&w.

In politics, politicians found an easy scapegoalews as the international bankers

responsible for the wild boom-bust cycle of the laineteenth century. In the

election of 1896, both the Democratic and Pop#esty platforms declared that, “the

57 Michael N. DobkowskiThe Tarnished Dream: The Basis of American Antii&m(Westport, CT:
Greenwood Press, 1979), chapter 2.
18 Anti-Defamation League quoted in ibid., 68.

57



influence of European moneychangers has been noteatgn shaping legislation
than the voice of the American Peopté® By 1920, Jews could just as easily be
vilified as Marxist revolutionaries intent @estroyingcapitalism as international
financiers whacontrolledit.

Cultural watchdogs also warned of the insidiousdhthat Jewish control
over theater and film posed to Christian culturé amorality in America. Imagining
Jewish theatrical producers as sexual deviantdsesentrol over the stage became a
metaphor for the rape of American culture at thia tf the twentieth century.
Salacious subject matter on the stage and thevderflog of American actresses by
Jewish theatrical producers violated the Christigines of Victorian America. By
the 1910s, when motion pictures became populailasiassaults were levied against
Hollywood’s Jews and the threat that “foreign colitover such a powerful medium
posed to American culturé&®

In Los Angeles, nativist antisemitism edged Jewsobthe political and
social positions in the city at the end of ninetearentury*®® Prior to 1876, Jews in

Los Angeles had been prosperous and influentidghbasmen in “Cowtown*?

Jews were the first bankers in the city, helpinéutad commercial developmetft
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Jewish merchants owned the city’s leading retatlcgry and department stores.
Jewish businessmen held offices in the Merchant\Maxufacturers’ Association in
its early years. Fifteen of the Chamber of Commertounding firms were Jewish
businesses, and Jewish banker Isaias Hellman veasfdhe three civic leaders who
donated the land for the city’s first universityetUniversity of Southern California
in 1880"%*

Socially, Jews had been respected members of thenoaity as well. The
city’s first elected sheriff, Emil Harris was a J&W Jews were members of the
Masons and the Odd Fellows, and their children \eriéed to society function?
Twelve of the founding 125 members of the Califar@iub (1887) were Jew§’
Jewish-Christian relations in “Cowtown” were cotdi&hristian ministers and lay
leaders were in attendance at the opening of tiis dirst synagogue, the Temple
Street Synagogue, in 186%. In 1869, thd_os Angeles Daily Newsn an article
entitled, “A 1869 Jewish Standard for Gentile Babethat commended Jews for
their “commercial integrity and their studied isoda from prevalent vices of

gambling and inebriation.Tt held up Jewish thrift, propriety, and virtuepnblic
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politics, linguistic skills, literacy and Jewish men’s chastity as a model for the
gentile community®

By 1900, Jews were no longer welcome in the civisazial organizations
their parents had helped to establishin 1897, the California Club, which had been
founded by Jews and Christians in 1887, adoptedtaictive covenant excluding
Jews, and by 1920, the University of Southern Galif, which owed its land to
Isaias Hellman, adopted a quota, limiting Jewisldent enrollment’* An article in
theLos Angeles Timdsom 1897 justified social exclusion as a defesis€hristian
community:

With the growth of Los Angeles as a metropolis, t@se a demand

for social clubs, as are found in all large citi&o social club will be

a thorough success which accepts anyone as a marhbenerely

dresses decently and is able to pay the dues.eiop should be

admitted as a member of the club whom the averagebar would

refuse to admit as a guest in his home...Only suudbs as are

exclusive in regard to the character of the membansexpected to be

permanently prosperoug?
Over the course of the next twenty years, Jewsi¢aath other racial and
religious minorities) disappeared from positiongofitical and social
prominence in Los Angeléé®

Changes in Los Angeles’ social and political stuoetat the turn of the

century also brought changes to the Jewish comgimthe city. By 1900,
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escalating social discrimination had prompted thecdndants of the city’s most
prominent Jewish families to leave Los Angeles, ynafrthem resettling in San
Francisca-’* The remaining community withdrew to their own rigigrhoods,
schools and social groupS. Los Angeles’ small Jewish community of 2,500
supported one reform temple, one orthodox synagdptee B’nai B'rith lodges, the
Hebrew Benevolent Society, and several social oluisg the period’® Excluded
from the prestigious California Club, the Jews oElAngeles established their own
social club, the Concordia Club in 1891. The Cad@oClub was the “inner-
sanctum” of high Jewish society in Los Angeles ballroom, reading room, and
card room provided for the “social and mental a@twf the community, and the
club’s Christmas party gained the reputation asadribe finest children’s events in
the city!’”’

Another factor that contributed to decline in sbeiad political prominence in
Los Angeles was the influx of approximately 70,@dstern European Jews to Los
Angeles between 1910-1936. Two distinct groups of Eastern European Jews
settled in LA during this time, establishing thewn residential and social colonies in

the suburban archipelago. The first were workilagx Jews from the East Coast and

Midwest. These Eastern European immigrants haekearm the United States ten to

"4 v/orspan and Gartneiistory of the Jews of Los Angeld94.

175 sassJewish Los Angeles: A Guids).

"®|bid., 10.

1""yorspan and Gartneistory of the Jews of Los Angel@g, 143-145. Hillcrest Country Club
replaced the Concordia Club in the 1920s as tlyésclewish social club. See Sandbelgwish Life in
Los Angeles: A Window to Tomorrow.

178 \/orspan and Gartnefistory of the Jews of Los Angeld85-136, 287. The Jewish population of
Los Angeles was estimated to be 65,000 in 1927180¢D00 in 1941; Sas3ewish Life in Los Angeles:
A Window to Tomorrow, 10.
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twenty years earlier. Having worked in the india$slums of America’s largest
cities, they too were drawn to southern Califolmyahe promise of a cleaner, drier
climate, plentiful jobs, and affordable housing.

These working class Jews settled in the Boyle Heighighborhood of Los
Angeles, just east of downtown. They brought wiign the socialist and communist
values that were prominent within the Jewish wagkitass. Boyle Heights, therefore,
became the center of labor union activism in Logéles in the 1920s and 19308.
Twenty-one different political organizations thrava the neighborhood during the
1930s, among them Labor Zionists, Socialists, kyotss, the anti-Soviet
Communist Workman'’s Circle, and the pro-Sovietinéional Workers Order.
Radical groups argued their cause at Ginsberg' ®¥eig@n Restaurant at the corner
of Brooklyn and Soto, in the heart of Boyle Height®&ehement political debate was
central to Jewish street life in Boyle Heigh8.One indication of how dominant
Jews were in Los Angeles’ unions between the warsion meetings were often
conducted in Yiddis#®!

The other group of Eastern European Jews thaedettlsouthern California
at this time was the Jewish entrepreneurs of thigomeicture industry. This group
settled first in the city of Hollywood in the 1910mit eventually dispersed to the west
side communities of Culver City and Beverly Hilfé. The Jews of the motion

picture industry created their own social and aaltaolony. Until the 1930s, the

9 Ellie Kahn, "Meet Me at Brooklyn and Soto: A Calation of the Jews of East Los Angeles,"
(Teaneck, NJ: Ergo Media, 1996).
180 i
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181 |pid.
182\/orspan and Gartneiistory of the Jews of Los Angeld48.
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Jews of Hollywood were socially isolated from Pebémt society because of their
“loose morals,” and from the “downtown” Jews aslyw@ho snubbed the “movie
Jews” to avoid the disreputable stigma of the mbuisines$®®

In the 1920s Los Angeles, the Jews of Boyle Heightsthe Jews of
Hollywood were viewed with consternation by certsggments of Christian Los
Angeles. For the city’s ultra-conservative bustlesders, the labor activists of
Boyle Heights posed a direct threat to free entsgprFor the city’s “morality police,”
the Jews of the motion picture industry were sutivgrAmerican society with their
decadent lifestyle. When Henry Ford launched mfi@mous national campaign
warning Americans about the insidious threat that‘international Jew” posed to
America, local Protestant ministers in Los Angefetuded Jews as part of their
broader crusade against foreigners in defending¢bblesive, Christian
community®*

The leader of Los Angeles’ “morality police” wasightin’ Bob Shuler,”
minister of the Trinity Church in downtown Los Ange'®®> Shuler was the
“Savonarola of Los Angeles,” defending the nativtristian moral agenda from the
insidious cultural influences of Jews, Catholiced&s and immigrants.
Foreshadowing Father Coughlin’s success as a nadister, Shuler used the
airwaves in a weekly radio program during the 19®0sssail Jews and Catholics as

the gangsters and vice lords in his weekly radaalicasts and in his monthly

183 Neal GablerAn Empire of Their OwgiNew York: Anchor Books, 1988), 271-276.

184 Neal Baldwin,Henry Ford and the Jews: The Mass Production ofeHiiew York: Public Affairs,
2001.)

185 Robert Salley, "Activities of the Knights of thaiKlux Klan in Southern California, 1921-1925"
(M.A. Thesis, University of Southern California,&®, 113.
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publication,Bob Shuler's Magazingirculation ~ 11,000). Shuler accused Jews of
paying off public officials in order to maintainetin prostitution rings, bootlegging,
and other criminal activities and maligned the fiorlaire Jews” who were
responsible for “debauching the whole nation iliggestive and licentious
films.”*%°

During the 1920s, LA’s “morality police” led theampaign against vice,
corruption, crime and sin. Activist Protestant istiers fanned the flames of nativist
antisemitism in Los Angeles, marginalizing the @tyews. By 1933, when Leon
Lewis shared his concerns about Nazi activity en¢hy with police Chief James
Dauvis, his appeal was undermined by the same amtisen promulgated by Nazis
themselves. Moreover, Davis’ rebuke reminded Letas his concerns were not

truly “American.” In dismissing Lewis, it was clethat the Jews of Los Angeles

were on their own to combat Nazis in Los Angeles.

Playing Politics in “The Nation’s White Spot”

Leon Lewis’ meeting with Chief James laid bare¢hallenges that the Jews
of Los Angeles would face in fighting Nazism in tigy. In 1933, American Jews
had few political allies and even fewer politicgtions for fighting insurgent Nazism.
As an attorney, Leon Lewis understood that Amerjaaisprudence did not yet

extend civil protections from libel to groups. Hlso understood legal approaches for

18 Bruce HenstellSunshine and Wealth: Los Angeles In the TwentidsTaitties(San Francisco:
Chronicle Books, 1984) 63; Bob Shuler quoted inr(dollywood and Anti-Semitism: A Cultural
History up to World War [1115-16.
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protection would only enflame their adversariesaose such suits implicitly
challenged their adversaries’ First Amendment ggiihat was a political risk Leon
Lewis was not willing to take.

It was Los Angeles’ own peculiar political cultutet suggested the best
strategy for resisting insurgent Nazism in Los Arge political espionage. Political
spying among rival groups was standard operatingquture in Los Angeles in the
1920s and 1930s. Unlike other large U.S. citidh@atime, where political rivalries
broke down along class and ethnic lines, localtigslin Los Angeles broke down
along single issues, and therefore, adversariestegisto espionage to monitor each
other. The ultra-conservative civic group, Betkanerica Federation, for example,
had an operating budget of $24,000 in 1933 to ptyrinants to infiltrate liberal and
left-wing groups on the pretext that these groupeevsubversivé®’ The BAF paid
high school students to report on subversive daes/among students and teachers.
It sent members of the KKK, American Legion, Sil&irts, and Friends of the New
Germany to infiltrate and disrupt Communist Pargetings:®® According to Carey
McWilliams, the Better America Federation paid pf@aminent Los Angeles
clubwoman” fortwenty yeardo sit on the boards of liberal organizations espbrt
back on those groups’ activities. The informattofiected by the BAF was turned
over to local, state, and federal authorities whestigated those groups as suspected

“radicals.”*8°

187 Budget of the Better America Federation, 1933GRC Papers, Part 1, Box 12, Folder 5.
188 Mcwilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Lari2D2.
189 Mcwilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Lari2D1.
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In the 1920s and 1930s, the Los Angeles policertimeat, the “business
syndicate,” and elected officials regularly empldymlitical informants to monitor
each other Mayor John Porter (1929-1933) maintained a aépersonal
informants, watchdogs, and amateur snd8p$orter placed his spies in the city
attorney’s office and in the LAPE® His choice of informants included men of
guestionable reputation, including the volatile amadent police detective, Deighton
McDonald Jones. Jones had been fired from thefior¢the 1920s only to be rehired
by Porter to inform on the LAPD. Porter’s politigdlies were issued captains’
badges to legitimize their “investigations” for thrayor without the consent of then
Police Chief Richard Steckel. Porter’s succeds@ank Shaw, also employed private
informants and spies. Shaw’s brother, Joseph, aged’ his brother’s relationships
with organized crime, accepting kickbacks from Vmels and planting informants on
the grand jury®® Under both Porter (1929-1933) and Shaw (1933-),988dreds of
private citizens were given official status as pelagents, ostensibly to get them off
the hook for minor infractions like traffic accidenThese badges also legitimized
“private citizen cops” who were authorized to invgste the mayor’s enemies and
report on their findings®

Thus, political espionage was common in Los Angefes much so, that even
its own police commissioners concluded that Losélegwas “a ‘racket-infested’

city, almost as much as Chicago, [w]here the raskzlrs the cloak of police

19Woods,The Police in Los Angeles: Reform and Professiaaitin 138.
191 i
Ibid.
1921bid., 173; Sitton, "Urban Politics and ReformNiew Deal Los Angeles: The Recall of Mayor Frank
L. Shaw," 113.
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authority, and many of the racketeers wear poladgls.*** In 1940, a Senate
subcommittee investigating civil rights violatiommsLos Angeles concluded that
underhanded political tactics were commonplaceas Angeles. The subcommittee
reported that the city, the LAPD, the Better Amariederation and the M&M had
illegally employed informants to disrupt trade umpprovoke violence, and ferret
out “reds.” These same forces, the Committee tedphad consistently
“...assume[d] [a] conspiratorial pattern of malfeasa™

The decision by the Jews of Los Angeles to adauatvert fact-finding
operation to combat Nazism in Los Angeles was thdyrct of the city’s own
political culture. Political espionage in Los Ahgein the 1930s was hardly
something that upset the city's politicos. Witthirs political culture, the decision by
a handful of Los Angeles’ wealthiest Jews to lauth&hr own undercover operation
was well within the bounds of normal for Los AngeléDuring the 1930s,

“Hollywood’s spies” were just one more informanbgp in a city rife with political

spiest®

Conclusion
The Protestant Midwesterners who flowed into sauti@alifornia between
1880-1920 transformed Los Angeles into one of tlistroonservative cities in the

nation. The city’s three political orthodoxies nativist progressivism, the open shop,

194 |pid., 135.
195 Mcwilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Lari2B3.
19 |pid., 291.
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and Protestant morality -- translated into repkesaiunicipal politics, intense
antagonism of trade unionism, and social exclusiaracial and religious minorities

by the city’s “morality police.**’

When Leon Lewis approached LAPD Chief James
Davis with evidence of Nazi activity in the cityalds’ response reflected the
prejudices and political priorities of the Protesgtanajority that dominated “the
nation’s white spot.” After all, Davis served timerests of the city’s power elite
who had endorsed fascist-style tactics over theigus forty years to repress the very
“radicals” in Los Angeles that Nazis had battledSermany. If some Los Angelenos
were appalled by Nazism in 1933, it wasn’t necelsslecause of its antisemitism or
even its fascist policies. For them, Nazism wayg objectionable because it was a
foreign ideology. Hitler's strident position agsirCommunists and his antisemitic
propaganda appealed to some Americans. Withirgjfstv months of the Lewis-
Davis meeting, the first of hundreds of homegroascist groups would begin to
emerge in Los Angeles to combat the Jewish-Bolshiweat to their city. In the
1930s, California, and specifically Los Angelessveahotbed of far-right political
activism!®®

The Jews of Los Angeles were on their own to corttegte Nazi-influenced
groups in the city in 1933. With few political i@y and even fewer viable defensive
tactics available to them, the Jews of Los Angelesse to fight Nazism covertly.
Ironically, their decision to employ political infmants was fully compatible with the

political norms of a city whose local police foread its own secret “intelligence

¥97"Woods,The Police in Los Angeles: Reform and Professiaatitin 34.
198 Starr,Endangered Dreams: The Great Depression in Califgrohapter 7.
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squad,” whose mayors spied on grand juries, ands&hiizen groups regularly
employed informants to keep tabs on their riv&pying on Nazis and Nazi-
influenced groups in Los Angeles at 1933 was hamelyarkable. In a city where
political espionage was standard operating proeeddmllywood’s spies were just

playing politics the way politics was played in timation’s white spot.”

69



Chapter Two
Nazis in Los Angeles: Not Just a Jewish Problem

In the spring of 1933 a new political organizatappeared in cities across the
country, the Friends of the New Germany (FNG). lielyh the new group was
dedicated to defending the new political regimer@Gary from the “lies” its members
claimed American Jews were spreading about NaziSetretly, however, the group
was intent on bringing the “Hitler Revolution” the United States. In Los Angeles,
FNG began its campaign by hosting free, publicuiess that promoted Nazism and
distributing Nazi literature throughout the citifNG leaders in Los Angeles also
began courting American veterans to join their argation. Suspicious of the new
group, a self-selected cohort of veterans frondihentown post of the Disabled
American Veterans of the World War (DAV) launchediadependent inquiry into the
new group to learn more. Directed behind the ssbyea Jewish member of the DAV,
Leon Lewis, the veterans insinuated themselvelsdritiends of the New Germany to
find out whether the group was friend or foe.

This is how Hollywood’s spies began. It did notaive the Jews of Los
Angeles or Hollywood at all. It was an independequiry conducted by a small
group of U.S. veterans in Los Angeles whose lebhdppened to be Jewish. None of
the original DAV volunteers were professional invgators, none of them were
Jewish, and none were motivated by Nazi antisemiti$hey were all private citizens,
who, like Leon Lewis, suspected that the FriendhefNew Germany threatened

democracy in America. When the DAV volunteers Ipetheeir investigation, they
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never expected that they would uncover a conspiatlye magnitude they found — a
private militia training in street fighting, secraeetings with German officials, and
plans for an insurrection. The DAV volunteers kakhe investigative experience,
funding, and political cover they needed to effezlif combat the problem. Leon
Lewis worked feverishly behind the scenes to fimose resources. Rebuffed by the
chief of the Los Angeles police in his appeal fddidional police attention to the Nazi
problem, it took Lewis six months to secure thegtie funding and political cover that
transformed the DAV volunteers inkollywood’'sspies. In the meantime, the DAV
investigators submitted daily reports to Lewis doeating FNG’s plans to bring
Nazism to the United States. This chapter pregbetsather unexpected origins of
Hollywood’s spies, who they were and what they thusend explicates the challenge

that Nazism posed to the Jews of Los Angeles 18193

National Socialism Comes to Los Angeles, 1933

Origins
Nazism was transported to the United States il 8#28s in the hearts and

minds of hundreds of German émigrés who were arnttoag85,000 German
nationals who migrated to the United States betwieemwars:>® The majority of
these German immigrants were single young men lggtwee ages of 21 and 35 who
had been displaced by the grave economic depreggbhit Germany after World

War I. Most of them were semi- or unskilled workarho came to the United States

19 sander A. Diamondlhe Nazi Movement in the States, 1924-1@hkca: Cornell University Press,
1974), 379.
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seeking economic opportunities that were not albbkdlan post-war Germany.
Demoralized by Germany’s defeat in the war and #@eteid by the severe post-war
depression that forced their emigration, they cémtbe United States seeking better
financial opportunity>°

The newcomers did not integrate easily into esthbll German-American
communities in the United States. The new arrivage often members of the new
National Socialist Democratic Workers Party (NSDA#Permany and subscribed
to the Nazi idea that they were not emigrants;etrattaw themselves as Germans
living in Deutschtum“Greater Germany,” abroad. German-Americangherother
hand, saw themselves as Americans. Consequédrgipewcomers isolated
themselves from the German-American community amich fAnglo-American
society. Believing that only racial Germans wegtivy of National Socialism, these
German immigrants formed their own distinctive abciubs and political groups.
United in their common faith in National Socialisthey waited for ter tag” the
day they would return home to a new and redeemenh&@wg/*°*

The ascension of the Nazi Party to power in Germariyp33, however,
changed their purpose in America. Previously aerang themselves sojourners in
the United States, some of these German natiooalsassumed the responsibility to
unify the millions of “racial Germans” in Amerita the Nazi caus&? In July 1933,

delegates from the disparate Nazi cells from adfesgountry convened in Chicago

20 pjamond, 97-98; Susan Canedynerica's Nazis, A Democratic Dilemma: A Historghe German
American BundMenlo Park, CA: Markgraf Publications Group, 1990

*% Diamond, 102, 105, 106.
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and founded the Nazi movement in the United S&feémong the delegates to the
Chicago conference were four pro-Nazi German natsofiom Los Angeles: Paul
Themlitz, owner of the newly opened Aryan Bookstordowntown Los Angeles;
his partner, Hans Winterhalder, a former firsteant in the German imperial army
during the war; and two other former German armgnans from Los Angeles’
German émigré community, Herman Schwinn and Rdbepe?®* Schwinn had
arrived in Los Angeles in 1925 and was the onlyraized citizen among the
four(see Appendix 1: Photograpi€’) Robert Pape had been a career officer in the
German army, serving from 1914 to 1927, and wagmlber of the Nazi Party Pape
arrived in Los Angeles in early 1932, and he manata relationships with Nazi Party
members in other American cities. Pape had heldrak“street-walking” jobs as a
door-to-door salesman, his most recent as a “wgshiachine solicitor®°

The convening delegates (45 in all) representedwsidisparate Nazi cells

from across the country. At the conference th@&ye forces, consolidating into a

23 pjamond, chapter 4.
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Themlitz testimony, ibid., Part 1, Box 4, FoldeiCGh Schwinn, see “Hitler Likened to Rooseveligs
Angeles Examinedanuary 17, 1934; Transcript, Schwinn testimdiy,, Part 1, Box 4, Folder 9;
Transcript, Winterhalder testimony, ibid., ParBbx 4, Folder 9; On Winterhalder, see Transcript,
Winterhalder testimony, ibid., Part 1, Box 4, Fal8elt is not clear whether Winterhalder was a co-
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1933, ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 5) but thenifest that Themlitz was the sole owner (see, Trapsc
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single, national organization call&kr Freunde des Neun Deutschlatite Friends
of the New German$?’ FNG’s mission was to combat the truth about tee/N
Germany in light of the scurrilous lies it claiméelws in America were spreading
about the Third Reich and its mistreatment of Gerdews. The leader of the new
organization, Hans Spanknoebel, was a German éti&arlier that year
Spanknoebel had traveled to Germany to secure Naty chief Rudolph Hess’s
blessing as the official fuehrer of the Nazi Pantyhe United State®® Spanknoebel
modeled the Friends of the New Germany after tha Rarty. The new group
employed strong-arm tactics to achieve its objestienforced by its own uniformed
storm troops that adhered to fluehrerprinzipNazism'’s strict code of obedient®.
Headquartered in New York City, Spanknoebel divittezlUnited States into three
administrative FNG regions, the Northeast, Midwast) West, each with its own
“gaulieter” or regional leader. Spanknoebel sel@dobert Pape to be the gauleiter
of FNG in the Wesf!°

Following the July convention, Spanknobel embarked “Clean up
America” campaign, making speeches denouncingnatemal Communism and
racial amalgamatioft* His public addresses attracted primarily Germationals,
naturalized Germans, and German-Americans who fearéul that persecution of

German-Americans would again emerge because ofethative press that the Third

27 Report dated 7/19/33, ibid., Part 1, Box 6, folti@r Transcript, Winterhalder testimony, ibid., Par
1, Box 4, Folder 10; Canedy, 51.
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Reich was attracting in the United States. Spaekels speeches were extremely
militaristic and antisemitic. Offering his versiofithe “truth” about the New
Germany, Spanknoebel told his audiences that Ggrmaa not antisemitic. In point
of fact, he said, “Jewish-Bolshevists” directedifiréMoscow had infiltrated Germany.
Germans were theeal victims, he claimed, not the Jews, and Hitler weesely
“clean[ing] house” in Germany to free the Fathedlahthe Jewish-Bolshevist graft
and corruption that were part of the internatidammunist conspiracs}?

In Los Angeles, the German Vice Consul Dr. Georg<Bgg offered his
support to the FNG’s West Coast leadefsGyssling was an ambitious Foreign
Office diplomat and a staunch Hitlerft¥. Since the ascension of the Nazis to power
in Germany, Gyssling had been busy giving publkstto Los Angeles civic groups,
combatting what he considered slanderous attacki ima“world jewery [sic].*"
Gyssling worked closely with FNG's “chief propaganafficer” Hans Winterhalder
to plan FNG'’s public relations strategy. Wintedwland Gyssling were in daily
contact with each other, planning FNG'’s public tielass campaign in Los Angeles

and distributing Nazi propaganda literature to@@man-American community

through the local Turn Verein Germania (the federadf all German-American

212 |hid.

213 Untitled report dated June 30, 1933, (no autf@RC Papers, Part 1, Box 14, Folder 17; “Nazi
Organization Activities, July 12, 1933” (no authprpbably Red Squad agent or informant), ibid.f Par
1, Box 14, Folder 17. Winterhalder contacted Gysstaily.
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cultural clubs in Los Angele$d§® Winterhalder and Gyssling hoped that local
newspapers would carry their stories about the Bewnany. When neither thes
Angeles Timenor theLos Angeles Examinagreed to run Winterhalder’s polemical
essaysi-NG was forced to change its propaganda strategy.

Taking direction from New York, Los Angeles’s FN&ters turned to the
editor of theCalifornia Staats Zeitund-os Angeles’s weekly German-language
newspaper (circulation 18,000-22,000) to securedtgperation in advancing a pro-
Nazi agend&*® All FNG regional leaders were ordered to adoptdtrategy. The
core of FNG’s propaganda campaign was to raisddhesh Question within
German-American circles, hoping to transplant #sei¢ to the domestic political
discoursé® In Los Angeles, Winterhalder and Gyssling proposet the paper run
a series of articles explaining the tenets of Nmzstarting with the publication and
explanation of the Nazi Party’s very antisemitiatfbrm, theTwenty-Five Point
Program of the Nazi PartySubsequent issues would then run articles exptai
each “point” in greater det&if’ Unlike the editor of New York City’s German-
language newspaper, who was beat up by FNG thugsjéxting the “suggestion”

for a new editorial direction, the editor of tBalifornia Staats Zeitungn Los

1% Nazi Organization Activities, July 12, 1933 (ndfer, probably Red Squad agent or informant),
ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 17; Notes: Nazi Origation Activities, July 6, 1933 (no author, probab
Red Squad agent or informant), ibid., Part 1, BéxHolder 17.

27 Report dated June 30, 1933 (no author, probabdySReiad agent or informant), ibid., Part 1, Box
14, Folder 17.

218 Report dated June 25, 1933 (no author, probabdySReiad agent or informant), ibid., Part 1, Box
14, Folder 17.

19 Diamond, 151-156; Report 1 (written by SchmidtAagust 20, 1933), CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 8,
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Box 14, Folder 17.
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Angeles agreed to make space for pro-Hitler agialed editorial§?* The editor did,
however, express concern that pro-Nazi positionkerpaper might negatively
impact the paper’s leading advertisers: the Jews avined some of the city’s largest

businesses, including the May Co. department stodeUnion Bank??

Early Activity

As early as April 1933, newspapers in Los Angedgmorted on Nazi activity
in the city. On April 14, th&'nai B’rith Messengeannounced, “Hitlerites Organize
Branch Here.” The article claimed that Nazi pragradp agents had been sent to Los
Angeles by Berlin. The paper printed the alleggeinds’ names and addresses on the
front page, including Robert Pape’s, and calledfieir immediate deportatidi®
On July 27", theLos Angeles Examineeported on the first Nazi meeting in the city,
alongside a photo of Winterhalder and three otiNG Ffnembers dressed in their
paramilitary uniforms posing in the “Heil” salutsee Appendix 1: PhotograpHs.
Los Angelenos, however, either discounted thesgestas propaganda or were too

consumed with their own personal struggles withDleeression to carg>

221 Report dated July 1, 1933 (no author, probably 8gaad agent or informant), ibid., Part 1, Box 14,
Folder 17.

222 Report dated July 1, 1933 (no author, probably 8gaad agent or informant), ibid., Part 1, Box 14,
Folder 17.
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The Jews of Los Angeles, however, were paying atten In July, forty-six
Jewish organizations, among them Jewish SocialgtGommunist groups,
responded to this early Nazi activity by calling &citywide anti-Nazi demonstration.
The anti-Nazi rally marked the beginning of a cyalgrotest and counter-protest
between the left and right in Los Angeles overrtbgt twelve years, as each side
competing for the last word in the political coaofli

Two different accounts of the July12 anti-Naziyadle found in the CRC
Papers. The first, written in German, was writtgrFNG’s informant, and the
second was written by a Red Squad informant. Woeegiccounts are remarkably
consistent with each other. Both state that the sf the crowd was approximately
3,000, although the FNG report added that moste@fttendees were “Jews
and...Communists.” This was probably true, as ond®imain speakers, Dr. Aaron
Rosanof, a psychiatrist and professor at UCLA, tb&lcrowd that “46 Jewish
organizations in Los Angeles are working hand inchaith Communistic
organizations and the Friends of the Soviet Uniofinish off Hitler.” The FNG
report also noted that the last speaker addrebsectowd in YiddisH?°

Both reports summarized the speeches made thdt nigfing the focus on
increasing “fascist” activity in Los Angeles. Thpeakers called for vigilance at

home and abroad against the Nazi foe and rallieaitbwd to fight fascism in its

226 Report on Meeting Against Hitlerism, PhilharmoAigditorium, July 12, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1,
Box 14, Folder 17. This is the English translatidrthe FNG report on the meeting that was submitted
in German to Red Hynes and then given to Leon LeWémdwritten note on Lewis’ copy reads,
“Found in Police file. See German acct in Specfilgs-- this is translation!”
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midst?*’ According to the FNG report, civil rights attoyn&l Wirin criticized the
Los Angeles police department’s fascist-like bebavi

Comrades, | want to speak about Hitlerism, butim@&@ermany, no

right here in Los Angeles. The KKK broke into avikh

“Communistic home” in Long Beach; police Captainndyg’ Red

Squad interfered with the strike in Mr. Goldsteisigeatshop; and

American Legionnaires broke up a “Communistic nregtat

Polytechnic High Schodf®
Noted author Lewis Browne, just back from Germamged the crowd to boycott
German goods. “When you buy a shoe lace, refutaktit if it was made in
Germany. The Nazis will not last under such econgressure,” he asserté&d.

If the Jews of Los Angeles believed that fascisrs o the rise in their city,
their rally convinced FNG leaders that the Jewisim@iunist conspiracy in Los
Angeles was thriving. Two days after the anti-Naly, Hans Winterhalder was on
Red Hynes'’s doorstep, report in hand. Winterh&deport interpreted the event
through the prism of Nazi political ideology. “d&wish organizations,”
Winterhalder’s report read, really meant@émmunisbrganizations. “[W]orking
together’was interpreted as “conspiring,” and “fight fascj$mas construed to mean
manipulate into “fighting Americanisnt® Winterhalder informed Nynes that he

could count on the Friends of the New Germany @nfipht against Communists and

Jews. Over the course of the next several moRti§, continued to provide Hynes

227 |pid.

228 |pid.

229 |pid.

230 According to Hynes’ independent information, therere about 3,000 people in attendance at the
July 12" meeting and the speakers told the crowd that there 45 Jewish organizations represented.
According to Lewis, Hynes said that this was ant‘@ud out Communist meeting and that it did a great
deal of harm to the respectable Jews of this aitg, that the Nazis were making a great deal otalapi
out of it.” See report dated September 7, 193)AA.M, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 6, Folder 19.
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with information on Communist groups in the cify. A note on the Hynes-
Winterhalder meeting written in code confirmed FN@ational structure and its
relationship to the German consulate:

13 [Winterhalder] gave 69 [Hynes] the report of Bfélharmonic

meeting two days later. 13 also sent a copy ofépert to national

HQ in New York and to the local German consulédlt8.told 69 that

the meeting confirmed that American Jews were wykiosely with

Communistg

Despite Winterhalder’s sincere intentions to halp iLAPD with its
“Communist problem,” Hynes was suspicious of FNg&, tOn August 1, Hynes sent
detective R. A. Wellpott of the Metropolitan Divisi to the FNG meeting held at the
Alt Heidelberg Restauraft® Wellpott submitted his report to Hynes the neay:d

Approximately 100 people gathered in the recephialhof the

mansion in which the restaurant and Aryan Booksapedocated.

Fifteen young men whose arms bulge with excess posee

scattered about the hall. The meeting was alseredvby the Los

Angeles Examiner, who described the athletic-logkiren, dressed in

brown shirts as members of the organization’s “spalbteilung.”

They will not hesitate to tell you that they guéng meeting>*
According to Wellpott’s report, the stage was dated with the American flag, the
imperial German flag, and the Nazi (swastika) fifgThe meeting was called to

order by Robert Pape, who played a phonographdeapof a German march.

Bl pocuments in the CRC files contain early reparssensibly acquired by Hynes as a result of his
association with Winterhalder. See ibid., Part dx B4, Folder 17. Hynes then allowed Leon Lewis to
see and copy the information in September 1933r&emt dated September 12 P.M. L.L.L, ibid., Part
1, Box 6, Folder 19.

232 Report dated 7/14/33, ibid., Part 1, Box 6, Folb@r

233 etter, Wellpott to Hynes, 8/2/33, ibid., ParBox 14, Folder 18. The name of the person who
wrote the letter is heavily crossed out, but theghle letters look like “Wellpost,” which is problgiR.

A. Wellpott, who is listed as a Red Squad officaee Senate Subcommittee on Education and Labor,
“Exhibit #10216: Personnel Roster of Intelligenagr@u,”Documents Relating to Intelligence Bureau
or Red Squad of Los Angeles Police Departm@igw York: Arno Press 1971), 23512.

#4«Nazis Hold First Open Meeting Herd,bs Angeles Examingduly 27, 1933.

235 _etter, Wellpott to Hynes, dated August 2, 193BQPapers, Part 1, Box 14, Folder 18.
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Winterhalder followed, addressing the group in Gamrabout the FNG convention in
Chicago held just days before. The keynote spe@keRudolph Gerber, took the
podium. He spoke on “The German Jewish Confli&é&rber explained that the
Nazis wanted to prevent the “bastardization of Geryi by eliminating Jews from
power. He criticized the Hohenzollern regime flboveing Jews into positions of
responsibility and power. Several people jumpedmg protested this remark. The
protestors were escorted out of the meeting by brslirted attendants. The meeting
resumed with recorded speeches by Hindenberg afet pliayed on the phonograph.
At the end of the meeting, about 70 people roseganeé the Hitler salute when the

new German national anthem was pla§&d.

Hollywood’s First Spy

The foregoing accounts of early FNG activity in L&rsgeles, including the
encoded report of Hynes’s meeting with Winterhgldesre given to Leon Lewis by
Red Squad Captain Bill Hynes. Historiographicailhgse reports are significant
because they depict FNG activity on the West Caast,thus corroborate past
research describing the Friends of the New Gernaargy national political
organizatiorf>’ The police reports on FNG activity in Los Angelesnd in the CRC
Papers reveal the remarkable symmetry between Faidties in New York and

its activities in Los Angeles: attempts to co-dy tocal German-language

236 «Nazi Organization Activities,” August 2, 1933,idb, Part 1, Box 14, Folder 18. There were two
different reports of the August 2 meeting.

%7 Canedy; Diamond; Alton Fry&azi Germany and the American Hemisphere, 1933-{94tv
Haven: Yale University Press, 1967).
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newspapers, distribution of the same Nazi liteetbrough a local bookshop called
“the Aryan Bookstore,” public rallies conducted lwthe support of local German
consulates, and, as chapter three will discusanatied take-overs of the local
federation of German-American societies in botlesit

Of greater significance is tis®urceof this information. All of this
information came from internal police reports, tuats found in the CRC Papers. The
guestion is, how did internal police reports wnttey Nazi agents, including notes on
a private meeting between Red Hynes and Winterhatae up in those files? The
answer lies in a memo Leon Lewis wrote for hissfile which he described a
meeting he had with Captain Red Hynes on or abepteégnber 7, 1933. In the
memo, Lewis wrote that he met with Hynes to reparthe early findings of the
DAV investigation. Hynes told Lewis that the Regu&d had been watching FNG
for some time and shared his files with Lewis. isw@opied the reports in Hynes’
files, which included the addresses of the subuldsanches of the Nazi organization
in Santa Monica, Pasadena, Long Beach, ArcadiaHamtington Park, scribbled
“Found in Police files” on each, and filed them g/

The encoded description of the Hynes-Winterhaldeetmg is a particularly
important document. First, it validates the Hyhesvis relationship. Second, it
reveals the precautions Lewis took in conductirgg@AV operation. All of the
agents and suspects in this investigation wergm@sginumeric code names. The

agents used these numbers when referring to theessahd to the people they were

238 Report, August 10, 1933, CRC Papers, Part |, Bdsofler 19.
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investigating. This level of secrecy reveals theaern that Lewis and his agents had
for this work. All of the DAV reports are likewissncoded and impossible to
decipher without a key. Lewis, however, provides tRosetta Stone” for the DAV
reports in a letter he later wrote to Sigmund Lgaton, executive director of the
Anti-Defamation League, in December 1933. Thelistg Hynes as “69” and
Winterhalder as “13” (see Appendix 2: Key to Spyd€s)>**

Five days after his initial meeting with Hynes, lis\\code name “1”), and
Hynes met again, this time to discuss funding Rgub8 surveillance of FNG.
Hynes told Lewis that he did not have the fundsditinue paying agent “M” to
infiltrate FNG2*° “It would cost us $150/month in salary plus exgEsto maintain
this operation,” Hynes told Lewis, “and we just ddrave the money right now.”
Lewis informed Hynes that he had discussed theemwaith Irving Lipsitch,
president of the Jewish Federation of Los Angelad,they had decided that Lewis,
an unnamed local merchant, and two other attormeysd underwrite the cost to
maintain Hynes'’s operativ&" According to Lewis’s notes, the following
arrangements were made:

“But, I'd rather that ‘M’ stay on your payroll’ewis told Hynes, “I
do not wish to have any direct dealings with a sevdetective.”

“I don’t blame you,” said Hynes.

“And, of course,” Lewis assured him, “there woblela piece of

change in it for you, too.”
“That would be fine,” said Hyne4?

239 etter, Leon Lewis to Sigmund Livingston, Decem6r 1933, ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 1.
240 Report, September 12 P.M. L.L.L., ibid., Part bx8, Folder 19.

241 pid.

242 pid.
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This exchange is important for two reasons. ksrgihe question of “the piece
of change” Lewis promised Hynes. Was this a brilttts?possible. The Los Angeles
police department was notoriously corrupt, and passible that “a piece of change”
for Hynes was yet another example of Lewis playotitics the way politics were
played with Red Squad. Another possible explanatsdhat Hynes sometimes have
moonlighted as a private consultant to area busesgadvising them on their
responses to labor troubles, so the “piece of abfatagwhich Lewis referred may
have been payment for such servit€sLewis never clarifies just what “the piece of
change” was for, and there is no further mentiopayf-offs to Hynes. Hynes
remained helpful to Lewis until the Red Squad wiasalved by Mayor Fletcher
Bowron in 1938. Second, the meeting with Hyndmisortant because it
contextualizes Leon Lewis’s meeting with Chief JarBavis just three days later (in
which Davis dismissed Lewis’s concern over Nazivatgtin the city). It is probable
that Lewis met with Davis to appeal to Davis tmedlte more resources to the Red
Squad to investigate Nazis knowing that Hynes weerfunded. In fact, at the end
of Lewis’s meeting with Hynes, Hynes asked Lewi$pot in a good word for him”
with Davis?**

In 1933, who would have guessed that Bill Hyneptaia of the city’s
infamous Red Squad, would have been Hollywood& fpy? Hynes, it seems, may

have been less dogmatic and more pragmatic thaedhisaiting legacy suggests.

243 Gerald WoodsThe Police in Los Angeles: Reform and Professiaatitin (New York: Garland,
1993); Thomas Sitton, "Urban Politics and ReformNew Deal Los Angeles: The Recall of Mayor
Frank L. Shaw" (Dissertation, University of Califigat, 1983).

244 Report, September 12 P.M. L.L.L., CRC Papers, PaBox 6, Folder 19.
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The German nationals who led the Friends of the Benmany were not American
citizens, and within the nativist culture of théyand the era, foreigners were
perceived with suspicion. It was not immediatdgac to Hynes who these “friends”
of the New Germany were or whether they wasdriends. In a city where political
power required a deep network of informants, Hywmas playing both sides of the
fence, gathering information on Communist actifigm Winterhalder, even as he

shared informant information on FNG with a Jewigtevan.

Before They Werdlollywood’sSpies

John Schmidt (“11")

The DAV investigation of the Friends of the New @any began in mid-
August 1933 after several veterans reported tlegt iad been approached by leaders
of FNG to join the new group. The leaders of FN$Suemed that American vets were
just as disgruntled with the U.S. government in3L88 they had been with Weimar
in 1923. After all, hadn’t the U.S. governmeneélron the Bonus Marchers at
Anacostia Flats just last year? Hadn't Congressaped them in the recent Economy
Act of 1930, cutting their service pensions? TH$G leaders presented themselves
as friends to U.S. veterans, confident that whies daycame, thousands of veterans
in Los Angeles would take to the streets in soltgavith FNG and bring the Hitler

revolution to America, just as their Nazi comratiad done in Germarfy®

245 The Bonus Army March of 1932 failed to persuadedtess to allocate funds to pay World War |
veterans their retirement bonuses eight years.€Bnky Economy Act of 1932 had reduced veterans’
benefits and cut millions of disabled veterans’dfiéa as well. These actions angered veterans, as
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Suspicious of the new group’s political intentio@gptain John Schmidt,
chairman of the Americanism Committee of the dowumtgost of the DAV, was the
first DAV informant. Schmidt was the perfect fodrfthe DAV undercover
investigation. Not only was Schmidt a naturaligaerman-American citizen, he was
also an American veteran who had fought in Frageénat Germany in 1918° As
a German-American veteran, Schmidt was preciselyebruit FNG’s national
leadership had instructed its regional officesiid f*” Schmidt, however, was an
American patriot. His undercover reports reveal ko be a man of integrity and a
patriot who loved his adopted country. Schmiddsgionate commitment to defend
America from Nazism was made all the more poigihgrhis personal trials, which
included permanent emotional and physical disaslifrom his war service and
financial destitution as a result of the loss af UiS. veterans’ disability insurance

after 1930°*® It is through Schmidt's reports that we comenderstand the men of

expressed in American Legion documents and speéchies summer of 1932. See Raymond Moley,
The American Legion Star{New York: Duell Sloan and Pearce, 1966); Doriltdisio, The President
and Protest: Hoover, Macarthur, and the Bonus Ridew York: Fordham University Press, 1994).

248 The sources on Schmidt’s date of birth, date @hignation, and enlistment in the CRC Papers
conflict. See reports dated August 29, SeptemlzerdlSeptember 5, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 8,
Folder 4; “Hitler Likened to Rooseveltl’os Angeles Examingdanuary 17, 1934, ibid., Box 3, Folder
37. Itis interesting that Schmidt told Themlitatthe did not fight against Germany in World War 1,

but that he had served in Mexico “fighting greaseayotes and rattlesnakes.” See report dated Augus
23, ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 4. In all likelibd, theLos Angeles Examineecord of Schmidt's

service is correct. Schmidt probably lied to Théntiecause it would not have served him to tell
Themlitz that he had fought against the Fatherland.

247 etter, Louis Greenbaum to Leon Lewis, Februaryl9B3 (see letterhead), ibid., Part 1, Box 29,
Folder 17. Schmidt was chair of the AmericanizaBmmittee of the Disabled American Veterans of
the World War, third district in Los Angeles; “RepdSeptember 7, 1933,” ibid., Part 1, Box 8,

Folder 4.

248 The Economy Act of 1930 cut disability paymentséterans. Leon Lewis had great compassion for
Schmidt. Lewis reimbursed Schmidt for the expemgemcurred during the undercover operation, lent
Schmidt significant amounts of money to sustain parsonally, and tried to pull strings in

Washington to help Schmidt regain his disabjignsion from the Veterans Administration. It took
five long Depression years, but Lewis finally suebed in having Schmidt’'s VA pension reinstated in
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FNG not merely as clichéd Nazi villains, but asiwidlials with passionate political
beliefs.

John Schmidt was the DAV’s lead informant. He gaglfirst visit to the
Aryan Bookstore on August 17, 1933, where he mpeP&chwinn, and ThemlitZ?

In his first report to Lewis, Schmidt wrote thatlmed learned that the purpose of the
Friends of the New Germany was to fight communiste. reported that
Winterhalder and Pape “could show me plenty ofdiiere proving without a doubt
that Communism was part of the Jewish plan of theugd that therefore we must all
combine to show the Jew as the author of all @multies in America and throughout
the world.?*° Pape told Schmidt that the purpose of FNG wasit@ Jews and
Catholics out of government in the United States r@place them with German-
Americans. Once in power, Pape said, German-Amesigvould usher in
Hitlerism2°*

Pape was concerned that veterans misunderstoddidmels of the New
Germany. He told Schmidt that recent VFW and AreariLegion resolutions
denouncing Nazism were misguided. FNG was comditialefending
Americanism and fighting Communists. FNG and Armemiveterans were allies
against a mutual enemiy? Pape hoped that Schmidt would bring some of his

American Legion and VFW friends the next time hmearound to correct those

1938. For more on Schmidt’s contribution and thggital and financial challenges he faced while
infiltrating the Friends of the New Germany, seid.ipPart 1, Box 8, Folder 20.
249 Report 1 (no date, but text refers to August 17:983), CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 8, Folder 4.
250 [ai

Ibid.
51 |bid.
2 |bid.
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misperceptions. Pape invited Schmidt and his aglles to FNG’s next membership
meeting, as well, and asked Schmidt if he wouldk@ the meeting. Schmidt
agreed to speak and promised to see what he cowdbalit helping to recruit more
veterans>?

Schmidt returned to the Aryan Bookstore at 902 Bduvarado Street a few
days later with his wife, Alyce, to dine at the Meidelberg Restaurant, located in
the same mansion. The Alt Heidelberg was a pomplar among German-
Americans. The ambience and the food, Schmidteyreére reminiscent of the old
country. The restaurant was decorated in the sfydetraditional German beer hall,
and it specialized in German home cooking. DinhgrSchmidt's accounts, was a
Depression-era bargain: three courses for sixtyscamd beer for a nickel. The
restaurant attracted older German-Americans likeridt, but lately, a rowdier,
younger crowd of German nationals, mostly of thei@rsuasion, had been
frequenting the restaurafitt During their dinner, Alyce Schmidt got up froneih
table to find the powder room. When she beganaingstio the second floor of the
mansion, she was stopped by a woman who seemeagiayed when she found
Alyce on the second floor landing.

“Verboten,” Alyce was told> Alyce turned around and went back

downstairs to her table.

253 Report dated August 20, 1933, CRC Papers, P&oA 8, Folder 4.

%4 Report, September 9 [written by Schmidt] and Regdr, September 27 [written by Schmidljd.,
Part 1, Box 8, Folder 5.

%% Report dated August 20, 1933 [written by Schmidil]., Part 1 Box 8, Folder 4.
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In his August 22 report, Schmidt wrote that he treddistinct impression that
there were secrets on the upper floors. Schmidteyfl am sure they have arms and
equipment some place. If it is in the house, | libw it soon.**°

On August 291933, Schmidt attended his first FNG membershiptimge
Several speakers addressed the group before Sctowmikdthe podium. Hans
Winterhalder informed attendees (about 80 peopbntidt later reported) that the
German government was making “a certain bodk&ig Kampj available free of
charge in English across the United States. Sules¢gpeakers addressed the
audience in German. The first speaker read asamntiic article from a German
magazine. The next speaker discussed an artateReader’s Digeson the
progress of Hitlerism, and then Schmidt spokepohiicing himself as a German,
addressing the group in EngligH:

My friends of the old country, | am glad to speak/ou though | would
not try to make a speech in the German languagjbage been away so
long that | have forgotten much of it. | wish tdarm you that although |
have been in the American army during the War,d$ nat overseas
fighting against you, but was on the Mexican boffdgrting greasers,
coyotes and rattlesnakes.

| do not quite understand the ideals you are suimmgito the American
public as propaganda, but | do know that Americadsea shaking up and
waking up from what is known in America as Commumis do hope
that you men and women will unite with the commesice of the
American veteran organizations to rid America ahoounism and
Bolshevism, which is a thorn in the side of thisicmy. | am not
speaking for you or against you. | speak as anrfuae citizen and
veteran and if you too follow the program of truméricanism | can

work with you. Naturally | understand that yokdimany of us, have
certain feelings towards the Jew. | do not know.y¥ou do not know

%% pid.
7 bid.
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me. We are unknown quantities to each other,fdwm permitted in
the near future to speak to the real organizatigmoors, then | will lay
out to youwhat | do believe should be done to those who baxes to
these sacred shores and abused its trust and edelLadies and
gentlemen, | thank yotr® [italics mine]

It was an effective performance. In his reportéavis, Schmidt told Lewis that
he won over Winterhalder, Pape, Schwinn, and Themf{T]he men, particularly
COMMUNISTS [sic] are enthused over my (halha!) sapp®>° Schmidt convincingly
assumed the role of the disgruntled American vataral antisemite to his new friends,
and he told the FNG faithful what they wanted tarhéut Schmidt’'s professed
allegiance to the Fatherland was a lie. Contramyhat he told the audience, Schmidt
did serve in France, and he did fight against Gesi¥ Moreover, when he promised
to “lay out to you what | do believe should be doméhose who have come to these
sacred shores and abused its trust and confidei@mhmidt was being duplicitous and
ironic. While the audience believed Schmidt wdsrreng to Jews, he was actually
pointing his finger athem

Schmidt’s first few visits to FNG headquarters aowed him that something
was amiss. After relating his early experienceBAY Post Commander Captain
Carl Sunderland and to DAV State Adjutant MajortB&ien, the two veterans

agreed to join Schmidt in his investigation. Sutatel became agent “8” and Allen

became agent “7.”

258 .
Ibid.
29 Report dated August 25, PM, CRC Papers, Part £ 8&older 4.
260 etter, Leon Lewis to Richard Gutstadt, March @34, ibid., Part 1, Box 23, Folder 1.
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In early September, Sunderland accompanied Schmidhch at the Alt
Heidelberg and met Themlitz and Winterhalder. Ujgaving, Sunderland was
convinced that the Nazis were smart, dangeroussgstémati¢’’ “You know,
Schmidt, when you first brought me down here, uthiat you were playing a joke on
me,” Sunderland admitted, “and when | first mestguys, | thought it was all kid’'s
play. Now I'm convinced that if they ever find yout, they are going to massacre
you so that your own mother wouldn’t know you. 3é&dellows are covering up an
awful lot and | surely would like to get to the twyh of this matter,” he told
Schmidt?®?

“Such a mob has no place in the United Statesyti8uand continued. “These
men are not only out to drive the Jews from thalsljz positions and destroy their
properties, but also they would not stop at stgréiny kind of trouble in this country
which would serve their purpose... the[se] Nazisewet just against Jews...[they are]
out to overthrow the United State€®

Schmidt, Sunderland, and Allen became regulanseaftyan Bookstore,
FNG meetings, and the Alt Heidelberg in fall of B93®ape, Winterhalder, Themlitz,
and Schwinn were ecstatic with the new recruitasperespected Major Bert Allen as
an officer and a leader and complimented Allen isrstrong, autocratic style of
command. “Your style is similar to Hitler's,” Pap®d Allen, intending a

compliment. “We are very anxious to have Americgike you] who think the way

1 Report dated August 29, Afternoon, ibid., PaBax 8, Folder 4.

%62 Report dated September 6, ibid., Part 1, Box &dfat.

23 Untitled document (draft summary of Sunderlandisre investigation), ibid., Part 1, Box 14,
Folder 22.
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we do join our group?®* Allen returned the flattery, telling Pape that Dfembers

were anxious to partner with them. Winterhaldést ®underland that he was “the
leader [they were] looking for because [he]...und®dtthe situation thoroughly.”
Sunderland could guide them on how to manipulagadbals of Americanism to
increase their recruitment of veterans and “adisesth in eventually overthrowing the
Jewish rulership [sic] which now exists in the @itStates?*> And Schwinn
reached out to Schmidt, expressing empathy for Sftterisuffering” as a German-
American:

You are a German at heart [Schmidt], and becausasma German,

you suffered during the war. You must have begibtg persecuted

by the Jews. | don’'t blame you for feeling un-Aman...we must

unite together to drive the dirty SOB'’s out of thizuntry?®°
Schmidt was offended by Schwinn’s assumptions nygrithat he “felt like busting
[Schwinn’s] head open” when Schwinn spoke of hinftasAmerican.®’

The veterans also began bringing their wives to FENénts to further
convince their new friends of their personal conmmeitt to the cause. In approaching
the investigation as a couple, the DAV volunteeatslglished more intimate, personal

relationships with FNG leaders than they could havéheir own. The Schmidts

began to socialize with the Papes and with the Titees; they saw each other at

%64 Report dated September 16, 1933, ibid., Parbk,® Folder 5.
265 (1A
Ibid.
266 Report dated September 12, (written by Schm@RC Papers, Part 1, Box 8, Folder 5.
%7 Report dated September 12, ibid., Part 1, Boxo&jé¥ 4.
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FNG meetings and often went out for drinks aftélyce Schmidt was invited to help
Mrs. Pape establish the women’s auxiliary of thierts?®®

Alyce Schmidt soon became an informant for the Dépération. Robert
Pape asked Alyce (“17”) to do some clerical wortr‘the holy cause.” Even though
he could not pay her, he hoped that she would stalet, being married to a German,
that the cause meant more than mafféyAlyce Schmidt's work in the back offices
of the bookshop provided Hollywood’s spies withaimhation they might not have
otherwise acquired. Alyce typed FNG’s membersisipand Pape’s correspondence
to FNG headquarters in New York. She then subdhit@orts, separate from John'’s,
to Lewis on what she saw and heard. Pape alsélyad create scrapbooks of news
clippings about the group, Nazism, and JéWs.

Socializing with FNG officers proved as informatiae FNG meetings.
Lubricated with alcohol, FNG officers often sharadre than they probably should
have about the secret political objectives of thertels of the New Germany. It was
at one of these social dates that the DAV volustésarned about “der tag.”

Sunderland, John and Alyce Schmidt, and Bert Afled his wife went out with

Winterhalder and two FNG officers to the LoralesRairant, a German-American

268 Report dated September 6, ibid., Part 1, Box &d¥at. Schmidt asks Lewis parenthetically if
Alyce’s joining of the women’s auxiliary “meets Wwiyour approval?”

259 Report #117 (probably October 12, 1933 writterdblgn Schmidt), ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 9.

210 Alyce Schmidt’s clerical work may have survivee tecades. Scrapbooks matching the description
of those Alyce created are in the National Archive®/ashington, DC. See Records of the Los
Angeles UnitsRecords of the German-American Bund, 1928-1845 131. United States National
Archives, College Park, Maryland. Her neatly typigé@n membership lists, with the names, addresses
and phone numbers of FNG’s members are also fautitetiCRC Papers.
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beer hall patronized by Nazis, for beer, dancimgl, political conversatiof’* With
the beer flowing, Deiderich Gefken, the commanddG’s mysterious storm
troopers, shared FNG’s plan for a Nazi-led insuioedn the United States.

Gefken started by telling his American veteranride that FNG storm
troopers had been instructed to foment unrest amAomgrican workers in order to
hasten &&ommunistnsurrectionin the United States, whereupon FNG and veteran
allies would “consolidate and march in military farexes to take the governmeAt?
Gefken continued, asserting that it was “the kiké® run this country” who were
responsible for the rotten deal vets were gettidmerican veterans were fed up, he
said, and ready to vindicate themselves just araes had done in Germafty.
Gefken told Schmidt that thousands of storm trogjpethe U.S. “were ready to stand
shoulder-to-shoulder with U.S. veterans when time ttame...to help them take back
the government from Communists and JefV8.The uprising, however, would not
take place at the same time across the countryybuid start in cities where FNG
was most active, like Saint Louis, Chicago, Newk/@nd Los Angeles, and then
spread across the country, Gefken told Schmididftas all, “Nazism was an

international affair.”> Two weeks following the uprising, Gefken estintate

271 Details of the party at the Loralei come from saVeifferent documents written by different agents
See letter from William Conley to Chief James Da@ieptember 28, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 6,
Folder 8; Report of Seven, September 28th for $eipte 26th, 1933 (submitted by C. Bert Allen),

ibid., Part 1, Box 5, Folder 20; untitled draft smary of Sunderland’s entire investigation, ibidastL,
Box 14, Folder 22. Details of the party at the lleraere also reported by John Schmidt in report 72
dated September 26, 1933, ibid., Part 1, Box &jétol.

272 ntitled draft summary of Sunderland’s investigatiibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 22.

273 etter, William Conley to Chief James Davis, Semiber 28, 1933, ibid., Part 1, Box 6, Folder 18.

27 Untitled document (draft of Sunderland’s Investigr), ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 22.

2> Report 103 (n.d., sometime in October 1933), jtidut |, Box 8, Folder 8.
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Protestant churches in the United States, led &y titheran Church, would lead a
boycott of Jewish businesses. “That,” he decldiwduld take care of the ‘Goddamn
jews [sic].”2"

In his report documenting Gefken’s remarks thanewg John Schmidt wrote
that Gefken “spoke like a man who had gone thrabglsame kind of experience
before and knew how to handle any emergency...Herappy is a fearless fellow,
neither radical or [sic] fanatical, but absolutbblieves in the supremacy of the
Aryan race, by which he means the Germans.Schmidt was right. Deiderich
Gefken had been with Hitler in Munich in 1923, delboasted that he had killed

plenty of Catholics and Communists in the Ruhr &aff’®

“Naturally,” Gefken told
Schmidt, “We’ll always kill a Jew on sight as wenaacognize them, but we will

have to ask others whether or not they are Cathtfie

An American Problem

Schmidt, Sunderland, Allen, and Leon Lewis wereasad to discover the
magnitude of FNG’s subversive political intentidnadead a Nazi revolution in the
United States. Despite James Davis’ dismissaksfi§’ concerns about Nazis in the
city, the DAV volunteers discovered that Nazism wasjust the Jewish problem
Davis had suggested it was. Nazism was an Amepoalniem. The DAV

volunteers learned that FNG’s plan for “der tagsiased that Communist-led labor

278 | etter, William Conley to Chief James Davis, Semter 28, 1933, ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 19.
27" Report 96 (dated October 3, 1933), ibid., PaRdx 8, Folder 8.
278 ||hi
Ibid.
219 |pid.
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unrest in the United States, similar to that wtel led to the Nazi uprising in
Germany, was not long in coming to the United Statés soon as Communist
agitation boiled over in America, FNG would be re#anl lead the counter-attack and
take over the count’f°

Between August 1933 and March 1934, the DAV volargeeported on
FNG'’s preparation for “der tag.” First, the growps building a paramilitary
infrastructure that included a private militia méxteafter Hitler's brown shirts,
recruitment of American veterans and like-mindedniers of domestic, right-wing
groups, and access to munitions. Second, the grasactively engaged as one of
Berlin’s unofficial “propaganda agents” in spreagithe word of the Nazi gospel in
the United States, to influence American publionagm towards Nazism in

anticipation of “der tag.”

Military Preparation

Not long after John Schmidt became a regular at RR&lquarters, Herman
Schwinn confided to him that FNG, despite its peidienials, was, in fact,azi
organization. “We cannot tell the public [this tigh], as otherwise the Jews would

have a means of putting us out of businé&s.He told Schmidt that they got all their

280 Yntitled document (draft of Sunderland’s repoBRC Papers, Part 1, Box 14, Folder 22; Report
dated 9/26/33 (written by William Conleyhid., Part 1, Box 6, Folder 18; “Plot to Seize G&@harged
in Nazi Suit,”Los Angeles Herald and Expresan 15, 1934, [n.pnews clipping], ibid., Part 1, Box 3,
Folder 37.

21 Report 72 (dated September 26, 1933), ibid., BaBox 8, Folder 7.
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orders from New York and that Berlin directed Newrk’*®? In preparation for “der
tag,” Schmidt learned, Pape had been ordered taitend train a secret storm troop
brigade modeled after the brown-shirted “sturm itntg” (SA) in Germany2® In
order to mask the true purpose of the SA in Amei®dG had renamed the group
from “sturm abteilung” to $portsabteilung,” claiming it was an exercise cfif.

The SA in Los Angeles was shrouded in secrecyougitout September and
October, the DAV volunteers pieced together fragimehinformation about the
“sports abteilung” until they finally understood irue purpose. In the Fall of 1933,
the SA in Los Angeles had 36 memb&s.Schmidt observed that they hung out at
the Alt Heidelberg and met to “exercise” in theglahall at the Turnverein Germania
(the German-American community center in Los Angleevery week®® In reality,
those “exercises” were military drills in streegiting, hand-to-hand combat, the use
of gas, handling mobs, and taking over local pdifftsReferences were made to
target practice near the Hollywood reservoir usimg ammunition. Schmidt went
out to the site and found old cans riddled withdiuioles that had been used as

targets’®® SA meetings were private, conducted in Germad vany heavily

282 Report 33, September 13, ibid., Box 8, Folder, &t dated September 22, 1933, ibid., Part 1,
Box 8, Folder 7.

283 Report dated September 14, ibid., Part 1, Boxo&jd¥ 5; report dated September 22 [1933], ibid.,
Part 1, Box 8, Folder Granscript, Pape testimony, ibid., Part 1, BoxdidEer 7.

24 |bid.; McCoy, (March 31, 1934), 28. The same nap@onvention had been used in Germany to
mask the role of thsturm abteilungrior to 1933, who referred to their brown shirgtdrm troops the
“sports abteilung.”

285 Transcript, Specht testimony, CRC Papers, P&bg 4, Folder 6.

286 Report dated September 9, CRC Pageast1, Box 8, Folder 5.

87 Report 140, Report of 7, Verbal Report of 7, &l.ibPart 1, Box 8, Folder 10; report dated October
10, 1933 ELF, ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 20.

288 Report 72 dated September 26, 1933, ibid., P&b%,8, Folder 7.
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guarded. Schmidt learned that orders receivedrifower there” (presumably Berlin)
were issued at SA meetings.

Bert Allen and Carl Sunderland contributed to tifeimation on the secret
storm troopers. Sunderland reported that the ts@bteilung” groups were being
established across North and South America andhkeA had arms and supplies.
He learned that the SA plan was to fan out in “epfdshion” across the United
State€® The largest SA group in the United States, Suaddrearned, was in
Chicago®' When “der tag” came, it would take command inMidwest while SA
brigades in NYC and LA would gain control over bothasts. Sunderland was told
that “another organization would take care of thetls.”*? There were also sizable
SA organizations forming in Vancouver and Torofito.

Besides training its elite SA force, FNG also nektbeexpand its membership
in preparation for “der tag.” Pape, Schwinn, arefk@n were anxious to recruit
additional veterans to their rank and file paratauii force. They needed recruits,
and they turned to Schmidt, Allen, and Sunderlanieip them attract large numbers
of American veterans. The DAV volunteers agreelddip. They told Pape about

their local political association, “P.A.L.” P.A.ltood for “Patriotism. Americanism.

289 Report 33 dated September 30, ibid., Part 1, Bdso&ler 7; Report of Number Seven, October 2 for
October 2, and Report of Number Eight, same daegly written, ibid., Part 1Box 8, Folder 8; notes,
September 26 (written by William Conley), ibid.,rPd, Box 14, Folder 19.

20uggyiet Aim Laid to N.R.A. By German, Says Witngsisos Angeles Timedanuary 23, 1934. Al.
291 Untitled document (draft summary of Sunderlandgeistigation), CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 14,
Folder 22.

292 gynderland’s source was probably referring takthélux Klan, which was wishful thinking on the
source’s part. The Friends of the New Germanyndidorganize in the American south, perhaps
because of a dearth of German-Americans, but niely because of Klan hostility towards the group,
which the nativist Klan viewed as a foreign threaftheir” America.

293 Untitled document (draft summary of Sunderland'seistigation), ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 22.
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Loyalty.” The group was established to fight cormism, to lobby to reverse the
recent legislative setbacks against veterans,gpaticandidates who promoted
Americanism, to eradicate all Communistic teachiaugd propaganda, and to educate
all Americans in the true tenets of AmericaniSth Knowing how eager Pape was to
formalize a partnership with a veterans’ group,rBich held out the real bait. “We
would like FNG members to join P.A.L.,” he told Rap‘Our organizations are very
similar and | think we should work together. |Madting P.A.L.’s membership
applications to the next FNG meetirfg> This is exactly what Pape wanted to hear.
He agreed to help enroll FNG members into P.A.far-a slight percentage of the $2
membership fee, of cours®.

Pape, however, was unaware that P.A.L. wdsfanctveterans’ organization.
In the wake of their early findings, Lewis, Schmiaihd Allen revived P.A.L. As a
cover for their investigation, P.A.L. president MiaBert Allen reopened P.A.L.’s
downtown offices. The veterans made the offic& loasy by filling P.A.L.’s filing
cabinets with dummy membership lists that they ktiesiw Nazi friends would covet.
They wired the office and the phones with hiddeat&phone equipment so that
meetings and phone calls with Nazis could be haaddrecorded from the adjacent
office, and Schmidt used P.A.L.’s letterhead inhadl written communication with

FNG#7 In the meantime, Bert Allen alerted governmeriharities to the operation

294p A L. pamphlet, ibid., Part 1, Box 31, Folder 1.

2% |pjd.

2% Report dated August 25 (written by Schmidt), ibRart 1, Box 8, Folder 4.

297 Report of Committee on Americanism (n.d., probaigising 1934; probably written by Lewis), ibid.,
Part 1, Box 29, Folder 19.
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to protect his men from falling under possible scisp for being Nazi agents
themselves.

The American Legion and the VFW in Los Angeles @aged with the DAV
investigation throughout the fall of 1933. Schmisianderland, and Allen brought Los
Angeles police officers and leaders of the Americagion and VFW to the rented
office adjacent to P.A.L.’s office in the Westeradiic Building at Second Street and
Broadway, to listen in on meetings between the Dopératives and Nazi leaders
using the installed Dictaphone equipment. Elal@osatret files were created to give
the impression to Nazis and Silver Shirt leadeas FhA.L. was organizing subversive
groups across country. These files were sharddMaizi and Silver Shirt leaders in
great secrecy to win their confiderf@. In some cases, Sunderland, Schmidt, and
Allen also brought these colleagues to FNG meetinggtness for themselves the
threat that FNG posed to American security. FN&glézs were elated to discover
their work half done by P.A.L. Even the German woasul Gyssling, “elicited
considerable curiosity” and visited P.A.L. offiqesrsonally to learn mor&?

Gefken, Pape, and Schwinn were also anxious tiraté the Los Angeles
National Guard as part of their preparation forr“tdg.” They asked Schmidt many
guestions. How many Jews were in the U.S. armex@$®@ How many men were in

the local National Guard? Would the National Guagdoyal in an uprising that

2% Draft document, 6 (n.d., no author; probably \eritby Lewis), ibid., Part 1, Box 29, Folder 23.
29 Draft document, 7 (n.d., no author; probably \eritby Lewis), ibid., Part 1, Box 29, Folder 23.
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targeted only Jews¥ Gefken was particularly anxious to get into thaddine Gun
Company of the California National Guard, alonghwits friend Zimmermar™ The
two were eager to learn the American system oftanylitraining firsthand, and Pape
said that he wanted to get into the National Guaddarn telegraphyf? Could
Schmidt get FNG men into key National Guard umtsauthern California so that
they could propagandize them from within?

Gefken also asked his new veteran friends toregbe floor plans of
different California National Guard facilities. @aa few FNG members had already
joined the San Francisco National Guard, as intdufrom “over there,” and they
already had acquired the floor plan of the San ¢isao National Guard Armonryf>
The floor plan showed precisely where ammunitiappdies, and weapons were
stored in the building, so that FNG storm troopmrsld plan how they would take it
over at the right moment. Pape had orders to sdberblueprints for the National
Guard armories in San Diego and San Franci¥t&efken asked Sunderland if he
could get him the floor plans of the southern @afifa armory and the floor plan for
the National Guard aircraft unit in San Diejo.

Sunderland asked Gefken how they would get mors 3

300 Report dated September 5, 1933, ibid., PABok 8, Folder 4; Deposition of John Schmidt (dated

September 22, 1933), ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 6

391 Transcript, Schmidt testimony, ibid., Part 1, BhxFolder 5.

392 Things That Should Have Been Mentioned, ibid.t RaBox 14, Folder 20.

393 Report 17, October 10, and Things That Should Heeen Mentioned, ibid., Part 1, Box 14,

Folder 20.

304 Untitled document (draft summary of Sunderlandigestigation), ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 20;

Part 1, Box 14, Folder 22.

zgz Untitled document (draft summary of Sunderlarickstigation), ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 20.
Ibid.
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“Well, it is difficult to smuggle them into the Weid States on ships,” Gefken
admitted. “Ships have to go through the Canal wheze cargo is checked. Guns
can be smuggled in from Mexico and Canada. Alinstyoops have personal
weapons, but we've been instructed not to carrgntirepublic because that would
violate resident alien law¥’ When the zero hour comes, we will not hesitateriog
them out.®**® In his report of this conversation with Gefkemp8erland reminded “1”
(Leon Lewis) that the movie studios in Los Angdiasl explosives. Sunderland
recommended to Lewis that background checks beumdad on German studio
workers and that the studios secure their explasiie

John Schmidt (with Leon Lewis’s assistance) prowsdvorth to FNG
officers by arranging positions for Gefken and Zierman in the machine gun
company of the Southern California National Guaahd informed the Guard’s
commander about the new recruits. Unfortunatedither Gefken nor Zimmerman
was admitted into the Guard: Gefken, because hdaiselteeth, and Zimmerman,

because he could not promise to be punctual tis dhéicause of his day jGb°

Political Preparation
In order to hasten “der tag,” FNG engaged in a @gapda campaign intended

to incite fear of a Communist insurrection whilemoting Nazism as America’s ally

397 Schwinn, who was a naturalized citizen, had aSahnidt to get him a permit to carry a gun. He
told Schmidt that he would have someone write anghetter threatening his life to justify the petmi
See, “Report dated September 19, CRC Papers, FBo18, Folder 5.
308 [|h;

Ibid.
309 Report 98, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 14, FoldeP2é 1, Box 8, Folder 8.
319 Report 132 dated October 17, 1933, ibid., PaBalk, 14, Folder 20; Part 1, Box 8, Folder 9.
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against the threat. Across the country, the Feafdhe New Germany conducted
public rallies, sponsored speakers, and distriblitdture informing their audiences
about the Jews, the Depression, and the Commimnéstttin the United States.
According to historian Alton Frye (1967), million$ deutschemarks were spent by
the German government on a massive propaganddtassie United States
between 1933 and1945 to gain support for Nazispréparation fothe day**

Despite duplicitous pronouncements from Berlin thational Socialism was
not for export, Hollywood's first spies found othése>'? Merchant marine ships
staffed by Nazi Party officials pulled into the pof Los Angeles several times a
month in late 1933 to deliver antisemitic liter&umoney, and orders from Party
officials in Berlin to the leaders of the Friendgltre New Germany in New York and
Los Angeles. The antisemitic literature these slofi-loaded was written specifically
for an American audience, playing to American amigism, nationalism, and
American fear of communism.

The evidence of the propaganda campaign citeddigrians like Frye was
discovered through covert means like the DAV’s afien in Los Angeles. In the
first two weeks of his investigation of FNG, Johth8&idt reported how excited
Winterhalder and Themlitz became with the arriiadach steamship from Germany.
On August 25, Schmidt reported that Themlitz, Winédder, and Schwinn all

“rushed down” to San Pedro to greet Ei@ekawhen it arrived in port. The next day,

311 Frye, Nazi Germany and the American Hemispherg311941.

312 Gyssling stated, “German National Socialism i&dusively German national affair and not an
article for exportation.” See newspaper clippirigtérature of Hitler in LA Described,L.os Angeles
Evening Herald and Expres3anuary 17, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 3eF&/d.
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Schmidt wrote that the three were busy unpackirakbavrapped in burlap that
Schmidt surmised came off the bd4t. Several days later, Schmidt went down to the
port with Schwinn again, this time to meet #&e where Schmidt witnessed
Schwinn receiving a packet of money wrapped in rpaper** In his report to
Lewis, Schmidt recommended more rigorous custoseictions at the port.
Schmidt reported that it was fairly easy to takgtlaimg off a ship without
interference from customs officials. “[A] good der and a bottle of champagne on
board the ship and a twenty dollar bill went a lovay” with customs official§*®

The Friends of the New Germany used the matdhalsreceived from
Germany to plaster Los Angeles with pro-Nazi pcéitipropaganda. Every Thursday
night in 1933 and 1934, FNG offered free publiduees at Turnverein Haff®
Speakers addressed the audience in both Germaanghdh on the current domestic
and international affairs through the prism of Nideiology. The weekly lectures
dealt with such topics as the political significaraf the Hitler movement, Jewish
control of capitalism, Moscow and the internatioGaimmunist conspiracy, and the
triumph of Hitler over this threat to western cizétion>!’

Leon Lewis often sent stenographers to these €&y lectures. Multi-page,
single-spaced, verbatim transcripts of these s=eate in the LAJCC's files, along

with reports of the meetings submitted by JohnAlyde Schmidt, Carl Sunderland,

313 Report dated August 25, CRC Papers, Part 1, B&ol@er 4.
314 {|A;
Ibid.
315 Report dated September 19, ib®art 1, Box 8, Folder 5.
%1% Report dated October 29, 1933, (written by JohthAlyce Schmidt), ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 10.
317 Report, September 10, 1933, ibid., Part 1, BoxFhlger 16.
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and Bert Aller®®® It is remarkable that FNG would have allowed argyto sit in

their audience so obviously taking notes on evarydvihat was being said, but they
did. Such note-taking activity at political megnmust have been common at public
lectures, because Lewis’ stenographers were nskeddo leave.

These public talks were integral to FNG’s goal niiing America politically
for “der tag.” Questions from the audience dutingse public talks, intended to
challenge FNG and their pro-Nazi speakers, werd bgehe group to correct
“misconceptions” about the New Germany that thevide-controlled press” was
spreading. Were German Jews being persecutedst Mamntens, FNG’s public
relations officer, consistently dismissed thesegations as Jewish or Communist
(the two groups were interchangeable in the diggudies. Was Germany
antisemitic? FNG speakers were indignant withaiixestion. No, they explained,
Germany was not antisemitic, but it had a righdeééend itself against Socialists and
Communists who had caused Germany’s post-war dgpres’ They warned their
audiences that the same subversions Jews plot@drmany were being planned in
America. Jews were also America’s enemy, and thexeHitler and the Nazi Party
were America’s best ally in the fight against theeinational Jewish menat@.
Comments like these peppered every FNG publiclectven as FNG
representatives dismissed audience concerns th&trignds of the New Germany

was actually a political organization associatethwerlin.

318 For transcripts of speeches given at Silver $iridt Friends of the New Germany meetings in late

1933, see John Schmidt's reports, ibid., Part X &d-olders 8-9; report dated September 25, 1933

(submitted by Sunderland), ibid., Part 1, Box 16ldEr 16.

19 Report of Elf regarding meeting on Thursday, Seyeer 28, 1933, ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 19.
320 Report dated October 16, 1933, ibid., Part 1, BdxFolder 16.
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FNG positioned itself as “loyal American citizenbage purpose it was to
promote friendlier relations between the United&tand their homelandgVen
though few of them were actually U.S. citizens #rmrest had no intention of
becoming s6%* To prove their loyalty to America, at the end=¥G gatherings,
attendees gave three cheers for FDR at every ngeefind to demonstrate their
“fairness,” the crowd was also rallied to give #haheers for Hitler, too. The
audience rose obediently and “in true German faslpeesented the Hitler salute, and
gave three lusty ‘Heils’ — one for Hitler, one fdindenburg and one for FDR*

The Aryan Bookstore in downtown Los Angeles wasaai to the political
preparation for “der tag.” To passersby, the stqmeeared to be an innocent
bookshop specializing in political works about Mal Socialism. In reality,
however, the shop was a front for Nazi headquanteltss Angeles. The books,
magazines, and newspapers sold at the shop welishmebin Germany by the
Ministry of Propaganda and exported to America itk express purpose of
transplanting Nazism to the United States. Thesamttic content in this literature
ran the gamut from rabid Jew-bashing to more swntédyses that cloaked their
antisemitic agenda in the pretense of “academiolacship.®*® John Schmidt found
orders to Pape on how to manage the shop from Na. YBookshop personnel

were all educated in National Socialism and wegqeiired to have reabllein Kampf

324 etter, Dr. E. Rosenberg to Leon Lewis, Octobet983, ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 22. While
Themlitz and Winterhalder had both taken out “fiyapers” towards naturalization, neither had any
intention of completing the process. For Pape’sroemts, see notes on meeting of Thursday,
September 28, 1933 (written by William Conley)dibiPart 1, Box 14, Folder 19.

322 Notes on meeting of Thursday September 28, 1988wy William Conley and notes written by
Sunderland, ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 19.

323 See propaganda from Germany files, ibid., PaBok 17, Folder 31.
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but all bookstore personnel were to be AmericahpnJachmidt learned, and Pape
was ordered to have women do the selffifg.

The back rooms of the Aryan Bookstore in Los Angéleused the
headquarters for the Friends of the New Germanyercil drawing of the store’s
layout from one of John Schmidt’s reports shows tiva shop had a small retail
space in the front with a door that led to a bacdkikinoom and several private offices
for FNG leaders$®® Schmidt’s daily reports indicate that the backnowas often
busier than the retail space. FNG leaders usedffives to conduct daily business,
responding to correspondence from New York, plagtineir next public rally, and
receiving a parade of local allies such as Captigmmes of the Red Squad, Vice
Consul Gyssling, and leaders of domestic right-wgrmups they were courting.
Schmidt noted that the doors to the offices werdlquked when they were not in use.
Alyce Schmidt spent most of her time in the bookestoreading room typing
documents and correspondence for Pape, which shetisoes took home so that she
could make additional copies for Leon LewA8.Working inconspicuously amongst
the hangers-on, Alyce reported on the conversasbesoverheard in the rear of the
bookstore’?’

The Aryan Bookstore also provided FNG with its momtstant, visible
presence in Los Angeles, attracting potential nemivers to FNG everyday.

Thanks to the Depression, a mass of idle, unemglayen aimlessly roamed the

324 Report dated September 7, 1933, ibid., Part 1, Bdsolder 4.

325 Hand-drawn floor plan of Aryan Bookstore, ibidarP1, Box 8, Folder 6.

3% Report by 17 dated October 13, 1933 (written kigeASchmidt), ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 20.
327 Alyce Schmidt’s reports are mixed in with Johr8ée was agent 17. See, ibid., Part 1, Box 8,
Folders 5-10 and Box 14, Folder 21.
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streets of downtown Los Angeles during the dayretont headquarters of new
political organizations like the Friends of the N&grmany provided a daytime
hang-out for men with no other place to%®.The Aryan Bookstore was just such a
refuge for the unemployed who hung out morningfight in the reading room,
passing time with others who likewise, had nowledse to go. Settling into the
reading room in the back of the shop to read a Nakzlication, or pulling up to the
large worktable, regulars at the Aryan Bookstoreeweculcated with Nazism as they
discussed politics, read Nazi literature, folded3ers, and clipped and pasted
news articles about Jews and Communists into sos3*°

Feeding on shared frustrations, their conversatiemslved around the
movement, “der tag,” Jews and Communisiscording to John Schmidt, it was
nearly impossible to engage these people in coatterswithout talking about Jews.
Jews had started the war. Jewish bankers wereoresple for the DepressiorfAll
Jews are yellow dogs,” Pape said, “they only wetd the army when they were
forced to serve, and after the war, they took @lethe political offices in Germany
and they all got rich.” Jews were a landless peaphation within a nation wherever
they went. That is why, Pape said, “they are outike over the countries in which

they live, and...why America is just as threatenedhgyJews as Germany is.

328 Reports by DAV investigators Walter Clairville atark White on the Silver Shirts in Los Angeles
also note how Silver Shirt headquarters becamaadd club house for its members, most of whom
were unemployed men (some women) who had no whesd@go during the day.

329 Report by Elf to Activities, October 12, 1933, CR@pers, Part 1, Box 14, Folder 20.
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Americans must wake up and follow Germany’s examp@merica must purify itself

or it will die,” he told Schmidt=°

Making “Friends”

Finally, preparation for “der tag” also involvedahing out to domestic right-
wing groups in Los Angeles who might support the-Nazi cause. Pape, Schwinn,
Winterhalder, and Themlitz hoped to partner witim@stic right-wing groups in Los
Angeles as they were doing with P.A.L. Domesiihtiwing groups were often
comprised of the kinds of people FNG wanted taattr disgruntled veterans who
shared the same antipathies towards Communist3eamsl In Los Angeles, hundreds
of these groups sprung up in the city during the0s9 Most were located within a ten
square-block radius of each other, perpetuatingntiown Los Angeles’ long history
as a site of political intrigue and confrontatiof full analysis of Los Angeles as a
hotbed of Nazi-influenced activity will be presethia chapter seven, but, for the
purpose of this chapter, it is important to nott thithin days of their first visit to the
Aryan Bookstore, John Schmidt and Carl Sunderldstived an emerging web of
relationships between domestic right-wing groups thie Friends of the New
Germany, and, more specifically, between FNG agobap called the Silver Legion.

As early as June 1933, reports given to Leon LéyiRed Hynes noted that

copies of the Silver Shirt newspapéberationwere available at FNG meetings.

330 Notes on meeting of Thursday, September 28, 188&¢n by William Conley), CRC Papers, Part
1, Box 14, Folder 19.

109



On July 12, 1933 another police report noted thige6Shirt chapter leader Ernest
Hill was observed at “local Nazi headquarters oa owthree occasions* On
September 11, Schmidt reported that Winterhaldetr Reverend Robert Shuler,
leader of Los Angeles’s “morality police” and KKKieerleader, a stack of pro-Nazi
literature with a note instructing Shuler to cortcate on ministers and priests,
because “[t]hey can help us mo&t*

Of the 400+ right-wing groups that the LAJCC moretbin Los Angeles
during the 1930s, the Silver Shirt Legion posedrtiust viable political threat. Like
the Friends of the New Germany, the Silver Legi@s & national political
organization with effective leadership. Its misswas (1) to make it clear to the
American public that antisemitism was necessath@®nly means toward securing a
cure for the present conditions; and (2) to remiswgs from positions of authority in
government, finances, and economic ciréfdsBased in North Carolina, the group’s
founder and “Chief” was William Dudley Pelley, aiioer Hollywood screenwriter
turned political demagogue in 1933. Pelley clairtied he had received a clairaudient
(voices) message instructing him to form the Silvegion and to establish the “Christ

Government in America...a Gentile government agahesJews*° Inspired by

31 Report dated June 25, 1933 (n.d., no author, piglwritten by police investigator and given to

Leon Lewis), ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 17.

332 Nazi Organizational Activities (dated July 12, 3980 author, probably Los Angeles police agent or
informant), ibid., Part 1, Box 14, Folder 17. Théport is in the same folder as reports copied dyn_
Lewis from police records. It is likely that thisport was done by the police and given to Leon kewi
as part of his collaboration with Red Hynes in$bhenmer of 1933.

333 Report dated September 11, 1933 and report datei@®ber 12, 1933 (written by Schmidt), ibid.,
Part 1, Box 8, Folder 5.

334 Report, dated September 16 (written by Carl Suadé}, ibid. Part 1, Part I, Box 10, Folder 16.

33> Report 126 (n.d., c. September 15, 1933, submitgeitbhn Schmidt), ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 9.
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Hitler, Pelley declared himself the “American fuefirand promoted his utopian
society, the Christian Commonwealth.

Antisemitism was central to Pelley’s Christian Goaonwealth. Jews were
the cause of America’s problems, according to I&kler Shirt organizers in Los
Angeles, just as they had been the source of Gegrsmaines for 2,000 years.
According to one of Sunderland’s reports on a $iieirt meeting in Hollywood, the
Silver Shirts would soon be a uniformed militarganization, ready to take America
back from “aliens in Washingtori*® “No doubt there will be bloody noses, skinned
heads and plenty of lives lost,” the head of tHeeBiLegion in California told his
audience that night in Hollywood, “but, losses v unavoidable. Just as Christ
drove the money changers out of the temple, theS8hirts will drive out all those
who did not fall in with their movement®”

In early October 1933, Carl Sunderland and Berei\Kpplied for
membership in the Silver Shirts, which pleased RaqaeSchwinn. Sunderland and
Allen were proving to be the perfect recruits. iFlassociations with P.A.L., FNG,
and the Silver Shirts complemented FNG’s plangder tag” perfectly®*® The FNG
leaders hoped that their veteran friends would jterazism among veterans,
attract new members to the Friends of the New Geymend broker new
relationships with domestic right-wing groups irppart of the coming Nazi

revolution in America.

336 Report 90 (n.d., probably October 1, 1933, writbgrSchmidt) ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 8.

337 Report dated September 25, 1933 (written by Siaoi, ibid., Part 1, Box 10, Folder 16.

338 Report of Number Eight, October 5, 1933 for Octohel 933 (written by Sunderland), ibid., Part 1,
Box 14, Folder 20.
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Conclusion

When the DAV veterans embarked on their indepenidepiiry of the Friends
of the New Germany in August 1933, they never etqueto uncover a problem of
such enormous political consequence. Nor did éxpect that their inquiry would
last more than a couple of weeks. However, theraas did discover a major political
conspiracy. Nazi agents in the United States, thighsupport of Berlin, were
preparing to lead a Nazi insurrection in Ameridde DAV volunteers believed that
the situation required immediate attention from Eviorcement officials, but when
Leon Lewis appealed to chief of police James Dd¥ajis rebuffed Lewis as a Jew
who did not understand that Nazis were not themealace in Los Angeles. For the
next six months, the DAV volunteers maintainedrtiBarveillance of Nazi activity in
the city until their leader Leon Lewis secured financial support and political cover
that transformed them intdollywood’sspies.

This then was the origin of Hollywood’s spies. Tdowert fact-finding
operation conducted by the Jews of Los Angeles datwl934 and 1941 began not as
an operation by Jews in response to antisemitistirather as an independent inquiry
by a small group of American veterans respondinganism. None of the original
investigators were Jews, but they were all conabmiéh the threat that Nazism posed
to American democracy. Despite police Chief JaDegs’ dismissal of Leon Lewis’
concerns, the DAV volunteers demonstrated thatdwaan Los Angeles was not just a

Jewish problem.
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Chapter Three
BecomingHollywood'’s Spies

When the DAV volunteers set out to investigateRhHends of the New
Germany, Schmidt, Sunderland, Allen, and Lewis nexpected to find a political
conspiracy of the magnitude they did. Only two kegeafter John Schmidt submitted
his first report, Leon Lewis was meeting with Captded Hynes and Chief James
Dauvis to appeal for greater police attention togheblem. Rebuffed by Davis, Lewis
understood that he and his DAV colleagues weréem dbwn to monitor Nazi
activity in Los Angeles except, perhaps, for thegeoresources he might be able to
“purchase” from Red Hynes. Over the course ol six months, as FNG
revealed itself to be a subversive threat to deawygrieon Lewis worked tirelessly
within veteran circles and the Jewish communitgdoure the financial and political
resources the situation demanded.

Leon Lewis was the driving force behind the creatbthe Los Angeles
Jewish Community Committee (LAJCC) and Hollywoosfses. Without Lewis’
dedicated leadership in the Fall of 1933, the LAJGIGht never have been
established. The three Jewish “islands” withinltbe Angeles archipelago were too
socially and ethnically isolated from each othiris difficult to imagine that a
Jewish organization that cut across those line&ldwave been created without strong
leadership, and without Lewis’ skill as a politicatategist, neither the DAV inquiry
nor the LAJCC'’s undercover operation would have thadpolitical impact they did.

This chapter, therefore, introduces Leon Lewishaspolitical force behind Jewish

113



resistance of Nazism in Los Angeles and sharestthgegies he employed that

transformed the DAV investigators intollywood’sspies in both fact and style.

Leadership

Between August 1933 and March 1934, Leon Lewis eotirelessly to
secure the financial and political resources ne¢dedmbat the rise of Nazism in Los
Angeles. At atime when Americans all around hierevstruggling to survive the
Depression, Leon Lewis sidelined his law practesttuggle with Nazism in America.
Rebuffed by the chief of police and embattled adkrs of the Jewish community
during that six-month period, Lewis could have psished his hands of the whole
affair and withdrawn to deal with the Depressiomwadl. But he didn’t. As a result of
his dedication and strategic vision, Lewis securetth the funding and the political

cover that converted the DAV investigators into Idebod’s spies.

The Chess Master

Leon Lewis was a chess playelessby-mailchess player. At home, Lewis
maintained a chessboard with a game in progres$i¢himequently studied while
awaiting the mailman to deliver his distant chaljers next move (see Appendix 1:
Photographs¥>® Over the eight-year period that he directed Hotlpd/s spies, Lewis
emerges as a patient political strategist and ghteatician. These qualities were

evident in the first few months of the DAV investigpn, as Lewis resisted the

339 Laura Rosenzweig, interview with Claire Lewis Re2@05.
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temptation to go public with the sensational infatimn of FNG’s subversive activity.
Lewis showed himself to be disciplined and caléntain his management of the
undercover operation. As each day’s reports brongW revelations of FNG’s
relationship with Germany and the group’s preparetifor “der tag,” Lewis became
morecircumspect. Lewis gathered the evidence, bugldicompelling case with each
passing day, and waited for “the mailman” to bnrggvs of his opponents’ next move.

The chess master’s strategic vision for the undencoperation was reflected
in the tactics he adopted to combat Nazism. Lewderstood the political
ramifications that antisemitism in America had Agmerican Jewish political agency
in 1933. His encounter with James Davis provetlibas could not engage in a
public fight against Nazis in America. They woutlave to rely on non-Jewish
partners to lead the charge. In Los Angeles, Lleamis “recruit[ed] the best men
from among veteran circles, selecting high rankifigcers from the U.S. army with
unquestionable patriotic records, all [of whom] e@rotestants**° During the DAV
inquiry and for the next eight years, Lewis purppseaintained a low-profile,
managing the undercover operations from the privddys downtown law offices,
directing “messengers” whose American-ness was p@@&thable. Thus Lewis’s
tactical discretion was the quality that made hinre#iective leader for such a
sensitive political operation.

The “offense-by-proxy” strategy that Lewis employetied on public

relations to undermine Nazism. Over the courdgb®hext eight years, Leon Lewis

349 Memo of speech made by Louis Greenbaum at clossding of B’nai B'rith lodges by the AD
Committee (n.d., probably 1934), CRC PapBit 1, Box 22, Folder 11.
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judiciously selected opportunities to use the imfation his agents collected to expose
insurgent Nazism in the United States to the @aiitight of day, relying on American
public opinion to do the rest. Lewis was so susfté#sn executing this strategy that
until now, the role that the Jews of Los Angelesypt in various local and federal

investigations and prosecutions of Nazis in Los élaeg has been hidden from history.

Nexus

While Leon Lewis’s skill as a patient political ategist and a shrewd tactician
made him the ideal candidate to lead Jewish resistaf Nazism in Los Angeles in
the 1930s, Lewis’s unique personal associationgastprofessional experience
were also critical to his effectiveness as a leadleon Lewis was the nexus between
the Jews of Los Angeles and an unlikely politicaitper, the city’s veterans
organizations. As a result of his membership ithitbe DAV and the American
Legion, “the chess master” was able to discreathkdr a political partnership
between the Jews of Los Angeles and the city’sraatg a group whose American-
ness was unimpeachable, even if the latter dide@dize they were affianced to the
former.

Major Leon Lewis was a world war veteran with strong tie veterans’
organizations in Los Angeles, but Leon Lewis wakjast another veteran. During
World War |, he had served as legal counsel foMfag Risk Insurance Bureau in

Washington, D.C., settling claims for wounded vatsrand the families of deceased
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soldiers®*

After the war, Lewis was active in two nationaterans groups, the
American Legion and the Disabled American Veter&eg]ing the political charge to
protect veterans’ benefits from federal spendintg.cliewis had earned a reputation
as an advocate for veterans’ rights, and he thexefas a respected member of both
the American Legion and the Disabled American \&tsrin California. As a Jew,
Lewis’s membership in these veterans’ organizatiteisalone his stature, was
uncommon. In the 1920s and1930s, American vetegansps were populated and
led by individuals with strong nationalist and agthitic prejudiced** Jewish
veterans did not join the American Legion and ezlateterans’ organizations in large
numbers, preferring the camaraderie of the Jewetlerdns of Foreign War. Leon
Lewis, however, was a “positive role model” for 3ewithin the American Legion,
one Jewish Legionnaire noted. Lewis had beenéagllies with the non-Jews of the
veterans’ organizations for 15 years, teaching theahthe Jew is just as kindly and
human as others who desire to serve their felldizeri...as they...desire’®® This
backhanded compliment testifies to Lewis’ exceml@tatus as a Jew within the

Legionin spiteof the Legion’s pervasive antisemitic culture. vigheless, when

FNG leaders initiated their courtship of veteransaos Angeles in the summer of

341 | eon Lewis Private Papers, courtesy of Claire IssRéad, in author's possession. As a minor
correction to Neal Gabler’s characterization of hé@wis, Lewis was not gassed in the world war
because he never saw active duty (Gabler, 296)idlead a desk job with the War Risk Insurance
bureau in London. He did, however, contract thargh flu in 1917 while on a fact-finding tour bkt
French front that left him with respiratory problemLewis moved from Chicago to Los Angeles in
1930 because of his chronic respiratory problems.

342| eonard Dinnersteimntisemitism in AmericéNew York: Oxford University Press, 1994).

343 Memo of speech made by Louis Greenbaum at clossding of B’'nai B'rith lodges by the AD
Committee (n.d., probably 1934), CRC PapBit 1, Box 22, Folder 11.
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1933, Leon Lewis was in the right place at thetrighe to guide the independent
inquiry.

Leon Lewis was also a member of the Jewish commimitos Angeles.
Born in Wisconsin to immigrant parents in 1889, iemoved from Chicago to Los
Angeles in 1930 with his young family for healtlasens’** An assimilated
American Jew of German descent, Lewis joined thgskeorganizations that
attracted the second and third generation JewssrAlngeles: B’nai B'rith Lodge
487, Hillcrest Country Club, and the oldest congtammn in the city, Congregation
B'nai B'rith (no relation to the fraternal organtza) now known as the Wilshire
Boulevard Temple. Lewis was not an observant besavhe escorted his more-
observant mother to synagogue regularly on Fridglyta>*> Lewis’s membership in
these Jewish organizations gave him access toehtthiest and most influential
Jews.

Lewis, however, was not just another Jewish laviyéios Angeles. For the
better part of the first thirteen years of his pssfional life in Chicago (1913-1925,
with a break for the war), Leon Lewis had servethadirst national secretary of the
Anti-Defamation League (ADL), the civil rights defse arm of the national Jewish
fraternal organization, B'nai B'ritfi!® During that time, Lewis helped conceive the
ADL’s policies on fighting defamation and refindtkttactics the group employed to

silence unabashed public slander and discriminatid®ws in the American press

344 etter, Lewis to Colonel Henry Lindsley, Septemh8r 1934, ibid.Part 1, Box 28, Folder 22;
Rosenzweig, interview with Claire Read.

5 |pid.

346 Nathan BelthNot the Work of a Day: The Story of the Anti-DeftiomaLeague of B'nai B'ritliNew
York: Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith, 1963)07-108.
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and on the American stage. From its inception Abé& believed that public
expressions of prejudice, stereotyping, and didoation set a social standard that
sanctioned discriminatiotf’ The early ADL rarely resorted to the courts téeded
Jewish civil rights against slander or discriminati*® The prejudices of the day
would not have supported their appeals. InstdedADL relied on private appeals to
individual conscience and propriety to discouragklis expressions of prejudice and
discrimination that the ADL believed perpetuatediaate of intolerance and
prejudice®*® Leon Lewis brought that experience, skill, anel #DL’s preference for
discreet political action with him to Los Angelesrh Chicago.

The DAYV veterans did not know that while Lewis vefieecting their operation,
he was functioning as a leader within the Los Aagdewish community as well.
Lewis was in daily contact with local Jewish leadier Los Angeles, as well as with
the leaders of the ADL in Chicago and the Ameridgawish Committee in New York
City, concerning Nazi activity in Los Angeles. Lisvehanneled the evidence
collected by DAYV investigators of Nazi subversiorLios Angeles to federal
authorities through this network for the next eleyears.

*

The leadership and strategy that Leon Lewis brotattie resistance effort in

Los Angeles converted the DAV investigators iklalywood’sspies. To achieve this

goal, Leon Lewis had to navigate the turbulent wgaté identity that antisemitism in

347 Deborah Dash Moor&'nai B'rith and the Challenge of Ethnic Leadershi#lbany: State
University of New York Press, 1981), 106.

% |bid., 107-108.

9 Ibid., 107-113.
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the United States created for American Jews il g89s. Lewis saw himself as an
American of the Jewish faith, but the antisemitimate in which he lived racialized
his Jewishness in an effort to delegitimize his Ana-ness. Lewis, therefore,
adopted the offense-by-proxy approach to civil tsgthefense that American Jews had
employed for decad€s’ Leon Lewis was an adept practitioner of theserafé-by-
proxy methods of defense, and through his leader#e Jews of Los Angeles were

empowered to take on Nazism in their city.

The Road tdHollywood’sSpies

John Schmidt wrote his first report on the Frieatithe New Germany on
August 20, 1933. By September 15, Leon Lewis hatisaparately with Captain Bill
“Red” Hynes and Chief James Dauvis of the Los Angplelice and realized that the
only real support he could expect from the Los Aeg@olice would come from
resources he could “purchase” from the Red Squide fight against Nazism in the
city would have to be a private affair and thus ldmeed funding from private
sources. Between September 1933 and March 1984, llewis worked tirelessly to

secure the funding that converted the DAV investigainto Hollywood'’s spies.

#0Belth, Not the Work of a Day: The Story of the Abefamation League of B'nai B'rith; David

Biale, Power and Powerlessness in Jewish His{dtgw York: Schocken Books, 1986); Naomi Cohen,
Not Free to Desist: The American Jewish Committ886-1966 (Philadelphia: Jewish Publication
Society of America, 1972} }ews in Christian AmericéNew York: Oxford University Press, 1992);
"Pioneers of American Jewish Defense,Amti-Semitism in Americad. Jeffrey Gurock (New York:
Routledge, 1998); "An Overview of American Jewiséfénse," inlews and the American Public
Square: Debating Religion and Repubkal. Alan Mittleman, Robert Licht and Jonatham&aNew
York: Rowman and Littlefield, 2002); Henry L. Feid, Jewish Power in America: Myth and Reality
(New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Publishers, 208&ore,B'nai B'rith and the Challenge of Ethnic
Leadership.
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Along the way, he also fired the first salvo at Breends of the New Germany to the
American public, establishing the strategy thatd¢farmed the DAV investigators into

Hollywood’s spiesn styleas well.

“The Monied Men”

For Lewis, the most obvious source of funding fae tindercover operation
was B’nai B'rith. After all, B’nai B’rith was th@arent organization of the Anti-
Defamation League, and Nazi activity in Los Angeles certainly a defamation issue
for the city’s Jews. Moreover, Los Angeles’ B'rigrith Lodge was the best-
organized and largest Jewish institution in the. clts nearly two thousand members
came from all three segments of the city’s Jew@hrmunity, the recently arrived
Eastern European Jews of Boyle Heights, the Jewmibfwood (also newcomers),
and the well-to-do second and third generation@ledants of Los Angeles’
pioneering Jewish families! Lewis was confident that B’nai B'rith would praié
the financial support needed to maintain the DAVestigation of Nazi activity in the
city.

Lewis was wrong. The men of B’nai B'rith did nairae through for him. In
the Fall of 1933, B’nai B'rith in Los Angeles, liks® many other Jewish organizations

across the United States, was internally split terproper course of action to take in

%1 Max Vorspan and Lloyd P. Gartnéfistory of the Jews of Los AngeléBhiladelphia: Jewish
Publication Society of America, 1970), 151. Of thigy three” national Jewish organizations, B’'nai
B'rith was the only one organized in Los Angelefobe 1933. Soon after the crisis in Germany began
in 1933, the American Jewish Congress launchedptehin LA. The American Jewish Committee did
not have a network of local, but rather, dependethdividuals to join the as members of a central
national organization.
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defense of German Jews. At the national levelaBBirith discouraged its members
from participating in public protests sponsoredhm American Jewish Congress and
Jewish labor groups. The more conservative leageos B'nai B'rith believed that
the German people would resolve the problem intohue without the embarrassment
of international protest. However, as Nazi perfeawf German Jews accelerated
during 1933, B’nai B'rith’s low profile, wait-andeg policy began to frustrate some of
its members. In Los Angeles, Leon Lewis ran agdoofithat frustration when he
approached B’nai B'rith with his low-profile appr@ato fighting Nazism in their own
city.®?

Lewis, a loyal organization man, was forced totdptim his beloved B’nai
B'rith to start a new anti-defamation council tgpport the DAV investigation.
Working with a few B’nai B’rith brothers who supped the undercover operation,
Lewis and his small band of B’nai B’rith “renegatiapproached attorney Joseph
Loeb, one of the wealthiest men in Los Angelesidlp them organize the new
group>**® Loeb was the second-generation descendant ajfdmes Angeles’s
pioneering, mid-nineteenth century Jewish familiee,Newmarks. Loeb’s
grandfather, Harris Newmark, had been a succelsgiihessman, a community leader,
the founder of Merchants’ and Farmers’ Bank (whatkr became Union Bank of
California), and a city leader in the laté™@ntury®** Loeb'’s father, Leon Loeb, had

been the owner of the first department store inAwngeles, The City of Paris, and

352 For more on the political in-fighting among thavikh leaders of Los Angeles, particularly within
B’nai B'rith, see correspondence, CRC Papers, Bdbx 22, Folder 18.

353 _etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, July 21, 1933, ibicartl, Box 22, Folder 18.

%4 Harris Newmark’s autobiograph@ixty Years in Southern Californies a widely cited source on Los
Angeles history from 1850-1910.
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Loeb himself was a highly successful attorney mfthm of Loeb, Walker, and
Loeb3* Lewis shared the DAV reports with Loeb, who agrezhelp.

Loeb arranged a meeting with the most prominensJewos Angele$>® The
thirty men who attended the September 1, 1933 mgeetere wealthy Jewish bankers,
real estate developers, merchants, judges, andrdptite second and third generation
descendants of Los Angeles’s pioneering Germansbhefamilies. Lewis was
confident that “the monied me#” of Jewish Los Angeles would rally to the cause,
because, as he noted in a letter to Gutstadt,é&the=sy had more to lose and more to
be afraid of than all the rest of the B’nai B'ritiembership locally combined®® The
group met at the home of Superior Court Judge Rétsaht. Lewis reported on the
findings of the DAV investigators and pulled no pbas in pointing out the threat that
Nazis in the city posed to them personally. Lesveppeal was effective. The new
group pledged to raise $5,000 to fund the DAV itigasion >>°

The new anti-defamation committee ruffled B’naiiBirfeathers. B’nai B'rith
leaders viewed the new group as a direct challemggeir authority within the Jewish
community, not to mention a competitor for scance desperately needed
philanthropic dollars during those darkest daythefDepressioft° The antagonism

turned personal. Lewis reported that he had bedbmtarget of “[a]n underhanded

¥5Vorspan and Gartner, 75, 92, 222.

3% | etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, July 21, 1933, CRC PspRart 1, Box 22, Folder 18; Letter, Lewis to
Gutstadt, August 25, 1933, ibid., Part |, Box 2@lder 19.

357 _etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, August 25, 1933, ibRiyt 1, Box 22, Folder 19.

38 For more on the political in-fighting among thevih leadership of Los Angeles, particularly within
B’nai B'rith itself, see correspondence, ibid., PBrBox 22, Folder 19.

39 etter, Gutstadt to Arthur Rosenblum, July 25,3,9Bid., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 11.

30 etter, Gutstadt to Arthur Rosenblum, July 25,3,98Bid., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 11.
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campaign of slurring remarks...impugning [his] me and methods of fund control.”
In a letter to Gutstadt, Lewis wrote that certaind B'rith leaders were
“jealous...concerned that | have political [aspmas] in the [B’nai B’rith] District,
which | do not.” These jealous B’nai B'rithers rkad Lewis as a “self-promoter
[who was] trying to make a job for himself withquioper B’nai B'rith control.®®*
Lewis told Gutstadt:

| have become the target for innuendoes questianypépyalty to

the Order. Needless to say, | have tried in epessible way to

maintain the prestige of the Order and the Leaguarsas was

consistent with efficiency and operation, and thim the face of

non-cooperation and even active opposition fromvaB’'nai B'rith

leaders. It has been a tempest in the te&pot.
Lewis dismissed the allegations, noting that ndvszampetition between his new
“AD Council” and Lodge 487’'s Anti-Defamation Couhekisted, because a large
portion of the new council’s funds was coming fraon-B’nai B’rith members
anyway®*® Nevertheless, while Nazi agents in Los Angelessaeretly with Nazi
Party officers on board merchant ships, trainedafe militia, and conspired to
infiltrate the California National Guard, the leeslef B’'nai B'rith in Los Angeles
were arguing over organizational turf.

Resentment of Lewis and the new anti-defamatiomcibwas all for naught.

Eight weeks after the group’s first meeting, onlyd®0 had been collected, $300 of

which was owed to Lewi€* The “monied men” of the new group failed to raise

31| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, May 22, 1934, ibid.rtPa Box 23, Folder 4.

32| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, April 5, 1934, ibidaf®1, Box 23, Folder 3.

353 etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, November 1, 1933 (sedetter written to Gutstadt that day), ibid., Box
22, Folder 20.

34 Letter, Lewis to Gutstadt, November 1, 1933, ibiRhrt 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
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money they had promised. Lewis continued to fimdself “chronically out of pocket
from $200-$600,” having to personally raise additibmoney when funds ran otjt.
Lamenting to Gutstadt that Los Angeles was “th@bast city in the country in which
to raise money for any purpose,” Lewis continuetutal the DAV investigators out

of his own pocket through the winter while he sbattfor benefactor$?

The Mailman Delivers

At the same time that Lewis was searching for fanarbacking, “the chess
master” was also receiving daily reports from h&\Dcolleagues. In October, FNG
handed Lewis that opening. John Schmidt repohatdRNG officials in New York
ordered their regional gauleiters to secure adwiifunds and followers by gaining
control over their local federation of German-Angan societies. In Los Angeles, the
German-American federation, called theutsche Amerikanische Stadt Verbuod
the German-American Alliance was comprised of apipnately three dozen German-
American social and cultural organizations in thg. ¢’ Member organizations paid
dues to the Alliance, which in turn provided seeg@nd resources to its member
organizations. The German-American Alliance in Logeles owned real estate in
the city, a building at 926 West Washington Blwvdg a private camp, Hindenburg

Park in La Crescenta, just north and east of downtoFNG leaders believed those

%% |pid.

366 |_etter, Lewis to Frank Prince, January 25, 193CPapers, Part 1, Box 26, Folder 14.

%7 samuel Duff McCoy, "Hitlerism Invades America, P4 Today1, no. 24 (April 7, 1934): 26. Note
that Richard Gutstadt gave McCoy the DAV repontsrfrLos Angeles for this magazine series, much to
Leon Lewis’ ire. Translation from the German Oriiinto the English language: Accused of Nazi
Intrigue in Los Angeles, January 6, 1934, CRC Paart 1, Box 3, Folder 37; Transcript, Sunderland
Testimony, ibid. Part 1, Box 4, Folder 4.
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real estate assets to be worth $25,000 to $30,0d8hay hoped to gain control over
them by hijacking the upcoming board of directdesgon.>®®

Representation in the Alliance was determined lysike of each
organization. In order to steal the election,Enends of the New Germany filed
three separate membership applications to joiith@nce in September 1933, one
for itself, one for the Women'’s Auxiliary of thei€énds of the New Germany (which
did not yet exist) and a third for the sports dbteg3*° Pape told Schmidt that he
lied about the size of FNG’s membership in ordesidquire enough pro-Nazi
delegates to steal the electitf.

The Alliance’s pro-Nazi president, Max Socha, ptediover the election.
The first item on the agenda was the admissioreef organizations. Socha read the
names of the new FNG organizations. Ignoring @tstécom the floor about the
FNG'’s eligibility, the number of members it repart@nd the paramilitary nature of
the sports abteilung, Socha admitted all threeNm®@i groups into the Alliance,
giving the pro-Nazi faction within the Alliance aajority.>”* The pro-Nazi delegates
swept the pro-Nazi Max Socha to re-election asigees along with a new, pro-Nazi
board of directors!?

The anti-Nazi organizations of the Alliance werediabout the fraudulent

election. Several dozen member-organizations vantgy letters to the board

38 Transcript, Sunderland Testimony, CRC Papeast 1, Box 4, Folder 4.

%9 Report of monthly meeting of GA, September 9, 198@l., Part 1, Box 16, Folder 2.
370 Transcript, Schmidt testimony, ibjdRart 1, Box 4, Folder 5.

371 Report 119, October 13 [1933], ihitPart 1, Box 8, Folder 5.

372vHitlerism Invades America, Part [Today1, no. 23 (March 31, 1934): 31.
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protesting the electiot{? Philip Lenhardt, the delegate from Los Angeles’
Liederkranz (German-American Singing Society) asnner secretary of the
Alliance, wrote an open letter to the German-Ansricommunity in Los Angeles
exposing the conspiratorial nature of the FNG anch&'s complicity. Unable to get
any of the mainstream Los Angeles dailies orGhaéfornia Staats Zeitungthe
German-language newspaper that Gyssling and Waltkrhhad already co-opted) to
publish his letter, Lenhardt sent his letter to dbeish community newspaper, the
B’nai B'’rith Messengerwhich was all too happy to publish a denunciabbiazis

in the city by a non-Je#/* In his open letter, Lenhardt accused Socha c$miting
with FNG in return for their support of his presidg.®”> Lenhardt declared, “We
loyal German-Americans will investigate and fighistelection. We will not tolerate
the dangers of Nazi tactics to our coloff{f” At the first meeting of the Alliance
following the election, Schmidt reported that Lerdtalisrupted the meeting, calling
out, “Max, you are a traitor! You sold us out e ttroublemaking Nazies [sic]. Max,
you will pay.” 3"’

FNG’s fraudulent take-over of the German-AmericdliieAce gave Leon

Lewis the opening he was waiting for to exposeRhends of the New Germany.

373 For dozens of protest letters written from mentreanizations of the German-American Alliance,
see CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 16, Folders 2 and 3.

374 Report 168, November 14, ibid., Part 1, Box 8d€oll1. Otto Deissler, a senior officer of the loar
of the German-American Alliance, representativelfos Angeles Lodge No 12 of the Sons of Herman,
and Past Grand President of the State Lodge ddims of Herman told John Schmidt of Lenhardt’s
efforts to have his letter published in a majotydéee letter to Editor by Phillip Lenhard®,nai B'rith
MessengerOctober 25, 1933.

375 Report by Number Eleven, November 10, 1933, CR@Pa Part 1, Box 16, Folder 2.

378 etter to Editor by Phillip LenhardB’nai B’rith MessengerOctober 25, 1933.

37" Report 165, November 11 [1933], CRC Papers, P&bk 8, Folder 11.
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Shortly following the election, Lewis contrived kp that required John Schmidt to
lead the disgruntled anti-Nazi groups of the GerAarerican Alliance against the
new board of the Alliance. In order to do thatmis arranged for Sunderland and
Allen to purposely betray John Schmidt as an infortio Pape and Schwinn in order
to free Schmid’® When Pape found out that Schmidt was an inforpfentvas irate.
Not only did Pape send Schmidt a “Dear John” ledtemissing him from the Friends
of the New Germany (and asking him to return hisnoership card) but over the next
several months, as Schmidt worked with the antitifaion to bring a civil suit
against the German-American Alliance, Schmidt nesebithreatening phone calls as
well *7

Deissler and Lenhardt v. Socha, et\ahs a civil suit engineered by Leon
Lewis to call public attention to Nazi activity ilos Angeles. The plaintiffs in the suit
were the anti-Nazi German-American organizatioas tere angry with the
fraudulent takeover of the German-American Alliastaged by pro-Nazi forces in the
community. In Article XVI of the complaint, theghtiffs charged that the new
member organizations of the German-American All@a(e., the Friends of the New

Germany and its subsidiary groups) were politicghaizations, and therefore

ineligible for membership in the Alliance accorditagthe Alliance’s by-laws. The

378 Draft Document, page 11 (n.d., no author, but abbpwritten by Lewis.), ibid., Part 1, Box 29,
Folder 23.

379 etter, Pape to Schmidt, November 6, 1933, iidrt 1, Box 8, Folder 11. Max Socha threatened
Schmidt on November 9, 1933 at the German commigriifgmorial Day services. Schmidt had a
bodyguard with him and Socha mocked him, sayingd®uard, eh Schmidt? Well, you may need one
or you may need each other for mutual protecti@eé report 162, ibidRart 1, Box 9, Folder 11.

Phone threats to John Schmidt are documented antr&p0 dated December 12, 1933 (Box 8, Folder
12), and January 21, 1934, and affidavit of Joh®&&hmidt (n.d., probably early February 1934), .ibid
Part 1, Box 9, Folder 8.
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suit asserted that FNG’s purpose was to spreadsheaind to undermine the
government of the United States by “carrying orreseand insidious propagand&”

On its faceDeissler and Lenhardt v. Socha, etwahs really just a petty
squabble between two factions of a private orgaizabut, that squabble offered
Leon Lewis an opportunity to contrive a lawsuit egimg the Friends of the New
Germany as a duplicitous, Nazi organization. Imp#ating the offense-by-proxy
strategy, Lewis maintained his low profile throughthe process while his “American”
colleagues carried the message of Nazi duplicithégoublic. In a letter to Richard
Gutstadt, Lewis spelled out the rationale behireddinategy:

From a publicity point of view, the set-up was ideecause it had

been so arranged that it was in fact an attemineygroup of

Germans to clear their central organization of Nisfhuence and

further, because the facts presented in Court hpivdlen as to

the [DAV] sponsorship of the investigation wasctyi true 3%

From behind the scenes, Lewis coached John Schonpdtrsuade the anti-
Nazi groups to bring the suit, and connected Schamd his disgruntled Alliance
friends to three Jewish attorneys who agreed te tiaé case. Lewis paid the attorneys’
fees out of his own pocket and briefed them on tmguestion FNG witnesses in
order to elicit the truth about the Friends of Mew Germany during the tridf? It
does not appear, however, that the defendantskee&r who Leon Lewis was, or that

the suit brought against them was intended as \&-$tal.

30 Dejssler-Lenhardt vs. Socha, et.al., ibid., BoxAdlder 2.

381 | etter, Leon Lewis to Richard Gutstadt, January1®B4, ibid., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 24. In this

same letter, Lewis also states that his recentsalom to the DAV gave him the cover he needed to

maintain the legitimacy of the DAV sponsorship lod investigation.

382 | etters, Leon Lewis to Hugo Harris, April 2 andri\@, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 4, Folder 1. Lewis
paid Harris $250 and also sent Harris funds to beirse John Vieth for additional expenses (Letter,

Lewis to Harris, May 14, 1934). See ibid., PaBax 4, Folder 1.
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The civil suit against the German-American Alliaeas front-page news in
Los Angeles for two weeks in January 1934, judteamn Lewis hoped. Sitting
anonymously among the crowd in the courtroom gglleewis watched as his DAV
colleagues, all former U.S. army officers with upmachable credibility as Americans,
brought the problem of Nazi activity in Los Angetegshe public’s attention. On
Monday and Tuesday, January 15-16, 1934, John Sithoak the witness stand as
the star witness for the plaintiffs and was follaWater in the week by Sunderland and
Allen. The three veterans told the court of thepstious activities they had withessed
as members of the Friends of the New Germany: 3jaes living in Los
Angeles...money and propaganda smuggled off Geshigs...a private army training
for “der tag”...a complicit German Constif. Their testimonies made headlines in all
of Los Angeles’ major dailies, each day revealinyenspectacular details of a Nazi
conspiracy in Los Angeles than the day before.

The sensational headlines drew dozens of curigsiers to the court that
week. By the fifth day of testimony, the gallergswacked as a scene Lewis hadn’t
scripted, unfolded. That morning, as John Schsatlin the back of the courtroom
listening to Max Socha testify, a man sat down nex@chmidt and threatened him. It
was the second in-court threat made on Schmidésrias many days.

“We'll kill you Schmidt, you son of bitchf®* the man whispered to Schmidt

and then quickly got up and headed for the door.

383 For the newspaper clippings concerning the taiadi for the trial transcripts see German-American
Alliance Lawsuit, ibid., Part 1, Box 3, Folders 38-and Box 4, Folders 1-10.
384 Affidavit of John Schmidt, January 1934, ibid. PR Box 9, Folder 8.
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Schmidt called out to Leon Lewis, who was seatstahead of him, “Major
Lewis, my life has just been threatened!”

Affidavits taken by Lewis following the incident @& what happened next.
Lewis, who was seated anonymously among the crawided back to see a man in a
yellow leather jacket heading towards the exityc&l Schmidt turned to the Vice
Commander of the American Legion who was sittingrreer and asked him to help
intercept the man as Lewis scrambled across thegl@sidting between him and the
aisle to alert the sheriff's deputy of the thré3t. Walking briskly after the man, Leon
Lewis caught him in the courthouse lobby and dethinim until the sheriff's deputy,
the Clerk of the Court, and the judge, followedabgtream of courtroom onlookers,
caught up with them. After listening to the bidkgrbetween Schmidt, the man and
his FNG defenders, the judge told the man to “iitand warned the others that there
would be no more disturbances in his cdtft.

Back inside the courtroom, Schmidt requested tiatourt appoint a bodyguard
to protect him for the duration of the trial. Tieguest brought guffaws of laughter and
catcalls from the defendants’ pro-Nazi comrades whre among those seated in the
crowded courtroom galle?® Slamming the gavel on the desk, Judge Bush deedand
order in the court. “This is not a laughing matt#rthere is anyone present who

believes perjury has been committed let him gdéoDistrict Attorney. Stop these

385 Affidavit of John Schmidt, January 1934, ibid.fiPB Box 6, Folder 21; affidavit of John H.
Schmidt, (n.d.), ibid., Box 9, Folder 8.

386 Affidavit of Alice H. Schmidt, (n.d.), ibid., Paft, Box 9, Folder 13.

387 Affidavit of Leon Lewis, January 1934, ibid., PartBox 6, Folder 21; “Nazi Case Fray Averted,”
Los Angeles TimeSaturday Jan 20, 1934. Al.

38«Nazi Case Fray Avertedl’os Angeles TimeSaturday, January 20, 1934. Al.
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threats. And if you want to fight, hire a hallJudge Bush assigned Sheriff Agnew to
guard Schmidt, and ordered detectives into thetamam “to prevent a tragedy>®
(See Appendix 1: Photographs.)

The next day, however, the drama continued to dnfdudge Bush entered the
packed courtroom and immediately ordered the coomirdoors locked. No one was
to leave. The judge informed the court that he lbeeh threatened the night before.
He deputized.os Angeles Timgshotographer, Fred Coffey, and directed him to
photograph the people sitting in the courtroomegglto aid the search for the person
who had threatened him. TE&aminets photographer snapped the shot of Coffey
taking the picture of the stunned faces of the @kdos who were seated in the
courtroom gallery (see Appendix 1: Photograpfis).

During the second week of testimony, FNG membergwalled to testify.
Hugo Harris, the plaintiffs’ Jewish attorney folled/ Leon Lewis’ playbook,
guestioning each witness to elicit as much detouathe Friends of the New
Germany and its political objectives as possildarl Specht, commander of the SA,
insisted that “SA” stood for “sports abteilung” andt “sturm abteilung,” even though
he slipped twice during his testimony, referringtie group as the latter. And, what
of the military drilling Schmidt had seen throudfe twindow at 902 South Alvarado?
Oh, that was merely practice for the memorial darade held on November 9. And,

what about the drill book Specht had containingrdgilations for Germany’s sturm

339 |bid.; “Anti-Nazi Witness Gets Death Threat; Resdiby Judge,t.os Angeles ExamingBaturday,
January 20, 1934. Al.

390«Attempts to Block Justice are Made in Three Csiugtlipping found in file, newspaper name not
cited, n.p.) January 19, 1934, CRC Papers, P&bx 3, Folder 37.
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abteilung? Specht told the court that he bougbgdtbooks from the German ship,
Habenwhen it was in port. There was nothing militadsh them, he testified. They
were really intended for large troops, not a sre@dition of men like the sports
abteilung®* AccordingToday Magazin¢hat April, Specht had flown to Germany in
1933 and returned with the drill mandd.

Gauleiter Robert Pape told the court that he wasiged German army officer,
even though he had confided to Carl Sunderlandhthatas still active, had been sent
by the German government to the States, and titan20ks were deposited every
month into his bank account in Germaily. When Harris pressed him on his
relationship with Heinz Spanknoebel, Pape deniexhikmg Spanknoebel -- the man
who had made him western region gauleiter. Andnitat a strange coincidence,
Harris asked, that the sturm abteilung in Germaag/lbeen called the “sports
abteilung” before Hitler came to power? Did Papew that? “No.?**

Paul Themlitz’s testimony addressed allegationsentgdSunderland and
Schmidt in their earlier testimonies. Themlitz agehthat the Aryan Bookstore was in
anyway associated with the Friends of the New GeynmaNew York City. He
denied ever telling Sunderland that German saiargld come to their aid on German
Day if attacked by American veterans for flying g8weastika flag. And, Themlitz
accusedschmidtof sedition. He told the court that it was SchinaiddSunderland

who toldhim that American veterans had been cheated out wfdbke by the

391 Transcript, Specht testimony, ibid., Part 1, Bogdlder 6.

392 McCoy, "Hitlerism Invades America, Part I," 26.

393 “Hitler Likened to Roosevelt” (clipping found iilé, n.p.),Los Angeles Examinejanuary 17, 1934,
CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 9, Folder 8; report 118, ,iPart 1, Box 8, Folder 8.

394 Transcript, Pape testimony, ibid., Part 1, Bokdider 7.
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government, and that Schmidt was the one who stegésat war vets should
organize and take over governméht.
“I just got the impression that they wanted us Anans, [that is we(serman
Americans to join with them.” Themlitz saitf
Themlitz also told the court that Schmidt had bldwgown cover as an
informant one night when he got drunk at dinneccéxding to Themlitz, Schmidt got
drunk at dinner, and on their way back to the btarks Schmidt told Themlitz that he
was a secret service man working for a special@toung to find out what the FNG
were doing and that he was getting paid fotit.
“Well, | can’t explain it. He really made a foalibof himself. |
didn’t really believe him entirely. Especially aliovorking for
the American government. | didn’t believe the Wg8vernment
was going to hire a man like that to find out abaut
organization that might be trying to overthrow thevernment
[sic]. | am sure they have much better men tohitowork than
to take a man like Schmidt®®
As Themlitz left the witness stand, Schmidt calbéd a “dirty pig who live[d] in the
gutter” in open court. Schmidt was rushed by seeNG members. Judge Bush
ordered them out of the courtroom before a brawldtbegin®®®

When Herman Schwinn took the stand, he gave thesdaste when he swore

the witness oatf® Schwinn challenged the plaintiffs’ witnessestirasny. FNG

:zz Transcript, Themlitz testimony, ibid., Part 1, BéxFolder 8.
Ibid.
7 |pid.
398 |pid.
39 |bid.; “Near Riot Subdued at German Hearingygs Angeles Examingdanuary 18, 1934 (clipping
found in files, n.p.), ibid, Part 1, Box 9, Foldgr
400«Attempts to Block Justice are Made in Three Csiuftlipping found in file, newspaper not noted,
n.p), January 19, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 3, FoRie
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literature, Schwinn claimed, was purely intendedribghten the American public
about the New Germany. It was not intended to fanresurrection. Schwinn was
evasive in answering questions about FNG'’s relahgs with German ship captains,
and he denied that any of the literature was rewhdnen the ships without clearing
U.S. Customs. As for FNG'’s ulterior political objeres, Schwinn demurred, “We
sympathize with the new German Government. Bt fire are loyal American
citizens standing fairly and squarely behind themwao has given this country a new
deal just as Adolf Hitler has given Germany a neald***
* ok

The suit against the German-American Alliance wamately thrown out by
Judge Bush on legal technicalities. The trial, boesv, fulfilled Lewis’ public
relations objectives. It revealed the Friendsheflew Germany as a duplicitous,
Nazi-influenced group to the public. Its impactswevident among several groups in
the city. In the short-term, the trial shook upG-Madership and caused dozens of
members to resigif? Robert Pape was relieved of his position asajeul Herman
Schwinn replaced him and became the leader of &z iovement on the west coast
for the next seven yeat¥ Winterhalder and Themlitz, angry with Pape fot being
militant enough, “endorsed” Pape’s dismissal witfpad beating and banished him
from the bookstoré’ Schmidt reported that both Pape and his wifelbsttheir jobs

as a result of their association with the Nazi grorheir employer, it seems, was “an

01 Transcript, Schwinn Testimony, ibid., Part 1, BpyFolder 8; “Hitler Likened to Roosevelt,bs
Angeles Examinedanuary 17, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 9, Folder 8.

92 Report 169, ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 11.

03 Report dated January 4, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Bdxoider 8.

404 Report 173, ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 12.
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old imperial German and very anti-NaZi”® The trial also sent an embarrassed
German Vice Consul Georg Gyssling scrambling fditipal cover. Gyssling’'s name
had come up more than once during the proceedsgssapporter of FNG.
Following the trial, Gyssling issued a statememtyileg any connection between the
German government and the Friends of the New Geyraad reaffirmed that
National Socialism was not “an article of expdtft®”

The impact of the trial was also evident on thg'siveterans’ organizations.
The American Legion, VFW and DAYV all passed resohd denouncing Nazism as
an un-American ideology, and all three veteransuizations in California adopted
Americanism campaigns to combat anti-democrati@eifm “isms.” Leon Lewis was
elected chairman of both the DAV’s Americanism Caitter in Los Angeles and
state Americanism Committee, and was also chossert@ as the Deputy Chief of
Staff for the DAV in California®®” Lewis’ new leadership roles within the DAV
secured the strategic position within veterangles he needed to serve him in the
othernew role he assumed that spring. Lewis was @&&uted to serve as executive
secretary of new the Los Angeles Jewish CommuniiynRQittee, a position created by

the Jews of Hollywood, who had also been impactethé revelations of the trial.

“%5 Report dated January 28, 1933 by Numbers Seveatek&leven, ibid., Part 1, Box 16, Folder 3;
report 173 dated November 23 (by Schmidt), ibidrt R, Box 8, Folder 12.

4%« jterature of Hitler in L.A. Described,” (clippmfound in file),Los Angeles Evening Herald and
ExpressJanuary 17, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 9, Folder 8.

407 “Report of Secret Committee of Disabled Americaetérans of the World War, Department of
California,” (draft document, n.d., probably sprit@34), ibid., Part 1, Box 29, Folder 23.
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Hollywood Steps In

The German-American Alliance trial exposed the iidgeof the New Germany
as an agent of Nazism to the people of Los Angelés trial reached different groups
in the city, as Lewis had hoped, but perhaps thstmaportant group it reached were
the Jewish executives of Hollywood.

In March 1934, when the trial was over, Leon Lesti8 did not have the
financial backing he needed to maintain the undencoperation. The “monied men”
had let him down, but there was still one Jewiskugrhe had not approached, the
Jews of Hollywood. The Jews of Hollywood and thdewwntown” Jews were socially
estranged from each other. Hence, the appeaktortbnied men” had not included
appeals to the motion picture executives. Unt83,3he two groups had little in
common. The more established “downtown Jews” \erAmerican-born and came
from families that had lived in Los Angeles for seal generations. The Jews of
Hollywood, on the other hand, were Eastern Europ@amgrants, new in town, and
“fresh from the East, with the disreputability fb motion picture business] clinging
to them like tar.*°® Consistent with Los Angeles’ fragmented commustalcture,
the two Jewish groups were physically, socially anlurally isolated from each other.
The rise of Nazism in Los Angeles in 1933, howepeoyided the common ground

upon which these two segments of the Jewish contgnoaime togethe?f®®

“%8 Gabler,An Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hodlgd 274.
9 bid,. 274-276.
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Leon Lewis himself did not have personal connectimnthe movie moguls,
but some of his B’nai B'rith colleagues ditf. In November 1933 they called on
executives at MGM, Warner Brothers and Universahtse funds for their anti-
defamation work. Lewis was immediately successiie Jews of Hollywooderea
special target of antisemitic Nazi propaganda endity and they needed little
convincing of the threat that Nazis in LA posedhtem. Lewis raised $2,600 from
thirty employees at Warner Brothers, a similar ami@ MGM, and $2,000 at
Universal*** In addition, Hollywood attorney Mendel Silberbargs recruited to
serve as chairman of the new anti-defamation chugiberberg’s law firm
represented several of the studios, including M&MAIthough Lewis had originally
been appointed to chair the anti-defamation conemithe stepped aside in favor of
Silberberg, understanding that Silberberg’s conaestand influence in Hollywood
would better serve the grodp’ Silberberg accepted the appointment as chairrhan o
the LAJCC, and Lewis became the group’s execugeeetary, running the LAJCC'’s
day-to-day affairs.

In March, just a few weeks after the trial, Silkendpsummoned Hollywood’s
Jewish elite to a special dinner meeting at Hifti@ountry Club. Hillcrest was “the
klavern from which all [Jewish] power [in Los Angs| emanated.” It was at once the
most obvious and the least expected place to binege two groups of Jews together.

Historically, big Jewish fundraisers were held dtdrest, “where they became

10| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, September 29, 1933, GR@ers, Part 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
11| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, November 1, 1933, ibithrt 1, Box 22, Folder 21.
412 _etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, February 22, 1934, GRers, Part |, Box 22, Folder 25.
413 {|hi

Ibid.
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festivals of philanthropic virility. If large conbutions were needed for a cause, they
would call meetings at Hillcrest where each man didne called on in public to make
his pledge.*** The club, however, was also the least likely @lfmr the two groups to
meet. Nowhere was the estrangement between LAmovn Jews and the Jews of
Hollywood more evident than at Hillcrest, where fesvs of Hollywood had been
excluded from membership since its inception inQL9Roing unto the Jews of
Hollywood as Protestant society had done unto thkeenJewish aristocracy of Los
Angeles built Hillcrest as its own private sancyuaf privilege, keeping the
Hollywood newcomers out. And, even though the oropicture men wanted “in,”
they were not welcome at Hillcrest until the Degres forced the Club’s founders to
overcome their prejudices and admit the greenhews bf Hollywood in the early
1930s**° All that was about to change. Where once itlweh the social fault line
between “old” Jewish money in Los Angeles and taev@nus of Hollywood, Hillcrest
was becoming the site of upper class Jewish utidican Los Angeles as the social
prejudices that had previously divided them wereroome by the antisemitic Nazi
propaganda which saw them all as just J&®ss.

On March 13, 1934 a parade of cars carrying sthdaxs, directors, producers,
screenwriters and actors rolled past Hillcrest'darstated, unmarked stone gates at

10000 West Pico Boulevard on the edge of BeverlisHOnly the minutes of the

14 Gabler,An Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hudigd 289.
415 [pa:

Ibid., 276.
1 Ibid., 276.
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meeting, found in the Los Angeles archive revealdélebrity status of the men in
attendance that night:

From MGM: Louis B. Mayer, chief executive; Irviddnalberg,
studio production chief; [David] O. Selznick, pradu; Larry
Weingarten, production supervisor; Ned Marin, wrfgeoducer;
Ernest Lubitsch, film director; George Cukor, dim¢cHarry Rapf,
producer; Sam Marx, story editor; Harry Wardell &ehry Myers,
actors; Sidney A. Franklin, director; Edwin Justleyer,
screenwriter; F.E. Pelton.

From Columbia Pictures: Sam Briskin, studio produrcthief, Sam
Jaffe, producer.

From Paramount Studios: Emanuel Cohen, chief d¢ixecuiHenry
Herzbrun, legal counsel; Albert Lewis, producerHJKay;
Howard J. Green, screenwriter.

From RKO: Pandro Berman, producer; Adolph Ramrsh\&alter
Ruben, directors; C. Brock, producer; Mark Sardrdirector; and
A. Kaufman.

From Universal Pictures: Edward Sloman, actohnJgtahl,
director; E. Asher, Henry Henigson, producer; &t Wylie. Mr.
Hellman.

From United Artists: Harry Brand.

Rabbi Edgar Magnin, Judge Lester Roth, Judge Baaht and
Leon Lewis were also in attendarf¢é.

At dinner, the guests found copies of the antiserilver Shirt publications,
LiberationandSilver Rangerat their place setting. Both newspapers bitterly
attacked the Jews of Hollywood as enemies of Gansimerica. The Silver
Ranger was begin published right in Los Angeled, lzoth were being distributed

throughout nation.

“1” Memorandum of meeting held at Hillcrest Countryl€IMarch 13, 1934 — at dinner 6:30-10:30,
ibid., Part 1, Box 1, Folder 30.
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After dinner, the group adjourned to the meetingmavhere they were
addressed by a lawyer whom most of them did notknloeon Lewis reported on
the behind-the-headlines details of the recent lizd that had fully exposed Nazi
activity in Los Angele$!® Lewis informed his audience that the veterans tdmb
testified at the trial had infiltrated FNG undes lguidance. The trial had been
specifically engineered to expose the Nazi thre#té public. “We knew that all
the evidence regarding Nazi activity was not prhpadmissible,” Lewis told them,
but, tacit agreement was made with the Judge andttbrneys for both sides that
allowed that evidence to get into the record -d imto the newspapers. The trial
had been a success from the Jewish point of viélazi activity in the city had
been exposed by U.S. veterdfs.

The operation, Lewis told his celebrity audienc] bost $7,000. The men
working on financing the operation had, howeveall&h down.” There was no
money left to continue the fact-finding operatias,persistent antisemitic activity
in the city indicated it shoultf® The movie men, therefore, were needed to support
further “anti-defamation work.” Lewis proposed tlagfull time publicity man be
hired to work in the tradition of the ADL to fighintisemitism in the city. This

would relieve Lewis of the task and allow him téure to his law practice, which,

418 (|Ai
Ibid.
19| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, January 9, 1934, ibart 1, Box 22, Folder 24.
420 etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, January 27, 1934, jiiart 1, Box 22, Folder 24; Letter, Lewis to Gdsta
February 22, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 25
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he reported, “had been shot to hell” in the presisix months because he had been
working day and night on the investigatith.

His dinner guests were attentive. The Jews ofrtbBon picture industry did
not need a primer on the implications of Nazis @s lAngeles or on the implications
of antisemitism for themselves. They had beehéncross-hairs of antisemitic
attacks for over a decade from Protestant and Gatlpfoups concerned that motion
pictures, in the hands of “former pants-pressedstanton-holers,” posed a direct
threat to American (readChristian American”) culture, virtue and mordl&: Just
six months earlier, in fact, Catholic Church leadead organized a nationwide
protest and threatened a national boycott of matiotures if the Jews of Hollywood
did not capitulate to a production code writtenaoygl monitored by their chosen
representative¥> They were summoned to a meeting with the Ardfdypsof Los
Angeles. Church lay representative, attorney JoSepitt, warned them that “the
dirty motion pictures they were making, along wether invidious activities on the
part of the Jews were serving to build up an enosraase against the Jews in the
eyes of the American peopl&* Scott reminded them that certain groups in Angeric

were sympathetic to the Nazi purpose, and werenmiyg to attack Jews in America

421 Memorandum of meeting Held at Hillcrest Countryi;lMarch 13, 1934 — at dinner 6:30-10:30,
ibid., Part 1, Box 1, Folder 30; memo of speech enayll ouis Greenbaum at closed meeting of B'nai
B'rith lodges by the AD Committee” (n.d., probaltdye 1934), ibid., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 11.

22| eo Rosten, Hollywood: The Movie Colony, the MoWiakers, (New York: Harcourt Brace, 1941),
269.

23 Gregory D. BlackHollywood Censored: Morality Codes, Catholics, ahe MoviegNew York:
Cambridge University Press, 1994).

424 | etter, Joseph Breen to Martin Quigley, August933. Movie Production Code, Quigley, Martin
to Lord, 1933-1949, Daniel A. Lord, S.J. Collectidbfidwest Jesuit Archives, Saint Louis, MO.
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and that “what was going on in Germany could hagpEe.** It's hard to imagine
that Joseph Scott’'s words weren’t ringing in tlegrs that night at Hillcrest as Leon
Lewis confirmed the extent of Nazi activity in tbigy.

There was considerable discussion among the patits following Lewis’
presentation. Rabbi Magnin, Judge Roth and Marmintén all spoke up in support
of the proposed program, as did Irving Thalberguik B. Mayer emphatically
supported continuing the operation. “There candeéoubt as to the necessity of
carrying on and | for one am not going to takgihd down. Two things are required,
namely money and intelligent direction...it [isetduty of the men present to help in
both directions,” Mayer saitf®

Following Mayer’s comments, MGM producer Harry Rapdved that a
committee composed of one man from each studigpeiated. The resulting
Studio Committee was comprised of Irving Thalbévigs(M), Harry Cohen
(Columbia), Henry Henigson (Universal), Joseph &ckg20" Century), Jack
Warner (Warner Brothers), Emanuel Cohen (Paramp8nt)Wertzel (Fox) and
Pandro Berman (RKO.) And, as they would often dbiw the privacy of Hillcrest,
the members of the new Studio Committee made ppledges to support Lewis’
fact-finding work for one yeaf’ Thalberg committed MGM to $3,500. Emanuel
Cohen committed Paramount to the same amount amiiged to speak to Jack

Warner about a similar pledge. Universal acceptgdota of $2,500, and Pandro

425 | etter, Joseph Breen to Martin Quigley, August 933, ibid.

426 Memorandum of meeting held at Hillcrest Countrylg;IMarch 13, 1934 — at dinner 6:30-10:30,
CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 1, Folder 30.

427 | etter, Joseph Breen to Martin Quigley, August933. Movie Production Code, Quigley, Martin
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Berman promised that RKO would contribute $1,5@0nting out that RKO only had
eight Jewish executives. The smaller studios x; 26" Century and United Artists
— each pledged $1,500. Phil Goldstone and DaJizh#®# were asked to raise
$2,500 each from agents and independent produtretess than an hour, Lewis had
secured $22,000 in pledges.

The Studio Committee agreed to meet monthly tevewall productions with
any content that might exacerbate the rising tidenti-Jewish sentiment in the
United States. Attorney Harry Herzbrun from Parantavas assigned to represent
them at the weekly meetings of the recently foriesl Angeles Jewish Community
Committee??®

The threat Nazism posed to the Jews of Los Ange#ssthe catalyst that
united the city’s wealthiest Jews. When B’nai Birand the “monied Jews” dropped
the ball in the fight against Nazism in Los Angelésvas the Jews of Hollywood who
came through. Still, though, in welcoming Silbeh® the cause, Richard Gutstadt
cautioned Silberberg to keep egos in check:

It may not be felt in the immediate future, norlwibe credited to the

Anti-Defamation League which is, of course, begtdepoint. The

cause of America and the Jew in this country (belme, this is not

rhetorical) is infinitely more important than thiogfication of any

Jewish individuals or Jewish organizatif.

Beginning in March 1934, the new Los Angeles Jewdsimmunity

Committee (LAJCC) held lunch meetings every Fridapoon at the Federation

28 Memorandum of meeting held at Hillcrest CountmybglMarch 13, 1934 — at dinner 6:30-10:30,
CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 1, Folder 30.
29 _etter, Gutstadt to Silberberg, March 24, 193#.iPart 1, Box 23, Folder 2.
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offices™° Lewis served as legal counsel to the CommittekSilberberg as its
chairman. In May 1934 Lewis wrote to Gutstadt thatLAJCC was the most unified
Jewish organization in LA, enjoying near 100% alterce at every meeting with “no
diminution [sic] of interest apparent” among itgty)members (see Appendix 3: Los
Angeles Community Committee, 19345,
* ok

The motion picture executives provided the finahsigoport that
transformed the DAV investigators into Hollywoodigiesin fact The veterans,
however, were unaware of this unlikely partnersfifpKeenly aware of the
political liability that the arrangement, , woulduse American Jews if made public,
Lewis was insistent that Hollywood’s support of thredercover fact-finding
operation remain secr&® Writing to Gutstadt about his concerns, Lewis was
adamant that Gutstadt never divulge the sourcewish political agency in Los
Angeles. “[The veterans’] equanimity,” Lewis wrptenust never be disturbed by

any suggestion from the outside that Leon Lewis betsnd the scene$>

Conclusion
Leon Lewis was the driving force behind the forroatof the Los Angeles

Jewish Community Committee’s resistance of Nazistie city from 1933-1945.

30| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, May 22, 1934, ibid.rtPa Box 23, Folder 4.

31| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, May 22, 1934, ibid.rtPa Box 23, Folder 4.

32 etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, July 14, 1934, ibicartPL, Box 23, Folder 5. In this letter, Lewis sell
Gutstadt that his DAV colleagues do not know aliesitADL connections.

33 etter, Gutstadt to Lewis, July 20, 1934, "CRC &ap, Part 1, Box 23, Folder 5.

434 Letter, Lewis to Gutstadt, July 14, 1934, ibicartPL, Box 23, Folder 5.
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Between August 1933 and March 1934, Lewis workesdessly to secure the political
and financial resources needed to combat Nazidmsmngeles. Rebuffed by the
chief of police and embattled by petty jealousiéhm the local Jewish community,
Lewis’ persistence during those first six monthergually paid off. He secured
financial support from the Jews of Hollywood toateethe LAJCC, transforming the
DAV veterans into Hollywood’s spian fact while his strategic sensibilities
converted the DAV investigators into Hollywood'sespin styleas well.

Lewis’ leadership empowered the Jews of Los Angelesstablish the LAJCC.
When FNG recruiters began courting his veterareagllies, Leon Lewis, the
American,did not sit idly by or look the other way. He assed a leadership role
among his veteran friends, and sacrificing his fewctice to engage the political
problem head on. Leon Lewikhie Jew however, understood the limitations that
antisemitism placed on Jewish political agencyhm1930s. Although American Jews
considered themselves Americans of the Jewish, fdaér antisemitic adversaries
viewed them as foreigners and subversives. CoesglgulLeon Lewis (and his
Jewish counterparts at the ADL in Chicago and tB€ & New York City) very
consciously adopted an offense-by-proxy strateg@xfmse insurgent Nazism in the
United States to the American public while protegtAmerican Jews from further
political denunciations:

Above all, we must, as far as possible, keep Jepasticipation and

cooperation in the background as these men aréanag this work

because they love the Jew, but because they haveil@ressed with

the seditious and Fascistic character of the prepda rather than with

its Anti-Semitic phase. We have deliberately mized the Anti-
Semitism in both the Nazi and Silver Shirt moversentthe propaganda
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work which we have been doing now for some montitis the Veteran

[sic] leaders'®®

Leon Lewis was an outstanding political strategisor twelve yearke effectively
implemented this offense-by-proxy strategy that ewgred the Jews of Los Angeles
to combat insurgent Nazism in their city.

If Leon Lewis was the driving force behind the LAJE political agency,
the Jews of Hollywood were the force behind theilitigal influence. For nearly
eighty years, consensus historiography has asstimaethe Jews of Hollywood
purposely distanced themselves from American Jelifesiand politics by
abandoning the East Co4&t. But for a few anecdotal exceptions, America’s
wealthiest and most visible Jews are remarkablgimgsfrom American Jewish
political affairs during the 19304/ The Jews of Hollywood were not, however,
absent from this problem. They could not affordbéo The antisemitic discourse
that constructed Americanism as white, Christiash @ative-born, cast American
Jews as outsiders, often calling them out as thet niengerous Jews in Amerita.

Their new home on the West Coast might have praolville physical distance they

%35 | etter, Leon Lewis to Richard Gutstadt, ibid., PlgrBox 22, Folder 25.

3¢ Gabler,An Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hodigd 1-7.

437 Exceptions include: film historians’ work on theawer Brothers’ fight against fascism in film; the
activities of the Hollywood Anti-Communist Leaguwehich involved mostly writers and actors, not the
heads of the studios; and the wartime benefit prtoin, “We Shall Never Die,” the traveling pageant
produced by Hollywood notables to protest the nmassder of Europe’s Jews. The pageant was written
by screenwriter Ben Hecht, produced by Billy Rosd Ernst Lubitsch. The pageant starred Edward G.
Robinson and Paul Muni and subsequently traveledher cities nationwide to raise awareness of the
mass murder of Europe’s Jews by the Nazis. Referetic"We Shall Never Die” as an example of the
Jews’ of Hollywood’s involvement with Jewish patidil affairs in the 1930s and 1940s often leaves the
impression of “too little, too late” by a group tteuld have done a lot more a lot earlier. Seehistét

E. Birdwell, Celluloid Soldiers: The Warner Brothers' Campaigyamst NazisnfNew York: New

York University Press, 1999).

38 Steven Alan Cartollywood and Anti-Semitism: A Cultural History tgpWorld War [I(New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2001).
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needed to establish their empire, but it didn’t@cothem from those who tried to
undermine their “quest for inclusion” in Americamcgety**® The Jews of
Hollywood were not absent from American Jewishtpral problems in the 1930s,
they just were not present where historians wevkithy.

American Jewish historiography of this time pemnelles heavily on large
archival collections located in New York City amdCincinnati. These collections
contain the records of the country’s largest Jew@hmunities and their leaders.
The Jewish leaders of the motion picture industhywis B. Mayer, the Warner
Brothers, Harry Cohn, Carl Laemmle, William Foxsse Lasky and Adolf Zukor —
are nowhere to be found in the files that deal whthndomestic political problems of
the 19303*° Hence, the silence in the archive shaped therfogtraphical
conclusion that they were disinterested and unireal

That silence masks a very different historicalitgalThe movie moguls left

little trace of their political agency behind iretkast Coast repositories that inform
this period of American Jewish historiography besgatihe Jews of Hollywood had
the resources, power and confidence to act urglierThey didn’t need assistance

or guidance from New York. The lack of correspammebetween the two groups

3% Marc Dollinger,Quest for Inclusion: Jews and Liberalism in Mod@merica (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2000); Gablé&n Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented hadigd
*4ronically, if the pre-war records of the ADL hadrvived the last sixty years — or had been more
widely available to historians at any time since émd of the war — historians might have “found th
Jews of Hollywood in a Chicago archive. Leon Lewess after all, an ADL-man, not a New Yorker. He
coordinated his Los Angeles operations with thelées of the ADL in Chicago, not with the leaders of
the AJC. The ADL records from that time periodwewer, were either not previously available to
historians, and/or did not survive. It is possilhat like the AJC, the ADL record of this undereov
operation was destroyed after the war, in ord@réwent repercussions by antisemitic groups that
would have used the operation as evidence of thieslieabal.
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effectively hid Hollywood'’s spies for decades. ®ience in the East Coast
archives, therefore, not only led historians toreorrect conclusion about Jewish
Hollywood’s political agency, but it hid th@ppositecondition: the emergence of
Los Angeles as a new center of American Jewishipaliagency and power by
virtue of Jewish Hollywood’s support.

In order to find the Jews of Hollywood in this luist, historians must follow
the moguls west. The CRC Papers documents thagpostof the LAJCC and their
private fight against Nazism in Los Angeles. Betwd934-1945, the LAJCC met
once a week to review and discuss the challenggsrsurgent Nazism posed to the
Jews of Los Angeles. The group addressed issugis@fmination and prejudice in
the city, along with tactics for combatting Nazflrenced political activity that
escalated through 1941. In 1937, the LAJCC reéatds offices to Hollywood to
be closer to its motion picture benefactors. THellywood committee” dealt
specifically with the broader political challengg#sNazism in the last years of the
1930s. Between 1934-1941, the LAJCC adheredoselgl to its offense-by-proxy
strategy, that it effectively hid the role that J&gw Hollywood played in combatting
Nazism for eighty years. The chapters that fol&hed light on the contributions

they made.
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Chapter Four
Los Angeles, Emergent:
The LAJCC and the McCormack-Dickstein Committed419
In September 1933, the same types of political/diets conducted by the

Friends of the New Germany (FNG) in Los Angelesenadso being observed in
other U.S. cities. In New York City, reports comiag FNG's illicit importation of
antisemitic propaganda, training of a private maiJiand strong-arm tactics employed
by the group to gain control over the city’s Unit8drman-American Societies drew
the attention of the Chairman of the House Immigraaind Naturalization
Committee, New York City congressman, Samuel Daikst? In October, Samuel
Dickstein called for an investigation of Spankndetrel the Friends of the New
Germany. Dickstein revealed to the press inforomatie had received concerning
FNG's suspicious activity across the couriff5.

[I have received] information to the effect thabab300 persons have

recently entered the United States as employesdsaervants of German

consulates. Most of the men sent here have besonly selected by the

German Minister of Propaganda...Many millions ofksehave been made

available for...the expenses which they may inowatrry on their

propaganda here...[They maintain] a propagandahbur&he objective of

[which] consists in spreading Nazi propaganda enuinited States, with

the ultimate object of overthrowing our governmand of installing in its
place a dictatorship on the Nazi mo&f&l.

*415ander A. DiamondThe Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-184aca: Cornell University
Press, 1974), chapters 4-5.
*4%bid., 131; Susan Canedimerica's Nazis, a Democratic Dilemma: A Historyhef German
American BundMenlo Park: Markgraf Publications Group, 199, 5

443«Nazi Actions Here Bring an InquiryNew York TimesOctober 10, 1933. 1. Dickstein’s estimate
of “300 persons” employed by the German embassyanasxaggeration.
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These disturbing reports, Dickstein asserted, wéethfurther investigation.
Dickstein went on to announce the House committeromigration and
Naturalization would hold hearings into Nazi propada activity across the country,
promising that the investigation would result ipdgations if necessafy/*

The Dickstein announcement infuriated Jewish lemdethe ADL in Chicago
and at the AJC in New York City. Both groups kniat Dickstein had over-stated
his case because much of the evidence to whickfegedhad come from theff®
During the summer and early fall of 1933, both Ad and the ADL had launched
independent, undercover fact-finding operatione#on more about the Friends of
the New Germany. Barely a month into their regpectvestigations, Dickstein had
gone public with their preliminary informatidfi® ADL and AJC leaders were
mortified with Dickstein’s “ill-advised [and] prerhare” public declaratiof?’

Neither group had enough evidence to justify arf@davestigation, and Dickstein’s
grandstanding threatened their undercover opesatiod put their informants at
risk.**® Faced with an even greater political calamityustidickstein make good on

his promise to conduct public hearings, ADL and Ad&lers scrambled to dig up

“ bid.

4> Memorandum, December 1933, CRC Papers, Part 12B6alder 14.

“4® Evidence marking the launch of the AJC’s covect-finding activities in 1933 is fragmentary. See
Naomi CohenNot Free to Desist: The American Jewish Commit866-1966 1st ed. (Philadelphia:
Jewish Publication Society of America, 1972), 18Borm Letter, Morris Waldman to AJC Corporate
Members August 16, 1933, Chronological Files, Aaani Jewish Committee Papers, Jacob Blaustein
Library, American Jewish Committee, New York, NYo»B2, Folder “Aug-Sept., 1933"; letter, Morris
Waldman to James Rosenberg, November 25, 1933 jMttaldman Papers, American Jewish
Committee Papers, EXO-29, YIVO Institute for Jewissearch, New York, NY., EXO-29, Box 9,
Folder “1933"; correspondence in ibid., EXO-29, BtX Folder “Survey Committee: Educational
Department Survey, 1933-1942.”

47 etter, A. Bruce Bielaski to Richard Gutstadt, Gmer 11, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 22,
Folder 20.

48 Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxdld&r 14.
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additional evidence to prop up Dickstein’s clainfi$ie two Jewish organizations
looked west, calling on Leon Lewis to bring bothdewce and political leadership to
the situation.

** *

For decades, the guidance and information that Amedewish defense
organizations, and more specifically, the LAJC@wuuted to the McCormack-
Dickstein investigation in 1934 has been hiddemffostory. Adhering to their
offense-by-proxy strategy, American Jews mainta@éalv profile while they
provided the Committee with critical informationdacounsel. Yet, there is no
obvious documentary evidence in the Committee’biaed papers in Washington
that indicates a relationship with these Jewislugso The CRC Papers in Los
Angeles, however, detail the full scope of Ameridawish political agency and
influence in this regard. Moreover, when the CRIpdéts are cross-referenced with
certain documents in the McCormack-Dickstein pap@esidentity of certain key
advisors to the Committee who were associated th@hADL, AJC, and the LAJCC,
not the least of who was Lewis himself, is revealed

This chapter explicates the political influencettAeerican Jews, particularly
the Jews of Los Angeles, had on the 1934 Housesiigation of Nazi propaganda
activities known as the McCormack-Dickstein Comegft*® From the Committee’s

emergency hearings in November 1933, throughntd fieport to Congress in

49t is clear that the AJC gathered voluminous evigeconcerning Nazi and fascist activities in New
York City and shared it with federal authoritiearfcularly after the war began; but, there are no
documents that detail exactly who collected thenmfation or how they did it.
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February 1935, Leon Lewis and the LAJCC in conestt the ADL and AJC guided
the Committee’s investigations, informed its hegsiand influenced its final report.
This chapter, therefore, follows the phases otthregressional investigation to
explicate the emergence of Los Angeles as a nevwosAmerican Jewish political

agency and influence in the fight against NazistheUnited States in the 1930s.

The Emergency Hearings, 1933

In the Fall of 1933, Leon Lewis was consumed whtt DAV investigation,
monitoring the reports his DAV colleagues submitteeeting with leaders of
supporting veterans groups, and lobbying the “nibmen” of Jewish Los Angeles.
In the midst of this frenzy, Lewis was “presseaisérvice” by his successor at the
ADL in Chicago, Richard Gutstadt, to assist withirmpending Congressional
hearing that had recently been announced by Cosrgees Samuel Dickstein of
New York. Gutstadt, lacking sufficient evidencehis own files, knew that Lewis
had “humdingers” that would “blow the Nazi movemanAmerica tosmithereens
and...discredit completely all antisemitic orgatimas and American bigots who
have had any truck with therd®®

In mid-November, Leon Lewis dropped what he wasglan Los Angeles to
tend to the emergency in Washington. Lewis emlzhdkea three-week political

mission to the East Coast, bringing both his lestiiprand the information his

**%private Papers of Leon Lewis, in author's possassiaurtesy of Claire Lewis Read; letter, Lewis to
Gutstadt, October 17, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1, 2Rp¥kolder 20; letter, Lewis to Gutstadt,
September 9, 1933, ibid., Box 22, Folder 20.
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DAV agents had collected in Los Angeles on DicksgeCongressional hearings of
Nazi activity in America. By the time he returneoime, Leon Lewis established
himself as a trusted advisor with both Jewish aoddtessional leaders. Lewis’
leadership paved the way for the emergence of asitevof American Jewish
political agency and influence in the fight agaiNsizism in the United States in the

1930s -- Los Angeles.

Damage Control

Only days following Samuel Dickstein’s announcenteat the Immigration
and Naturalization Committee of the House woulddta emergency hearings into
Nazi activities in the United States, Leon Lewisaiged an urgent telegram from
ADL executive secretary Richard Gutstadt. Gutstadtiested that Lewis airmalil
him all of the information Lewis had on known Nazganizers or propagandists,
particularly, any evidence that established a fomror other definite connection
between the Friends of the New Germany and Bétlin.

Lewis hesitated. Just a little more than a montb the DAV investigation,
Lewis had purposely withheld such details from @adsto prevent a premature leak
like the one Dickstein had committed. The Dicks@nnouncement, however, had
forced the ADL’s hand, and now Gutstadt looked éwovls for assistance. Against his
better judgment, Lewis sent Gutstadt the DAV reptam August 17-September 9

(later reports were still being transcribed), FN@mtership and mailing lists, the

! Telegram, Gutstadt to Lewis, October 13, 1933, GR@ers, Part 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
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names of the SA in Los Angeles, a copy of the SAmgulations handbook
(published by NSDAP in Germany), and photostatjgie® of the SA marching songs
“filled with ‘Judenhetze™ (Jew-baiting), identicéd those sung by the brown shirts in
Germany*? All of the information had been collected legallgwis assured
Gutstadt. It had been given to his DAV agents ntdtily in the presence of
witnesses.

“[W]e are on the brink of what will be indubitabd®cumentary proof of
nearly all the circumstances previously describedis wrote, but, he cautioned
Gutstadt, there wasn’t anything that could yet §edin court to prove seditidr’
Lewis exhorted Gutstadt to treat the informatiothvextreme confidentiality in
order to

...protect ‘the Order’ [B’'nai B'rith] and the sajetf the fine fellows

who [had] been willing to jeopardize their persosailety and pension

status as disabled war veterans to get to therbattavhat is

essentially a conspiracy aimed at the prestigestredgth of our

government...a premature disclosure of this infdionavould

jeopardize the personal safety of five families]iding my own®>*

Lewis emphasized the personal pledge he had mdus DAV colleagues:

| have pledged to these men that nothing woulddreedo uncover

them until | have taken all the steps necessagiviethem complete

protection®>®

After reading the Los Angeles dossier, Gutstadizea that the LA reports

were much more substantial than anything he hddatetl. Gutstadt asked Lewis to

52 _etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, October 31, 1933, ibRart 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
“53 etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, October 16, 1933 (mdrkeot Sent”), ibid., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
54| etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, October 31, 1933, ibRhrt 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
4% Letter, Lewis to Gutstadt, October 16, 1933 (mdrkéot Sent”). Ibid. Part 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
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go to Washington immediately to advise Dicksteifobehe opened the Committee’s
emergency hearings, in order to help control thealge that he feared the hearings
would cause.

The emergency hearings before the House Commitiéemigration and
Naturalization had been set for November 14, 18Bdarding the Chief Santa Fe at
Union Terminal in Los Angeles on November 9 for thier-day transcontinental
journey to Washington. As Lewis’ train lumberedtegelegrams shot out to
Dickstein requesting a meeting with the Congressniiohard Gutstadt wrote to
Dickstein introducing Lewis as the former Natio@ddairman of the Anti-Defamation
League who had done a “remarkable job” with thelseun California
investigation'>® Los Angeles Congressman Charles Kramer, whors#teHouse
Immigration and Naturalization Committee with Ditkg, telegrammed Dickstein
introducing Lewis as an “old friend from Chicagohevhad vital information for the

457
S

hearings:®>’ Two days later, when Lewis’ train chugged intade City, Kansas,

confirmation of his meeting with Dickstein was vuagf for him:

% |_etter, Gutstadt to Dickstein, November 8, 198&].iPart 1, Box 22, Folder 21.

57 Letter, Gutstadt to Dickstein, November 8, 198&].i Part 1, Box 22, Folder 21. For the confligtin
account, see letter, Kleinberger to Lewis, Jandadryl1934, and letter, Charles Kramer to Samuel
Dickstein, November 8, 1933, ibid., Part 1, Fol8eBox 12; letter, Lewis to Kramer, February 5, 493
ibid., Part 1, Folder 5, Box 13. It is curious e that Charles Kramer misrepresented his acquraiat
with Lewis by telling Dickstein that Lewis was alddriend. In fact, Kramer had only just been
introduced to Lewis by Ray Kleinberger, a membethefLos Angeles Police Commission.
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Western Union Telegram
November 10, 1933
TO: Leon Lewis
C/O Chief Santa Fe Railroad Eastbound due 1255PMdedCity Kansas

Congressman Dickstein will see you in Washingtondag morning.
--Charles Kramer, M¢®

Leon Lewis stopped in Chicago on his way to Wadioingo strategize with
ADL executive director Sigmund Livingston on howntanimize the potential
damage Dickstein’s political grandstanding mightdhaaused their undercover
operations. Livingston told Lewis that Dicksteiadhasked him to recommend a
lawyer who could act as legal counsel for the Cott@aiin Chicago. Livingston had
declined to make the recommendation, telling Dieksthat the ADL did not support
his Congressional investigation for three reasdrisst, the House committee did not
have the power to subpoena. Second, the Comnattked the authority to cite
witnesses for perjury, and finally, without an aggmiation for carrying out a proper
investigation, Livingston was concerned that Diekss “emergency hearings”
would cause more harm than gd8d.Hence, Livingston urged Lewis not to give
Dickstein any documents from Los Angeles until Bigin secured these authorities.
Livingston also instructed Lewis to go to New Y@&Ry after concluding his
business with Dickstein in Washington to share witHunnamed personage” at the

AJC the LAJCC's superior investigative stratedf®s.

%8 Telegram, Charles Kramer to Leon Lewis, Novemberd®3, ibid., Part 1, Folder 5, Box 12.
59 Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxai&r 14.
460 11~;

Ibid.
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Arriving in Washington on Sunday November 12, Lehasl but forty-eight
hours to influence the hearings. The record ofikeactivity in Washington and in
New York comes from a multi-page memo he wrotehisrfiles summarizing this
extraordinary trip. In that memo Lewis wrote thabn arriving in Washington he
contacted the two ADL men Livingston had recommehdelr. E.K., a wealthy
manufacturer” and “MrL.O.; an attorney.” (Lewis’ painstaking concern foceaty
is reflected in the omission of names throughoigttiiemo.) EK andLO believed
that Dickstein was motivated by political opporgmi Facing a strong opposition in
his upcoming re-election, EK and LO believed thatkiStein had gone public with
his claims to curry political favor with his predarantly Jewish constituency even
though he had little evidence to back his claimiBe two ADL men shared “certain
facts [with Lewis] which made it imperative thainse direct control be exercised
over the methods pursued by the Chairman of therflidee.”®* Consequently, the
men made several long-distance phone calls to Nexk that night and arranged an
8AM breakfast conference for Dickstein with Lewtise two ADL men (EK and LO),
and two emissaries from the AJC in New York whavaa the next morning, “AF

and BH."%2

“%1 |bid. Connecting information from the CRC Papéhs, AJC Archives, and the National Archives,

“LO” was Louis Ottenberg, a Washington, DC attoriagy ADL member. There is no information on
the identity of “EK” other than he was an importaidyer in Samuel Untermeyer’s boycott
organization.

462«BH" is described in Lewis’ notes as an attorndyoshad counseled Dickstein on several occasions.
“AF” was Allie Freed, who, according Mho’s Who in Jewish Americavned a taxicab company in
New York City. Freed was associated with the polrekers of the American Jewish Committee, but it
is not otherwise clear what his relationship wath&AJC. He had a relationship with Samuel
Dickstein, as there is a letter from Dickstein tedd in the Committee’s papers in the National A&h
For more on the Allie Freed connection, see CRGPgPart 1, Box 25, Folder 19.
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With just one day before the hearings were to hegsmADL and AJC men
met with Dickstein, sharing their concerns thag“thass of information and data”
that the ADL and AJC had on Nazi propaganda aasghould not be made public
until Dickstein had legal authority to subpoenaneitses and to indict for perjufs?.
They recommended that the Congressman hold thengeas planned, but in
executive session to minimize publicity. They alsoommended that Dickstein ask
guestions that had already been asked during thheYsek City grand jury
investigation, so as to limit the amount of newomfation divulged in order to
mitigate further damage to the existing underc@parations.

The emergency hearings of the House Committee omdnation and
Naturalization were held on November 14-16, 1%#33For three straight days
and two nights, Dickstein’s Jewish advisors kekéan eye on the proceedings.
During the days, Leon Lewis worked behind the ssen®ickstein’s office,
combing through the “evidence” about which the Gesgman had boasted,
finding little to support the claims Dickstein hathde. Based on what he found
in Dickstein’s files, Lewis advised Dickstein on atlgquestions to ask and what
questions to avoid. Due to the lack of substargwidence, Lewis also
convinced the Congressman to cut the emergencynigsashort in order to save

face. For their part, the attending ADL and AJhmensulted with Dickstein

#53 Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxdaki&r 14.

641t is not clear if the transcripts to these hegsistill exist. For the Committee’s report on the
emergency hearings, see U.S. House of Represesg@Rieport on an Emergency and Informal
Investigation into the Extent and Character of ®ities of Aliens in the United States Engaged iaiNa
Propaganda and into the Sources of Funds to Fingkatevities Subcommittee of the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization, Washington, DC: ®ovment Printing Office, 1934 (hereafter,
“Emergency Repal)
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on the two evenings in between the three hearigg, dming so far as to
accompany Dickstein on a train ride to Philadelmnahe first evening in order
to have an hour with the Congressman, who hadakspgeengagement there
that night.*®

Dickstein acceded to his Jewish advisors’ suggestid he first day of the
emergency hearings was held in executive sessiingdays two and three had to be
public sessions, because, Dickstein explainedpitbes was expecting to hear the
sensational evidence he had promi®&dFollowing the advice of his Jewish
counselors, the witnesses Dickstein called in tiidip sessions were people who had
already testified in New York in September, andstbtfered only evidence that had
already been made public.

When the last witness was called to testify on $day, November 14, it
appeared that they were out of the woods but fomer quarrel between
Representative Focht (R, PA) and the editor ofih#dy Worker Focht redbaited the
witness, who in turn, called committee member HamiFish of New York City a
Nazi. A great stir erupted in the hearing roontiiog Dickstein to take to the gavel
and order police to clear the room. Thus, the geray hearings came to an abrupt
end with but a whimper of publicifi’ The next day, headlines read, “Congressman
Red-baits Witness,” but little else came out ofltlearing room confrontation, and in

the end, Leon Lewis and the ADL and AJC men hadeseted in protecting their

“%5 Memorandum, December 1933, CRC Papers, Part 12BBalder 14.

%56 Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxdldé&r 14.

4" Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxdldét 14. “Nazi Hearing Ends AbruptlyiNew
York TimesNovember 16, 1933. 11.
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undercover operations by helping Dickstein recdoethe exaggerations he had

made?®®

A National Resistance Operation

Leon Lewis had effectively controlled the potentainage that Dickstein’s
public hearings might have caused the DAV, ADL &3 undercover operations.
(Leon Lewis did note, however, that as a resuthefDickstein announcement, FNG
leaders in Los Angeles had become more guardedvaral“watching their steps
very carefully.”f®° Lewis’ east coast mission was not yet over. dvathg the
conclusion of the emergency hearings, Leon LewistweNew York City as
directed by Sigmund Livingston. Representing tiid_An negotiations with the AJC,
Lewis helped broker a national undercover, faatifig program. Lewis’ notes on
his meetings in New York again reflect his condemdiscretion. Lewis never
named the men with whom he met, but only that hewita “gentlemen [who are] so
prominent that | dare not place their names onrépsrt.*’® Over the course of four

days, Lewis learned more about the AJC's fact-figdiperatiorf’* In his memo,

% Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxad&r 14.

%9 etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, October 31, 1933, ibRhrt 1, Box 22, Folder 20.

" Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxa&r 14.

"L For more on the AJC’s undercover operations, ssenhl CohenNot Free to Desist: The American
Jewish Committee, 1906-1965-96. In 1933-34, the AJC'’s undercover operatias handled by
Wolfgang Schwabacher, an attorney who set up aaepgroup out of his office called “Information
and Service Associates.” It appears that that gtasied just a year or two. See letter, Waldman to
James Rosenberg, November 25, 1933, Waldman Pa@peesican Jewish Committee Papers, Box 9,
Folder “Defense Activities.” Also see scatterecerehices to Schwabacher’s activities, the Informatio
and Service Associates, and the Survey Committ¥éaldman correspondence, ibid., Box 40, Folder,
“Survey Committee: Educational Department Survé&33t1942.”
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Lewis commented that he was surprised at how “deuized, [and] utterly
inadequate” the fact-finding operation was in Neark(*’?

Prominent NY leaders had not only been inactivat][bthers had

been held back from taking any course of actiorabse of the belief

that the aforesaid leaders certainly must havertager in hand’®
He concluded that the New York City undercover apen in “no way paralleled”
what he had organized in Los Angeles.

As part of his negotiations with the AJC, Lewigkd to secure their support
for a new, non-sectarian resistance organizatidigd Nazism at a national level.
Lewis laid out his vision for a coalition of pattio Americans of all creeds who
recognized the threat that Nazism posed to AmesaoanThe new league would be
led by men “of such a character as to appeal no¢lyn®o liberals but to Americans
of all types, based not on antisemitism or antlddgm but upon pro-Americanism.”
The interfaith composition of the group would sigrthat the problems at hand were
not just of Jewish concern, but a national problleat called on “truly militant
Americans” -- those loyal to the principles of t@lece and equality -- to combBat.
The four AJC leaders pledged $25,000 to launcméve League for American

Principles with the understanding that after thatthree cities would be responsible

for raising their own fund$”

;‘Z Memorandum, December 1933, CRC Papers, Part 12BBalder 14.

Ibid.
474 etter, Allie Freed to Leon Lewis, November 30339ibid., Part 1, Box 25, Folder 19.
475 Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxaliér 14. According to Freed, Livingston spent
the meeting planning for a New York office of th®IA In a subsequent letter, Gutstadt asked Lewis if
he would go to New York City for 30-60 days to talkerge of the new office. Lewis declined. See
letter, Lewis to Freed, December 6, 1933, ibidrf BaBox 25, Folder 19.
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Unfortunately, the League for American Principleser saw the light of day.
Reflecting the personal and organizational jeaksithat plagued the ADL and the
AJC throughout the 1930s, the leaders of the twog could not come to an
agreement on the terms for the new league. “AHRlidAreed, an AJC
representative) later wrote to Lewis reporting lo@ breakdown among the leaders.
According to Freed, Sigmund Livingston was morecarned with empire-building
than he was with working for “the Caus&® On the other hand, Gutstadt and
Livingston reported that the “New York Jewish sttaa was fraught with political
in-fighting,” and they did not want to be involvadth the AJC*’” The plan for the
new league fell through as a result of these difiees between AJC and ADL leaders.
It was not the first time this had happened, noulddt be the last that their political,
social and ethnic differences would prevent the gnaups from finding the common
ground they needed to address the political cfes@ag American and European
Jews in the 1930%°

The ADL and AJC may have failed to establish the heague for
American Principles, but they did agree to the gebmwis had brokered regarding
a national, coordinated, fact-finding operatiortdonbat Nazism in the United
States. According to Lewis’ memo, the ADL and Adfteed to work together
under the direction of one man to pool the infoiorathey collected on Nazi

activities from around the country. Frank Prirfge[former Hearst] newspaper

47 _etter, Allie Freed to Lewis, November 30, 1938di, Part 1, Box 25, Folder 19.

"7 |bid.; letter, Gutstadt to Lewis, December 14,3,98id., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 22.

"8 Gulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of NaziBiwomington: Indiana University
Press, 2000); Henry L. Feingoldid American Jewry Do Enough During the Holocaug9racuse,
NY: Syracuse University, 1985).
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man of high reputation, wide experience and sptendntacts” was hired to
coordinate a national, undercover fact-finding agien for the two Jewish
organization$’® Prince was to collect and review all informantaesp, and to act
as liaison to the Dickstein Committee. Leon Lewas put in charge of fact-
finding operations for the West Co&8t. B’'nai B'rith man Charlie Sommers of
Indianapolis was given $2,000 (raised in New Yoik/)do go towards “special
work” in that city, while ADL men in Boston werestructed to raise funds their
own funds®®!

Leon Lewis’ east coast mission had been a sucd¢ssad quietly asserted
his political leadership on the Immigration and INatization Committee’s
emergency hearings and he had brought his leageskitis to bear on the strained
relationship between the ADL and AJC, brokeringaiamal fact-finding operation
to combat Nazism in the United States. In so ddiegvis paved the way for the
LAJCC as a new source of American Jewish poligggncy and influence as well.
A month later, Dickstein announced a new Congressimvestigation of Nazi
activities across the country, and he named Leavid_special counsel in Los

Angeles to his new subcommittee, noting that Leseisld be relied upon to be

discreet, and that he would “lend dignity to theestigation.*®?

79 Memorandum, December 1933, CRC Papers, Part 12BBalder 13; letter, Gutstadt to Lewis,
December 14, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 22¢Fari

“80| etter, Gutstadt to Lewis, December 14, 1933, .ji#@rt 1, Box 22, Folder 22.

“81 Memorandum, December 1933, ibid., Part 1, Boxaldétr 13; letter, Gutstadt to Lewis, December
14, 1933, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 22, Folder 22.

“82|_etter, Dickstein to Rep. Charles Kramer, Noventt&r1933, ibid., Part 1, Box 5, Folder 12.
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Agency in Absentia

Jewish influence over the emergency hearings egtetalthe report on the
hearings as well. In January 1934, the House Imathan and Naturalization
Committee released its findings from the Novemlmeergency hearings. The
report summarized the growth of Nazi groups intiinged States from the end of
World War |, and answered several questions penito the goals, character,
influence, funding and level of penetration of Napbonsored propaganda in this
country. The report produced evidence showingthaBerlin was also supporting
domesticpro-Nazi organizations, and that (2) funds fromir@my were being used
to persuade American citizens of German birth they owed their allegiance to
Germany*®® Focusing primarily on Nazi activity in New Yorthe report did not
make any references to Nazi activity in Los AngelEsr all of Lewis’ work with
Dickstein, there was not a single mention of Nazivity on the West Coast.

The absence of this information was no oversidletwis, Prince and the
ADL purposely withheld their information from Didksn’s report to protect their
undercover operations. Exerting their politicatagy by abstaining, the Jewish
organizations were expressing their oppositionittk&ein, his emergency hearings
and to the national investigation he hoped to launc

The choice to withhold their information from theport angered Los
Angeles Congressman and Committee member, Charémd{. In early January

1934, Kramer sent repeated letters and telegratnsttoLeon Lewis and Frank

83U.S. House of Representativ&snergency Report.
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Prince asking that they send the DAV reports to Mragton so they could be
incorporated into the Committee’s rep8tt. With the publication deadline only
days away, the LA documents had not arrived in Wagbn, Kramer's telegrams
turned angry:

After 3 days strenuous effort to locate testimoawy yook received

wire from [Allie] Freed advising he received nottesny stop this is

delaying investigation as we are ready to procéaul regret you did

not send report direct to me which Dickstein allsines you should

have done stop answér.

Lewis replied to each of Kramer’s requests, tellmngm each time that he had
sent his files to Livingston at the ADL in Chicagdbat Livingston was supposed to
have given them to Frank Prince who was to giventh@Dickstein. This was the
chain of command agreed upon by the ADL and ASCAs far as Lewis was
concerned, he had followed the instructions ofonganizational superiors.

The ADL, however, was purposely stonewalling thenGuottee. Gutstadt and
Livingston were still concerned that without theper legal authority, publication of
their information would endanger the lives of thaformants and send Nazi agents

running, forever lost to future prosecutiti. “As a lawyer Leon,” Prince wrote to

Lewis, “I am sure you will agree with me that nadgurpose would be served by

84 Correspondence, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 26, Fbiter

85 Telegram, Lewis to Gutstadt, January 2, 1934, iidrt 1, Box 22, Folder 18; correspondence
between Lewis and Kramer, ibid., Part 1, Box 5deol12. The testimony referred to were the official
depositions taken from Schmidt and Sunderland hyid acting as special counsel to the Committee.
“8¢ | etter, Leon Lewis to Charles Kramer, Februarg®34, ibid., Part 1, Box 5, Folder 13; letter, Lewi
to Gutstadt, January 27, 1934, ibid., Part 1, BaxFblder 24.

“87 _etter, Livingston to Lewis, December 13, 1933dibPart 1, Box 22, Folder 22; letter, Lewis to
Prince, January 9, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 26dEplL4. The letters and telegrams between Los
Angeles, Washington, and Chicago in the weeks poithe publication of Dickstein’s January report
are in CRC Papers, Part 1 Box 26, Folder 14; Bdolger 12; Box 22, Folders 22-23; Box 26,
Folder 13.
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letting [your] stuff get into the record, printednd then put into circulatiort®®

Moreover, the publication deadline coincided wiik German-American Alliance
trial. They could not afford to release that imi@tion prior to the trial.

Testimony in the German-American Alliance trialios Angeles wrapped up
just days before the report was to go to pressw Navas Lewis who sent Kramer
urgent telegrams imploring him to delay the pulilamaof the federal report until the
Los Angeles trial record could be transcribed, gotaeing Kramer that the most
compelling evidence of Nazi activity had just besposed in Los Angeles. With the
evidence of Nazi activity now public, Lewis urgedakher not to allow “grass [to]
grow under our feet” but to find laws that wouldlict the Nazig'®®

THIS IS NO TIME FOR DILATORY TACTICS STOP DEPARTMEN

OF JUSTICE MUST TAKE OFFICIAL COGNIZANCE OF

SITUATION TO PREVENT ESCAPE OF MATERRAL WITNESSES

AND THOSE CHARGED IN STRONGLY CORROBORATED

TESTIMONY WITH OVERT ACTS OF SEDITION STO®

Unfortunately, the timing was off. Th&€port on an Emergency and
Informal Investigation into the Extent and CharaaiéActivities of Aliens in the
United States Engaged in Nazi Propaganda and imaSources of Finds to Finance

Activities' had already gone to pressthout the evidence from Los Angelé%:

Charles Kramer was furious with Leon Lewis and vitince. He reprimanded

“88 | etter, Prince to Lewis, January 27, 1934, ibRhrt 1, Box 26, Folder 14.

89 |_etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, January 27, 1934, jtirt 1, Box 22, Folder 24; telegram, Lewis to
Kramer, January 19, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 5dEpll 2.

9 Correspondence between Lewis and Kramer, ibidt,lP8ox 5, Folder 12.

“91U.S. House of Representativ&snergency Repart
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Prince in a telegram for the stonewalling. “Youfageng and stalling kept important
information from getting into the public recordf?

Prince’s intention exactl§?

The ADL and AJC had asserted their political willliolding information
from Congress. Both Jewish groups believed thaDickstein Committee
hearings were premature. Their decision was ailzdéd risk. Dickstein was
going to proceed with or without their input, eough he did not have very
compelling evidence. If the report from the emeaehearings had failed to
convince the House to appropriate money for a Gesggonal investigation, there
may not have been another chance to attract fedtteation to the problem of Nazi
propaganda activity in the United States. Beligyvimowever, that Dickstein’s
efforts were premature, the ADL and AJC were wglto take that risk. Hence,
these Jewish asserted their political agency indddaer 1933 through stonewalling.

Dickstein proceeded with his plans to launch a Cesgjonal

investigation despite the lack of cooperation he veeiving from Jewish
organizations. On January 3, 1934, he presenteediliron the floor of the
House:

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Reptiesass be and he

is hereby authorized to appoint a special commitidee composed of

seven members for the purpose of conducting arstigagion of (1)

the extent, character, and objects of Nazi propd@aativities in the
untied States, (2) the diffusion within the Unitettes of subversive

492 etter, Prince to Lewis, January 8, 1934, CRC Papeart 1, Box 26, Folder 14. In fact, Prince felt
the information was so valuable that he sugges$tadperhaps the reports be placed in a safe deposit
vault, if not with Prince then perhaps with Fresdad'neutral party.” Prince also suggested thaofye
in high places” (probably the Justice Department)aonnected to Dickstein should see them.

93 etter, Prince to Lewis, January 8, 1934, ibiéitA, Box 26, Folder 14.
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propaganda that is instigated from foreign couataed attacks the

principle of the form of government as guarantegdur Constitution

and (3) all other questions in relation theretd thauld aid Congress

in any necessary remedial legislatfSh.
The resolution requested funding for a special soimittee to investigate the
suspicious propaganda activities that the emergkeayings had uncovered.
According to documents in the Los Angeles archisrank Prince told Leon
Lewis that “we,” meaning the ADL and AJC, had irfhced the language of the
resolution requesting an appropriation for the gtigmtion itself. According to
Prince, the wording dfl. Res. 198vas the “sum total of constructive work
conducted in very confidential meetings” among &rawf the AJC and
American Jewish Congre8¥. Prince informed Lewis that “they” had worked
diligently to prevent Dickstein from becoming chm@n of the Committee, a
post that was assigned to John McCormack (D, MAlad not been quite as
successful in keeping Kramer 8

H. Res. 19%assed in March 1934. The special subcommittee wa

awarded an initial appropriation of $25,000, andune, passage bff. Res. 424

added another $15,000 to the special subcommitbesiget. The special

494U.S. House Committee on Immigration and Naturéiza H.R. 198 Washington, DC, 1934.

9 etter, Prince to Lewis, January 11, 1934, CRCePaPart 1, Box 26, Folder 14. The meetings
included AJC executive committee members JudgepboBeoskauer and Information Service and
Associates director Wolf Schwabacher, Rabbi Stepiiese of the American Jewish Congress and Allie
Freed (affiliation unknown).

% press Release, Charles Kramer CorrespondencetiouSe of Representatives Special Committee
on Un-American Activities Authorized to Investigdt@zi Propaganda and Certain Other Propaganda
Activities, United States National Archives, Wagitom, DC, RG 233, Entry 7, Box 367, Folder “Press
Releases and Congressional Speeches” (hereaftele€iKramer Correspondence). Dickstein said that
he had declined the chairmanship of the subcomaritte“conscientious and patriotic reasons,”
deferring to McCormack, “whose personality and rdowill establish as a fact that this investigatain
Nazi and other foreign instigated propaganda irltl& is an official inquiry into a menace to the
Government of the U.S. and its principles.”
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subcommittee was formally known as the McCormacgkBliein Committee,

charged with investigating subversive propagandaites in the United States.

The Committee, 1934

For decades, the LAJCC, AJC, and ADL'’s influencerahe McCormack-
Dickstein Committee has not been understood bytsts. From the investigation
phase to the hearings to the drafting of its freglort, Jewish influence over the first
incarnation of what would later become the HouseAdrerican Activities
Committee has been virtually undocumented until.nGlwe CRC Papers in Los
Angeles, however, document that relationship. diseussion that follows explores
that relationship by cross-referencing documensdion Los Angeles with the
Committee’s papers in Washington and with heaniagdcripts. It demonstrates the
offense-by-proxy strategy American Jewish leadarpleyed in their support of the
Committee and its exposure of early Nazi activityhie United States to the

American people in 1934.

Frank Prince and The Committee

Documents in the national archive indicate tha€ADL'’s chief investigator
Frank Prince was a trusted advisor and confida@immittee chairman, John
McCormack. One exchange of telegrams between Mu&ck and Prince in May
and June 1934 reflects how intimately involved &giwas with the Congressional

investigation. McCormack instructed Prince “tauretbooks and pamphlets
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confiscated from Friends of New Germany in New Yibrkyou are] no longer using
them,” to which Prince replied, “Have returned gtieing to Friends of New
Germany except films and gun.” In his return tedeg, McCormack instructed
Prince not to return films and guf€. In July 1934, Frank Randolph, McCormack
instructed Randolph to ask Prince to investigaggtain conditions in Chicago”
because Prince “ha[d] operators thef&.”In another memo to Randolph,
McCormack instructed Randolph to have one of threradtee’s investigators “keep
Prince informed.** For his part, Prince’s use of “we” and “our” iish
correspondence with McCormack indicates that Prialtéhat he was a part of the
team. In a letter to McCormack written in June4,RBrince asked McCormack to
have Speaker Rainey sign “a big bunch of subpodmatsire leaving for summer
recess that “we” could use to call witnesses facexive hearings in Chicago, LA
and Detroit, “otherwiseve may findourselvesseriously handicapped our
endeavor,” [italics mine]™

Prince provided the Committee with information gadd by ADL/AJC
fact-finding operatives from around the courtty.In one case, Prince sent

McCormack details of the activities of a Germardgigte student at Washington

97 Telegram, Frank Prince to John McCormack, Jund 984, Administrative Records, 1934-35.S.
House of Representatives Special Committee on Uetfan Activities Authorized to Investigate Nazi
Propaganda and Certain Other Propaganda Activitieted States National Archives, Washington,
DC, RG 233, Entry 1, Box 358, Folder 8 (hereaffehministrative Records, 1934-35)

9% Handwritten note, McCormack to Randolph, n.dJ(me 1934), ibid., RG 233, Entry 1, Box 358,
Folder 8.

99 Memo, McCormack to Randolph, n.d. (c. June 19®4j,, RG 233, Entry 1, Box 359, Folder
“Shreve-Siney.”

%00 etter, Frank Prince to John McCormack, June 8841ibid., RG 233, Entry 1, Box 358, Folder 8.
%01 | etter, Frank Prince to William Cherin, April 28934, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 25, Folder 15.
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University in St. Louis who seemed to be doing Nappaganda work. The
student had “absented himself from the campusifformhonths and made an
extended auto trip with the German Consul as fdegtvas California” making
pro-Nazi speeches and presentations, threateninga@eAmericans who
criticized his position. Prince reported that ¢gnaduate student compelled all
Germans to defend the new Germany “or at least gaegt” if they could not be
supportive’®

In another case, Prince reported to McCormackalsatident had threatened a
professor who dared speak out against his pro-Gernadk at Maryville College in
St. Louis, telling the professor that “if he valubdé welfare of his family in Germany
as well as his own, he had better give some set@®faexplanation [for criticizing
the Reich.]” Prince told McCormack that he triedget the professor to testify to the
subcommittee, impressing upon him “the necessigoafieone unmasking this whole
abominable thing.” The professor was so upsencerreported, that his eyes filled
with tears and “he could hardly form word¥?

Historians have studied these documents for decattebave taken no notice
of Frank Prince among the dozens of investigatodscantributors to the
investigation. Itis only in his role as a witndésfore the Committee that Frank
Prince stands out. Prince was, in fact, the Wwstess called to testify before the

McCormack-Dickstein Committee. When asked to idghimself, Prince said that

92| etter, Frank Prince to John McCormack, May 3134,9).S. House Special Committee,
Administrative Records, 1934-3Bntry 1, Box 358, Folder 8.
503 ||hi

Ibid.
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he was a private investigator who had been hiretldyygroup of influential
Americans who had established a secret fund foptinpose of making an
investigation of un-American movements in this doyii Prince told the
subcommittee that the group he represented was carporation, but “merely
private individuals with money who wanted thesetaratinvestigated and if deemed
advisable, brought to light at the proper timetinBs were made available to Prince
through one man, whose name he did not voluntéance was never asked by the
Committee to divulge the identity of the “influesitiAmericans” for whom he worked,
and hence, the link between the AJC/ADL and the @dtee has been hidden from
history. Correspondence between Prince and Léwisever, reveals that Frank
Prince was, in fact, the proxy for American Jewrdlrests to the Committee.

Prince was subpoenaed by the Committee to proaidennation on the
activities of the Silver Shirts and the group’s sibke association with Berlin. Prince
told the Committee that he managed 20 agents frem Xork to Los Angeles who
“worked at strategic points” across the couritfy The information Prince provided
the Committee on Silver Shirt activity came fronpheLewis>®® Prince reported that

his agents had been investigating the Silver Simr@hicago, New York City, New

04 Executive Hearings before a Subcommittee of thecBp Committee on Un-American Activities. At
Washington, DC. Investigation of Nazi Propagand&ivitees and Investigation of Certain Other
Propaganda Activities (April 26-27, 1934) (heregfterank Prince testimony). It is clear that Frank
Prince, a former Hearst newsman-turned-privatectiggewas hired by the AJC in late 1933, according
to Prince’s testimony before the Dickstein ComneittEvidence is fragmentary in the AJC Papers:
Prince was recorded as present at the AJC’s Leghlrevestigative Committee meetings during 1935.
SeeChronological Files American Jewish Comittee Papers, Blaustein Lihfaox 4 (1935-1936),
Folder “Jan-Feb [1935]” and Folder “Mar-April[1935]etter, Harry Schneiderman to Sidney Marks,
September 6, 1935, ibid., Box 4, Folder “May-S&@35]"; correspondence with Leon Lewis from
December 1933 — March 1936, CRC Papers, Part le8B2&-27 (hereafteAJC Chronological Files

*%> Correspondence, Leon Lewis and Frank Prince, Bepulipril 1934, CRC Papers, Box 25, Folders
13-15.
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Jersey and in upstate New York, but that the mgsifscant Silver Shirt activity was
in Los Angeles. Prince told the Committee thatiéra of the Friends of the New
Germany in Los Angeles and in Diego, had recerglyome members of the Silver
Shirts and had taken charge of some of their p8%ts.

For decades historians who have studied the arglaine testimonial record of
the McCormack-Dickstein hearings have not known Erank Prince worked for the
ADL and the AJC...by design. In a letter Prince wrtat the AJC fact-finding
operative William Cherin in San Francisco, Prinoafoemed that “neither my name
nor picture [will] appear in any newspapers,” asgythat the role of his Jewish
benefactors played in fighting Nazism in the Uni&tdtes in 1934 would also remain
hidden from history’®” The files of the LAJCC, however, unlock the dexsiald
secret identity of the first witness called beftire Committee, unequivocally linking
the ADL and AJC to every phase of the House ingasitn of subversive Nazi

propaganda activity in 1934.

Leon Lewis and The Committee

Immediately following the passageldf Res. 1981 March 1934, Leon
Lewis became the Committee’s key man in Los Ange&laganizing investigators
and evidence, preparing the witness list, andidgathe questions used in the

hearings. Lewis’ relationship with Los Angeles @mssman Charles Kramer, who

*% Frank Prince testimony. For the corroborating rdsdrom Los Angeles, see reports by Walter
Clairville, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 6, Folders 3-17
07 L etter, Frank Prince to William Cherin, April 28934, ibid., Part 1, Box 25, Folder 15.
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was a member of the Committee, however, was sttaasex result of the
stonewalling episode of January. Hence, tensiohdastrust between Kramer and
Lewis encumbered the preparation for the Commi#tbearings in Los Angeles.
Kramer’s distrust of Lewis is evident in Kramer&exction of the
Committee’s investigators in Los Angeles. Leon lshad recommended that
Kramer hire the DAV volunteers who had been workmgthe previous nine months
as the official federal investigatot® Kramer, however, did not take Lewis’
recommendation. According to Lewis, Kramer deciohstiead to “spread [the
political] plums” around by appointing an entirelgw team of investigators to
corroborate the veterans’ findings concerning FN@®/ay, and, specific to the Los
Angeles investigation, to corroborate the grouplationship to domestic right-wing
groups, particularly with the Silver Shif¥. Although political considerations may
have been a factor in Kramer’s selection of ingedbrs, Kramer’s distrust of Lewis
was probably the primary factor influencing Kransedlecision. Kramer’s distrust of
Lewis is reflected in the instructions he gavertess chief investigator, Robert
Carroll. Kramer cautioned Carroll not to sharergtréng with Lewis>'® Concerned

over possible security leaks, Kramer also warnegida“...not [to] tell anyone who

you are working for, and in particular, do notakeé any women into your confidence.

%8| etter, Lewis to Kramer, February 10, 1934, ibRayt 1, Box 5, Folder 13; letter, Lewis to Kramer,
April 20, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 5, Folder 14.

%9 etter, Kramer to Lewis, May 10, 1934, ibid., PArBox 5, Folder 15; letter, Charles Kramer to
Robert Carroll, May 5, 1934, and letter, Carrolkimamer, May 28, 1934Charles Kramer
CorrespondenceEntry 7, Box 367, Folder “Allen-Carroll, R.R.” FRobert Carroll's investigative
reports see CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 5, Folder 10.

%19 etter, Kramer-Carroll, June 2, 1934 and JunedB4linCharles Kramer CorrespondendeG 233,
Entry 1, Box 367, Folder “Allen-Carroll, R.R.”
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Even if you see things about the Committee in #n@spapers, do not say anything to
anyone.®*

Lewis, however, was too critical to the investigatin Los Angeles to be
marginalized, and was soon managing all the deatéilse Los Angeles hearings for
the Committeé™® Documents in both the LA and Washington, DC areiindicate
that the Committee’s three investigators met ratpuiaith Lewis, and provided
Lewis with copies of the daily reports they senKtamer. Hence, despite Kramer’s
distrust of Lewis, Lewis remained central to ther@aittee’s investigation in Los
Angeles. Moreover, Lewis’ stature with Dicksteamrained untarnished, and
consequently, when it came time to name chief celuios the Committee, it was
Lewis who was selected. Lewis, however, demunneiing that it would be
inadvisable to have a Jewish lawyer interrogatiagisl On Lewis’ recommendation,
Volney Mooney, National Commander of the Americagion, was selected to serve
as the Committee’s chief counsel in Los Angéfés.

Fatigue contributed to the tension between Lewgskammer in the weeks
leading up to the hearings. In early June, Ldwligll from exhaustion. Working
non-stop for months managing Hollywood’s spies, @¢easional investigators and a
host of other federal agents from the Departmegdusfice, the U.S. Secret Service,
the Treasury Department and the Department of Imatian, Lewis needed hefp?

He wrote to Kramer requesting additional resources)plaining that the additional

1L Letter, Charles Kramer to Robert Carroll, MayL 934, ibid., RG 233, Entry 1, Box 367, Folder
“Allen-Carroll, R.R.”

12 pig.

13 etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, July 19, 1934, CRC PspRart 1, Box 23, Folder 5.

14 | etter, Lewis to Kramer, June 6, 1934, ibid.,tAaBox 5, Folder 15.
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$15,000 appropriated by the House for the nationadstigation was still insufficient
to address the scope of the probfmAn irritated Kramer responded saying that
there was no more monétf’

Frank Prince ran intercession between the two niReimce empathized with
Lewis’ frustrations with Representative Kramer avith the politicization of the
investigative appointments. “So, Leon, let’s niot &urselves...[the investigators
hired in each city] are not worth their salt,” Rewrote, urging Lewis to keep his
cool with Kramer for the sake of the cause:

Remember this, too, old man, [Kramer] is your babg | have taken

him in hand, nursed him and cherished him and kjustvas well as

you do his failings and shortcomings. Raise héthwwne, bawl me out

if you like, let me know if you will, what you hawan your chest and

what you would like to see done, because it is someasier, Leon, to

help guide a man than it is to force him to turougd in his own

tracks>!’

Prince assured Lewis that it would all be wortimithe end’*®

Frank Prince worked directly with Lewis on behdltloe Committee to help
Lewis prepare the witness list and develop thedihguestioning that would be used
by the Committee at the Los Angeles hearings. cBraautioned Lewis not to misuse
the Committee’s power of subpoena. “A subpoenin filtte committee,” Prince
wrote, “is not a search warrant. You must procesefully and within the law,
otherwise, we are sunk. The Committee [will] litsecredibility and its authority>®

Prince also instructed Lewis to brief Kramer on éipected responses to each

15| etter, Leon Lewis to Frank Prince, May 29, 19®4., Part 1, Box 26, Folder 15.
518 | etter, Kramer to Lewis, June 11, 1934, ibid.,tRaBox 26, Folder 15.
517 | etter, Prince to Lewis, June 9, 1934, ibid., Aafox 26, Folder 15.
Zz Letter, Prince to Lewis, June 9, 1934, ibid., RamBox 26, Folder 15.
Ibid.
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guestion, based on the evidence collected, to awmading-room surprises. “There
can be no ‘blow-up’ in the public hearings to whtble press and public are admitted,”

Prince warned?°

Offense-by-Proxy

By the time the Committee was ready to visit Logéles in August, four
months of testimony heard in New York City and Wagton had exposed much of
what there was to hear in Los Angeles. Consequdreivis wrote to John
McCormack just days before the commencement oftiseAngeles hearings,
advising him that there would be little value imdacting public hearings ther&:
Moreover, Lewis advised McCormack that re-examiriimg information in LA
would be anti-climactic and would only give locahdis more publicity and the
encouragement to “recommence their hypocriticaération of loyalty to American
principles.® Lewis did, however, recommend that the Commiteduct hearings
in executive session in Los Angeles, as there wasive information concerning
the relationship between the Friends of the Newn@ery in that city and domestic
right-wing groups’?®

McCormack heeded Lewis’ recommendation. The Logels hearings

were conducted in executive session during the wéékigust 1, 1934%*

520 {|Ai
Ibid.
21| etter, Lewis to McCormack, August 4, 1934, CRQ@&as, Part 1, Box 29, Folder 20.
522 (1hi
Ibid.
>33 |bid.
24.S. House of Representatives Special CommittddreAmerican Activities, Executive Hearings
before a Subcommittee of the Special Committee wAbherican Activities. At Los Angeles.
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Based on the findings of Hollywood’s spies, Lewosistructed a hearing agenda
that called leaders of both the Friends of the KBaxmany and the Silver Shirts
to testify. FNG leaders Paul Themlitz, Hans Wih&der, and Hermann
Schwinn were called on August 2, 3, and 6 to testifout the mission of FNG,
its antisemitic attitudes, its questionable aaegtincluding the training of the
private militia, its acquisition of arms, the retetship between FNG and
California National Guard, FNG internal politicsidaon the relationship
between the Friends of the New Germany and theS8hirts in Los
Angeles>®

Of unique focus in Los Angeles was the relationsl@jween FNG and
the domestic, paramilitary organization, the Sil8&irts. For nearly six months
Lewis had been receiving reports from several DAVestigators who had
infiltrated the group in Los Angeles and in Sandaie On August 3rd and 7th
the Committee heard testimony from Los Angelese®ihirt leader Frederick
Beutel andSilver Legion Rangemewspaper editor James Craig. Following a
line of questioning constructed by Lewis, the Comteei queried the two on the
group’s local activities and its relationship te tariends of the New Germany.

Mark White and Walter Clairville, the two DAV iestigators and

Hollywood spies who infiltrated the Silver Shirte fLewis, appeared before the

Committee after Beutel and Craig. Clairville anthi¥¥ identified themselves

Investigation of Nazi Propaganda Activities anddstigation of Certain Other Propaganda Activities,
73-DC-6, 73-CALIF-2 (1934).
°% |bid.
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simply as veterans. Neither was asked any fugbestions about how they
came to belong to the Silver Shirts, a questiohrtiight have revealed them as
informants to the DAV investigation and to LewiAnd so, just as Frank
Prince’s relationship to Jewish organizations wienesed by the Committee’s
tactful interrogation just a few months earlier, ®m» was the association
between Mark White, Walter Clairville and their Jglvunderwriters hidden
from the historical recortf®

Finally, U.S. Naval Officers Virgil Hays and Eart&y, two active duty
naval officers from San Diego also testified on Asﬂg?‘h. They reported in
detail on the Silver Shirts’ paramilitary drillirand the group’s secret stockpile
of arms in San Dieg¥’ It is probable that Hays and Gray worked withrJoh
Schmidt on the LAJCC’s San Diego Silver Shirt irtigation>?® Schmidt,
Hollywood'’s first and best-informed agent was nétatbsent from the hearings

in Los Angeles. Having suffered a nervous breakdowthe spring of 1934,

2|t is not clear whether Clairville, White, or anf/Hollywood’s spies knew about their Jewish
benefactors.

27U.S. House of Representatives Special CommittdgreAmerican Activities, Executive Hearings
before a Subcommittee of the Special Committee wAbherican Activities. At Los Angeles.
Investigation of Nazi Propaganda Activities anddstigation of Certain Other Propaganda Activities,
73-CALIF-2 (1934) (Beutel and Craig Testimonies)li#iaClairville and Mark White were both DAV
members who infiltrated and reported on the Sifseirt organization in Los Angeles in 1934. For more
on White and Clairville’s investigation of the S#vShirts in Los Angeles, see CRC Papers, Parvg, B
10, Folders 19-22; Box 11, Folders 1-10; Box 6deo$ 3-17.

% |n his encrypted reports from San Diego, John Sahtalks about working with two naval officers,
but does not supply their names. The informatiat Hays and Gray supplied the Committee is
remarkably similar to the information Schmidt sagsne from his naval officer agents. See Schmidt's
San Diego Reports, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 8gFalti-18.
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Schmidt was being treated at the time of the hgarat the VA Hospital in Palo
Alto, California®*®

The McCormack-Dickstein Committee concluded itsrimggs in Los Angeles
in a week. It interviewed the full cast of chamstassociated with insurgent Nazi
activity in Los Angeles, yet, the role played byobd_ewis and Hollywood'’s spies
has remained hidden from the historical recordiferades®® Nowhere among the
hundreds of pages of transcribed testimony, howevénere any mention of anyone
named Leon Lewis or any indication of Jewish groaipéng the Committee.
Correspondence between Frank Prince and John M&@&rim the National Archive
lacks references to Jewish groups. The correspoedaetween Charles Kramer and
Leon Lewis never mentions Jewish Hollywood, the C&Jor the ADL.

* ok *
In February of 1935, the Committee published nslifreport to Congress.

The report was authored and edited by Frank Primbe,had been a writer for
the Hearst newspapers prior to his work as a miiatestigator>* The report
exposed efforts by foreign and domestic agentsjéxt their political ideologies
into American political culture.

In handling the subject of naziism [sic], fascismgd communism, it
can readily be seen that attempts have been madarameing made

2 For more on the Schmidt investigation of the SilShirts in San Diego, see Schmidt’s reports in
ibid., Part 1, Box 8, Folder 18; Frank Prince Trastiy; letter, Schmidt to Lewis, September 11, 1934,
CRC PapersRart 1, Box 8, Folder 20.

*%0 seeAdministrative Records, 1934-38G 233, Entry 1, Box 358, Folders “Investigativeports”;
Charles Kramer CorrespondendeG 233, Entry 7, Box 367, Folder “Allen-Carrd,R.” See also,
CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 5, Folders 10, 17-18.

%31 etter, Frank Prince to Sigmund Livingston, Febyu® 1935, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 26, Folder
23.
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from abroad and in some instances by diplomaticcamgular agents

of foreign countries to influence the political oins of many of our
532
e

people>
The Committee sternly criticized racism and intaftere as perversions of
“Americanism” and concluded that “communism, nariisic] and fascism
are all equally dangerous, equally alien and eyuwadhcceptable to American
institutions.®** In a letter written to Lewis detailing his rotedrafting the
report, Frank Prince wrote that he was “a littiedsoud” of the report’s
“stirring plea...for keeping all isms away from Anoa, except
Americanism.?**

The McCormack-Dickstein final report made six recoemdations for
legislation intended to limit the kinds of actieisi that the Committee had uncovered.
The recommendations included preventing foreigp@ganda agents from entering
country, granting the Secretary of Labor the porgt to terminate visas of
individuals found to be creating discord amongphkeple of the United States, and
legislation that would make it illegal to “seduagydJ.S. military personnel’s
allegiance away from United States” or to atteropiverthrow the U.S. government
by force or violence. In the end, however, onlg @hthe proposals was passed into
law — a bill requiring agents of a foreign govermmi® register with the U.S. State

Department®

32 .S. House of Representatives, SubcommitteeeoHthuse Committee on Immigration and
Naturalizationnvestigation of Nazi and Other Propagandimion Calendar No. 44, Report No. 153
(1935) (hereafter, “Report 153")
533 ||h;

Ibid.
>3 |bid.
°% |bid.
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Conclusion

In 1933, the ADL and the AJC, two of the three oradl American Jewish
defense organizations, united to combat the risespirgent Nazism in the United
States. Until now, their efforts in this regardré@doeen hidden from history. At the
time, the hostile political climate fomented by Na#luenced groups forced
American Jews to assume a low profile to combatNtha threat. Consequently,
these two American Jewish self-defense organizatonployed covert methods to
gather information and worked behind the scends thid McCormack-Dickstein
Committee to support its investigation of this dibing political activity in the
United States. Consequently, historians have kndtieabout this American
Jewish program of resistance to Nazism in the drfiiates in the early 1930s,
making passing references to it in surveys of AgariJewish history, unpublished

dissertations, and ADL oral historig¥.

%3 References to undercover fact-finding operati@rstwe found in Burton Boxerman, "Reactions of
the St. Louis Jewish Community to Anti-Semitism3391945" (Dissertation, St. Louis University,
1967); Naomi Coher\ot Free to Desist: The American Jewish Committ886-1966 Oscar and
Stanley Wexler Cohen, elNot the Work of a Day: Anti-Defamation League Qviemories vol. 1-6

(New York: Anti-Defamation League, 1987); Hasia &, The Jews of the United States, 1654 to
2000 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 200Bgnry L. FeingoldA Time for Searching:
Entering the Mainstream, 1920-194Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 19%2jrry L.

Lurie, "Jewish Defense Activity in the United Statén Inventory of Four Protective Civic Agencies,”
(New York City: Archives of the American Jewish Caiittee, August 1938); Thomas Mantel, "The
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai Brith" (Honors tligsHarvard University, 1950); Jacob M. Sable,
"Some American Jewish Organizational Efforts to GatmAnti-Semitism, 1906-30" (Dissertation,
Yeshiva University, 1964); Stuart Svonkilews against Prejudice: American Jews and the Hight

Civil Liberties(New York Columbia University Press, 1997); Maxr$joan and Lloyd P. Gartner,
History of the Jews of Los Angel€Bhiladelphia: Jewish Publication Society of Aroar 1970); and
Waldman Papers, American Jewish Committee Pape&es. e course of eight years, the author made
multiple inquiries at the ADL requesting acces#hiir prewar records. The author was told by ADL
administrative staff that they did not know wheréfahose records existed. In the same periodnod t
the author also combed through all the AJC recdrtdere are references in Maurice Waldman'’s
correspondence that allude to the AJC’s fact-figdiperations, but, the group the AJC had engaged to
conduct this work, Information Service and Assagsatvas set up as a separate entity, and its ecord
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The lack of information on this operation is duepart, to the centricity of
New York City in American Jewish history. The Anoan Jewish Committee papers,
which provide the lion’s share of documentationfomerican Jewish history for this
period, contain but scattered and cryptic referenaehis joint venture. There was,
however, another key player among the Jewish azgéions influencing the
McCormack-Dickstein Committee. By moving west, digins can learn much about
American Jewish opposition to Nazism in the Uniidtes, and in particular, the
leadership that the LAJCC provided to the McCormBatkstein Committee.

The CRC Papemocument the character and form of American Jewish
political agency and influence in this case. Doeunts in the archive reveal: (1) the
ADL and the AJC both conducted undercover, faatifig operations inside Nazi
organizations as early as the Fall of 1933; (8yttoordinated their respective fact-
finding operations into a national American Jewssistance operation, and (3) they
used their information to assert their politicdluence over McCormack-Dickstein
investigations. Furthermore, when documents frlioenMcCormack-Dickstein
Committee papers in Washington are cross-referewgbdhe CRC Papers the
support that American Jewish groups provided taGbmmittee becomes apparent.
For decades, historians have combed through thentttee’s papers for various

scholarly purposes without detecting a connectetwben the Committee and any

are not part of the AJC collection at either YIVOab the Blaustein Library. The Survey Committee of
the AJC carried on this work through 1941, but emprehensive documentary record detailing what
they found, how they found it and what they didhatthe information is not part of the AJC public
collection. The American Jewish Archives in Cinatirhas Samuel Dickstein’s papers, but those
papers do not contain information linking the of #RJC to the 1934 investigation, although there is
correspondence between Dickstein, and AJC leaders.
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Jewish organization. The names Frank Prince and Lewis are unremarkable
amidst the thousands and thousands of pages ofshoits the Committee generated.
The key to their identities as leaders of this Aigger Jewish anti-Nazi operation and
to their significance for the historiography of tGemmittee lies in Los Angeles.
Above all, the CRC Papers document the emergeniteedfAJCC as a new
source of American Jewish political agency anduerfice at 1934. The McCormack-
Dickstein Committee investigations required thatekitan Jewish groups set aside
their political differences, pool their resourcesl assert their political influence in
order to realize the political benefits the Comeatbffered their resistance operation.
The pre-existing political and organizational jes®s that prevented the ADL and
AJC from working effectively together throughoueth930s festered in 1934. Leon
Lewis stepped into the void and provided the lesluiprthat American Jewish
defense organizations needed to take advantage sftuation. The reputation Leon
Lewis earned as a leader marked the emergencesoAhgeles as a new source of
Jewish political agency and influence within Amanclewish political circles.
Moreover, the information collected by Hollywoodgies was deemed so credible by
Congressional authorities that the LAJCC emergetiratiable source of information

and counsel on Nazi activity in Washington as well.
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Chapter Five
The Proclamation, 1935

In February 1935, the McCormack-Dickstein Commitiedeased its findings
on subversive propaganda activity in the UnitedeStaThe Committee’s final report
declared that it had “unearthed evidence showiagdh effort to spread the theory of
National Socialist German Labor Party...had beateuway in the United States for
several years.” The report exposed the Germanrgmant’s insidious efforts to
transplant National Socialism to the United Stétesugh secret propaganda agents.
It recommended that Congress pass several piedegisiaition that would make it
difficult in the future for foreign agents to undene the political integrity of the
United State$®’ In Los Angeles, Leon Lewis and the LAJCC retitieeir fact-finding
operation, satisfied that the Nazi threat had hegmuished in the United States.

Less than ten months later, however, an incidesbuthern California proved
Lewis and the LAJCC wrong, and forced the Jewsas Angeles to relaunch their
covert fact-finding operation against a new surgari-influenced activity in their
city. On the morning of September 29, 1935, tdribausands ofos Angeles Times
subscribers opened their Sunday papers and foenfditbwing flyer stuffed

inside™*®

37 Report No. 153. 1935. Washington, DC: Governmeinttiig Office, 3 (hereafteinvestigation of
Nazi and Other Propagangla

>3 While there is exact estimate as to how many napeys were affected, Carey McWilliams
estimated 50,000. McWilliams conducted a privategtigation of the incident for the Communist
front group, American League Against War and FascBee Carey McWilliamdt Can Happen Here:
Active Anti-Semitism in Los Angelg®s Angeles: Mercury Press, 1935).
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A PROCLAMATION®®®

IT IS UNIVERSALLY ACKNOWLEDGED. That whenever a People
or a Nation discovers existing within its body poliany factors or
elements of a nature inimical to its welfare andittovery life, it is a
right inherent in such a People or Nation and indl@eduty if means are
available to such an end, to curb and to eliminatesuch injurious
elements.

NOW WHEREAS,the Jews as a race in America have been accorded
far greater courtesy, privilege and protection imetenjoyment of our
Liberties and Equality of Opportunity than they bagnjoyed in any
other country; and under our liberal Constitutiongbaranties these
same Jews have had the brazen effrontery, undecrthef “personal
liberty,” to abuse that courtesy and that protectimore grievously... to-
wit:

A. Their cutthroat competition is destructive to dHif practice”...they
endeavor to run all competitors out of business.

B. Through a general reputation for sharp practicesy tunning,
insurance frauds and dishonest bankruptcy procgediney have
promoted a widespread contempt for the ordinarjugs of honor
honesty in business.

D. They have, through a long continued uniformityratial conduct,
evidenced...contempt for every element of our Glansmorality and
common decency:

1. By such unspeakably bestial degeneracy...

2. By a distinctly racial program calling, whereverspible,
for the “seduction of a SHIKSE” (a Gentile girl) yog or
unprotected...

3. Through these Jew-owned and Jew-controlled maaiels
over the protests and the concerted opposition wf o
educational, Christian and all other unsubsidizediad
agencies for over 25 years, they poured out upotthes
vilest stream of filth, indecencies and vulgarities
degradation and perversion with ever increasingh&sis
on sex and crime that has been known in all thedgor
history.” And in doing this, they also added ingwoltinjury
by claiming they were “only supplying a natural derd”...

39 proclamation, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 9, FoldeSg& Appendix 4: Proclamation Flyer
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AND WHEREAS, through their closely unified banking interests and
their highly perfected local, state, national amdernational “Jewish
Community,” an organized and separate racial mibpriunctioning
as a “state within the state,” they have attainedgreat power over
our business and political affairs...they have d¢iated themselves a
menace to our free institutions, our Christian kkkation and our
Aryan culture...

AND WHEREAS, the general situation is such as to establish mbdy o
that a definite “Jewish Problem” exists, but aldwat the need for a
solution of that problem is urgent: that any fuethextension of
continuance of the courtesy of our Equality of Qpyaity would only
mean further and even greater abuses of that ceyrées these Jews
increase their power and influence...

AND WHEREAS..we are entirely without any means of discipline,
protection or redress other than herein recommended

AND WHEREAS, through the pressure of acute economic
discrimination it is most certainly within the powef our people
to...put [the Jews] upon their good behavior ansloaprepare the way
for an ultimate solution to the “Jewish Problem, nattainable
through any legislative enactment...

NOW THEREFORE IS IT PROCLAIMEDThat it is the inherent
right and the solemn duty of all true and loyal Aitens to use
vigorously and concertedly the only means availabléhem during
all the period between Octobe! and DECEMBER 3T, 1935 in the
following manner, to-wit:

In every way and wherever possible, to show arueik@ preference
for Gentile merchants, Gentile professional men &eatile working
people.

BUY GENTILE! EMPLOY GENTILE! VOTE GENTILE!

The next day Leon Lewis’ phone rang off the hoble was inundated with

inquiries concerning the surreptitious insertiorire malicious flyer into the Sunday
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paper that weekerti® How did it get inside th&ime® Did he know who was
responsible? Did he know that the flyers had bksen posted on trees and telephone
poles outside of local synagogues that morning¢wiaas, perhaps not so
coincidentally, Rosh Hashanah) and distributedetopte in front of Catholic churches
as well?*

Reports of similar “proclamation assaults” strednmefrom various sources all
week. Newspapers in San Diego and Santa Barbaoated that the proclamation had
been left on front lawns and slipped under the slobJewish shops, just as had been
done in the commercial districts of Beverly Hilollywood, and Boyle Height¥'?
B’nai B'rith representatives in San Francisco répothat the San Joaquin Valley
from Fresno to Modesto had been plastered withlanoations and two days later,
proclamations littered the streets of San Frandtsetf. In Portland, B’nai B'rith
contacts reported that the local chapter of therfés of the New Germany (FNG) had
received bundles of the proclamation for distribnfiaccompanied by a cover letter
from Herman Schwinn urging the people of Portlamthke action by distributing the
flyers>** By December, the flyer was circulating in as masyseventeen cities from

Los Angeles to Chicagt”

% The number of newspapers affected is not knowmsgein cites 50,000, citing McWilliams, and
Vorspan and Gartner as her sources. The approximatber of papers affected is not given in the
CRC archives.

>4 Communications about the proclamation came frotiakti Cherin and Eddie Zeisler, both in San
Francisco. See CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 12, Foldars

%42 Reports of proclamation sightings came from peniatividuals and local newspapers. See folder
“American Nationalist Party,” October 1935, ibiBart 1, Box 12, Folders 1 and 3. For a full summary
of the methods of distribution and the actions letebk against the American Nationalist Party, see
Memorandum (n.d.), ibid., Part 1, Box 12, Folder 3.

>3 Memorandum, [n.d., c. October 1935], ibid., PafBdx 12, Folder 3.

44 [ADL] Form Letter, December 5, 1935, ibid., PayBbx 23, Folder 14.
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The proclamation incident in Los Angeles in 1935ked the next phase of
Nazi-influenced political activism in Los Angelderalding three disturbing political
patterns that shaped the coming years of hosfdityews in America. First, the
proclamation revealed Nazi ideological influencedamestic right-wing groups.
Second, the incident disclosed new relationshipsdeEn domestic right-wing groups
and FNG. Third, the incident revealed the modat the Nazi Party provided to
political demagogues aspiring to follow the Germawdel in country, right down to
Nazi-style plans for nationwide pogroms to rid tia¢ion of its Jews.

This chapter, therefore, presents the proclamaticident as a watershed event
for Jewish resistance against Nazism in Los Angeléise 1930s. First, this chapter
explicates the revival of the covert fact-findingeoation as evidence of the LAJCC'’s
ongoing political will and confidence to defendriselves. Second, it presents the
role that Hollywood’s spies and Leon Lewis playe@ssisting local law enforcement
with their investigation, establishing the LAJC@litical influence with the LAPD.
Finally, this chapter underscores the universaiisintions of the LAJCC’s undercover

fact-finding operation: to defend the United Stdtesn Nazism.

Hollywood's New Spies

Coming less than a year after the conclusion @MicCormack-Dickstein
hearings, the proclamation incident drew Leon Lewisof “fact-finding retirement”

to fight an opponent he thought he had vanquistheds than a year earlier, Lewis

190



had reported to the board of the LAJCC that it¢-fimcling operation had been a

Success:

[In the past year] We undertook to investigatehasdughly as we
could the internal organization and personnel dfi-Semitic groups
and the background and current activities of tleziders. We have
watched their operations closely and learned teehnique, their
propaganda methods and the source of such mordireamatial
support as they have received. We have beenabtedy their
immediate objectives from day to day and have le@nposition as
a result to take effective counter measures. drstiort space of one
year we have watched their rapid decfifre.

The Friends of the New Germany in southern Califohad scattered, Lewis
informed the board, and legislation that the McCackaDickstein hearings would
produce would make it difficult for them to funati@gain as propaganda agents of a
foreign government. In light of these successeswyit told the board that
surveillance of antisemitic groups was no longeressary.

During the past year, economic conditions have nasgively

improved. World events have developed far morelduithan was

[sic] expected to discredit completely the presegtme in Germany.

Today the situation is completely different fromawit was when

the program and budget of our activities was fostnulated. In my

opinion, the continuance of intensive investigasion the type

heretofore carried out are a luxury and not an labsmecessity?°
Lewis concluded his end-of-year report by informihg board that he was going

back to his law practice, which he said had beéot‘® hell” from neglect over the

previous eighteen montfs.

>4 Memorandum [1934], CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 2, dfal®.
%4 Memorandum [1934], ibid., Part 1, Box 2, Folder 16
%47 Letter, Lewis to Sigmund Livingston, November 2833, ibid.
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Lewis’ return to private practice was short livdd. October 1935, he
relaunched the LAJCC'’s covert surveillance operatminvestigate the proclamation
incident. Leon Lewis engaged two new informantst@stigate the proclamation in
late 1935, Neil Ness and Charles Slocombe. Lesggaed Neil Ness to infiltrate the
Friends of the New Germany and Charles Slocomlbedm his investigation of the
proclamation from inside the Klan.

Neil Ness, alias N2, was introduced to Leon Lewikte 1935 by Lewis’
soon-to-be second-in-command, Joseph Roos. RaoNess had met several years
earlier in Chicago while working on an undercoverestigation of Nazi groups in that
city.>*® Ness was a mechanical engineer by training whicspant several years in the
USSR. In a letter of introduction to Lewis, NeskltLewis that he had recently
returned to the United States from the Soviet Umifter falling ill to malnutrition.
Ness was living in Los Angeles, trying to launcheav liberal magazing"’

Charles Slocombe, alias C19, was working as annmdnt for the Long
Beach police inside the Silver Shirt organizatiohat city when he received a copy
of the proclamation in the mail from Klan headgaestin Los Angeles. Slocombe
wrote to Lewis. Slocombe informed Lewis that hes\gaing to take the initiative to
investigate the source of the flyer and its spas38r Charles Slocombe was the

perfect informant for Lewis. He had been one effttunders of the Long Beach Ku

*#8 | eonard Pitt and Murray Wood, “Joseph Roos Oratdty” (1979), Joseph Roos Papers, Doheny
Library Special Collections, University of SoutheZalifornia, Los Angeles, CA (hereafter, Joseph
Roos Papers). Lewis wrote to Dick Gutstadt inqgirbout Ness’ “reliability, integrity, intelligence
which Gutstadt affirmed. See correspondence betwewsis and Gutstadt, December 21 and 24, 1935,
ibid., Part 1, Box 23, Folder 14.

49 etter, Neil Ness to Leon Lewis, January 13, 198, Part 1, Box 6, Folder 22.

*0[C19 Report] October 1935, ibid., Part 1, Box 8lder 15.
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Klux Klan in the late 1920s, and was trusted arsppeeted among Klan leaders in
both Long Beach and Los Angeles (see endréteflocombe gained quick and easy
access to the right-wing groups that appeared sWAmgeles in the late 1930s.
Charles Slocombe was Hollywood’s longest serving sgporting daily to Lewis
between 1935-1942 on the activities of the SilvartS, Militant Christian Patriots,
the Klan, and their relationships with the Germanekican Bund>? Charles
Slocombe produced approximately 2,500 pages of dgilorts and hundreds of
pages of supporting documents exposing the peagliejties, and relationships
among right-wing groups in LA

It didn’t take either Ness or Slocombe long to fthd perpetrators. Neil Ness
first became acquainted with the Friends of the KB#many after eating at the
restaurant in their new downtown headquarters, $obets Haus. Surprised by the
display of swastikas and literature he saw at thes;iNess returned several times to

find out more about the organization. Ness intogdlihimself as a writer with an

*1|n the 1920s and again in the late 1930s, LongBsanost influential leaders were members of the
Klan as well. According to correspondence wittaflds Slocombe’s daughter, Sherry Slocombe, Klan
was an important node in the city’s commercial et (Charles Slocombe’s later insider reports on
the revival of the Klan in Long Beach in 1938-1940ify the civic stature of many of its members.)
Slocombe, however, did not agree with the Klan@stadeology, as his twenty years of undercover
work inside the Silver Shirts, Klan and other rigkihg groups for the Long Beach police beginning in
the early 1930s demonstrates. Sherry Slocombe| eoneespondence with the author, Fall 2012.

%52 After 1938, Slocombe focused primarily on the KiarLos Angeles. See “Slocombe, Charles (C-
19),” CRC Papers, Part 1, Boxes 9-10, and Parb2e840-41.

53 5locombe did nagxpress the kinds of racist opinions or prejudibes one might expect from a
member of the Klan in any of the more than two #amd pages of daily reports he submitted between
1936-1939. He consistently expressed disgust Watantisemitic hate-speech he witnessed in his
undercover work for Lewis.
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interest in Nazism to FNG leader Herman Schwind, @ffered his services to the
cause’™

Schwinn immediately embraced Ness as a desirableewuit to FNG. He
loaded Ness down with books and pamphlets writtebdth local and German
propagandists to study, hoping that Ness would RBIE Americanize its
literature>>° Among the materials Schwinn gave Ness were skpiees written by
a local propagandist, including a copy of the prowhtion. Ness queried Schwinn
about the proclamation. Schwinn told him that Fh&@ paid to have it printed and
helped to distribute it around town. Schwinn ddsasted to Ness that he had taken a
thousand copies of the flyer to FNG headquartersa@p so that it could be
distributed there as wef®® Several weeks later, Schwinn introduced Neskdo t
proclamation’s author, Ingram Hugh®s.

Ness’ report of the Hughes-Schwinn connection siasiltaneously and
independently corroborated by Charles Slocombe/sstigation. Slocombe began his
inquiry by calling on friends at Klan headquarters?” Street in downtown Los
Angeles. Presenting himself as a member of the-tleéunct Long Beach Klan,
Slocombe asked the attending Klansman about thegonation. Who had written it?

Where could he get additional copies? The Klansmi@mnmed Slocombe that the

Klan didn’t have any more copies of the proclanmatiout told Slocombe that the flyer

***Hearings before a Special Committee on Un-Amerikaiivities Special Committee on Un-
American Activities, 78 Cong., 5490-91 (October 5, 1939) (Testimony efl Ness).

> |bid., 5495; [N2] Report, January 9, 1936, CRCdtapPart 1, Box 6, Folder 26.

%% etter, Lewis to Frank Prince, December 6, 19BHl.j Part 1, Box 6, Folder 22.

%57 [N2 Report] April 12, 1936, ibid., Part 2, BoxHolder 3.
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had come from the Friends of the New Germany oméNest 18 St. He suggested
Slocombe go over to Deutsches Hatls.

Slocombe walked over to Deutsches Haus. The ABgokstore, located in
the lobby of the newly converted mansion, was og&locombe looked around the
shop, browsing the literature. Slocombe askegtbprietor, Paul Themlitz, whether
he had any more copies of the proclamation. Thendld Slocombe that FNG had
printed the flyer and that FNG had supplied hunsli@dcopies to the Klan and other
groups in the city so they could distribute itheit members>® After making his
purchase, Themlitz encouraged Slocombe to “plaem tivhere they will do the most
good for the cause®

Over the course of the next month, Slocombe dugetaato the relationship
between the American Nationalist Party, the Klad BNG. He began hanging out at
both FNG and Klan headquarters, and discoverdaeirourse of casual conversation
that proclamation author Ingram Hughes was a frequsitor to both. Slocombe
learned that Klan Grand Kleagal Gus Price had negently with Hughes in the last
several months, even though Price himself told @tdwe that he knew nothing about
the American Nationalist Party or the fly&t. At Klan meetings that fall, Slocombe
witnessed the proclamation being distributed tonki@mbers who were instructed to

show it to their friends. At FNG, Slocombe repdrteat Hughes met frequently with

58[C19 Report] October [n.d.] 1935, ibid., Part bx®, Folder 15.
559 (1hi
Ibid.
%0 |hid.
%61[C19] Report on Conference with Price and Yourdy&mber 1935, ibid., Part 1, Box 9, Folder 16.
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Schwinn®® At an FNG meeting in early November 1935, Schwiraised Hughes

to the faithful, and publicly declared that FNG hgdd to have the proclamations
printed>®?

Herman Schwinn also introduced Charles Slocomihegiam Hughes.
Slocombe offered to help Hughes in his work, angiés welcomed the assistance
from someone as a well connected as Slocombe. dsuglade Slocombe his private
secretary, giving Slocombe a front-row seat intghkis’ world. Slocombe reported
to work with Hughes at Hughes"4treet boardinghouse studio apartment that
doubled as his office. Hughes told Slocombe thatpolice were watching him and
warned Slocombe to follow his security measifésHughes instructed Slocombe to
take precautions in coming and going from the apaint:

Pull shades half way down.
Leave 1 light burning in the room, one in bathroom.
Hang the “Do not disturb” sign on doorkndB.

Hughes’ landlady was a member of his new movenaamnt,she screened his
callers. Slocombe wrote. “No one can get by beget to his room. All strangers
are met in the hall way’®

Working side by side with Hughes over the nextrsbnths, Slocombe

reported to Lewis on all of Hughes’ political adties. In December 1935, Slocombe

informed Lewis that Hughes had given Herman Schweweral thousand copies of

%2 gee Slocombe reports, January, April, May 1936, iPart 1, Box 9.
*53[C19 Report] November 6, 1935, ibid., Part 1, Bosolder 15.
*541C19] Report on Contact with Hughes 21 Nov 198%.i

°%5[C19 Report] Friday, December 6, 1935, ibid., Rafox 9, Folder 16.
%6 [C19 Report] Friday, November 22, 1935, ibid.
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the proclamation to carry with him to the FNG natibconvention in Chicags’
Later that month, Slocombe warned Lewis that HugimesSchwinn were arranging
another “paste-up” of the proclamations in LA. Tdt@n called for cars of three men
each to go out between 4-6AM, when police patrasawscant. Each car would have
a driver, a man in back seat with a paste-pot,aatiikd man poised on the running
board to hop on and off the car to do the actuatipg. Four cars canvassed Los
Angeles and Inglewood in the wee hours of Decertbe 935, three of them
manned by “FNG boys.” Although they did not geQ@lendale as hoped, Hughes
told Slocombe that he was very happy that proclenmathad been posted heavily
near some synagogues in Los Angéfés.

Hughes also directed Slocombe to post proclamatioheng Beach. As all
of Hollywood'’s spies would do in the coming yed8combe agreed to the
assignment in order to maintain his cover. Slooafithited his “distribution” to just
three KKK members’ homes, and to the “Spit and &r@lub,” a meeting place for
radicals in Long Beach, to minimize the damage hiaassignment might cause.
Slocombe was sure that these select few wouldatadkit the proclamation and write
for more literature. In so doing, word would gatk to Hughes confirming that
Slocombe he had done his job. On Tuesday mornawgdber 17, Slocombe awoke

at 4 AM and dropped the proclamations off at tharksinen’s homes. Later that day

*57[C19] Report, Friday, December 6, 1935, ibid.tRaBox 9, Folder 16; letter, Lewis to Gutstadt,
December 6, 1935, ibid., Part 1, Box 23, Folder 14.
%8 [C19 Report] Thursday, December 19, 1935, CRC Rapart 1, Box 9, Folder 16.
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he planted them at the club. When Slocombe mét Mitghes to tell him what he
had done, Slocombe reported that Hughes was pledtetis work>®®

Slocombe’s gumshoe work on the proclamation adsluded analyzing the
paper, ink, and typeface of the document to getd bn the print shop that had
printed it. Among the documentation in Slocomldefs)CC files are actual samples
of paper stock and Slocombe’s notes on how theypeoed to the stock used to print
the proclamation’® LAPD detectives working with Slocombe traced plager to a
print shop owned by none other than an FNG offides.no one’s surprise, the shop
also printed the weekly Nazified German-languagespaper th€alifornia
Weckruf’ When Slocombe reported that Ingram Hughes wamtype operator at
that shop, the connection between the proclamatmithe Friends of the New
Germany was further confirméé

Within just a few weeks, both of Hollywood'’s spié&ess and Slocombe, had
uncovered the source of the proclamation and teeam alliance among the Friends
of the New Germany, the Klan, and the new Ameridationalist Party. Concerned
about the partnership, Slocombe and Ness contitigddundercover work in FNG
and with Hughes, respectively, even after the patiosed the case. Their paths

crossed frequently in early 1936, as FNG and dampst-Nazi propagandists like

*91C19 Report] Tuesday, December 17, 1935, ibidit PaBox 9, Folder 16.

>"0“Notes” (analysis of paper stock, typeface anduis&d in proclamation, n.d., c. October 1935),.jbid
Part 1, Box 12, Folder 3.

>"1IN2] Report, July 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7, Feld®. The printer's name was Landthaler (no first
name given). Neil Ness later found Landthaler tiste FNG letterhead as the secretary of the palitic
committee.

"2 For the police reports on the proclamation incidesee folder “Los Angeles Police Department,”
ibid., Part 1, Box 30, Folder 21.
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Hughes courted each other. Astonishingly, neittess nor Slocombe knew that they

both worked for Leon Lewid’>

Nazi Influence, Revealed

Ness and Slocombe’s investigations of the procteimastablished the
influence of Nazi ideology and the Nazi Party orgHes and his American Nationalist
Party. Although the proclamation was but a siragtack written by a solo
propagandist, the revelations of Berlin’s influemceits content and on its relationship
with American political activists presaged the depenent and expansion of Berlin’'s
international propaganda network in the Unitede&tatTens of thousands of copies of
the proclamation were printed and distributed actbe country in early 1936 through
a network of similarly-minded, Nazi-inspired acsts. During the late 1930s,
hundreds more groups emerged across the courting fhut the channels of that
network, driving the virulent transmission of pi#l antisemitism in the United
States. Thus, Hollywood'’s spies’ investigatiorited proclamation confirmed Berlin’s
strategy of co-opting indigenous right-wing grotupserve as conduits of National

Socialism into American political culture.

>3 Summary Report on Activities of Nazi Groups andrTiées in Southern CaliforniaVolume 1,
Part I, Chapter 1, 11, CRC Papers, Part 2, Bo¥8kler 5 (hereafteCRC Summary Repdrt_ewis
and Roos prepared a three thousand-page repdhiefdies Committee between 1938-1940
summarizing the activities of the Bund and itsviatiallies. Hereafter, both the original informant
report as well as the Summary Report citation beéllgiven to illustrate the original source of the
information on this activity and that it was prosaito the Dies Committee in the report.
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Ideological Influence

The investigation into the proclamation revealatiseoncerting direct
connection between Hughes and WMerld Service Leon Lewis referred to his
archive of documents and informant reports to ptbieconnection. In the
September 22, 1935 issue of the local Nazi Germiaguage newspaper, the Nazified
California Weckruf Leon Lewis found a letter to the editor, writiarEnglish, that
announced the launch of an anti-Jewish boycottiennited States. The letter
explained that the boycott was intended “to putd&es on their good behavior,” and
“to prepare the solution of the ‘Jewish problenmi"the United States. The letter was
signed, “Ingram Hughes, founder of the new AmeriNationalist Party>* The
launch of the anti-Jewish boycott demonstratedribdel Nazi Germany gave to the
author of the proclamation, emulating the one thatNazi government had instituted
in Germany. The letter invited all people in Anteriregardless of nationality, to
join the fight.

We wish to invite and to urge all good citizensyi@an Americaror

otherwise (italics mine), to help us in this coctfk- and which [they]

all have a perfect right to do...you can, AS AMERICcitizens best

render service [to Germany] by joining us in ogihtiupon the foes in

this country both of America and your fatherlahd.
Hence, Hughes conflated the political interest&efmany with America, telling the

German-American readers of téeckrufthat it was their duty as American citizens to

join in the fight against the Jews.

> Letter to Editor by Ingram HugheBalifornia Weckrufvol. 1, no. 3, September 22, 1935 [n.p.],
referred taMemorandum [written by Leon Lewis, n.d., c. Octot®B5], ibid., Part 1, Box 12, Folder 3.
57 Letter to Editor by Ingram Hughes, quoted in Meamstum [written by Leon Lewis, n.d., c. October
1935], CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 12, Folder 3.
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A week later, West Coast cities were plastereti pibclamations.
Hughes’ letter to th&Veckrufvalidated his pro-Nazi position; but Leon Lewis’
files contained even more significant evidence ks’ relationship to Nazi
Germany. Going back in his files, Lewis found March 15, 1935 copy of thé&orld
Servicenewsletter. The issue contained an enthusiastiew of a new book written
in the United States calle&hti-Semitism, a World Surveyhe author of the book was
Ingram Hughes.
TheWorld Servicts review of Hughes’ book revealed the way in whilel
newsletter worked as an antisemitic content exahamy reviewing a book written in
the United States to its international readerdhi¢,World Service helped to spread the
Nazi perspective around the world. The review, &gy, did not automatically
establish a direct relationship between Hughesla@@/orld Servicebut Hughes’ use
of the text of the review in the proclamation diinalyzing the two documents, Leon
Lewis found whole segments of the review in the téxthe proclamation. Thé/orld
Servicereview of Hughes’ book, began with the followingsgage:
...for in America, as a race, they [Jews] have m#ended far
greater opportunities than in any other countryg @mnAmerica
they have abused the courtesies extended themthare
anywhere else.

The proclamation’s opening paragraph was almositick:
The Jews in America have been accorded far greatetesy,
privilege and protection in the enjoyment of obelities and
equality of opportunity than they have enjoyedry ather

country...and abused that courtesy and that protentost
grievously than under any other fla§.

®’® Memorandum [n.d., c. October 1935], CRC Papers B&ox 12, Folder 3.
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Lewis analyzed the rest of the documents paragogpgdaragraph, finding additional
incidents of copied text and even identical typéssttment of certain words, as in
the following paragraph from th&orld Servicaeview noting that the word “license”
had been italicized in both:

...in such measure and degree that our constitgtianantee of

liberty means only license (this word is italicizéd Jews able to

take advantage of that guarantée.
For Lewis, the similarity between the documents diestrated the Hughes’
connectionto theWorld Service The review of Hughes’ work in the newsletterd an
Hughes’ repurposing of that review in the proclaoratvas an early example the
way in which théNorld Serviceacted as a content clearinghouse for pro-Nazi
propagandists from around the world. As the nextcthapters will show, this would
not be the last time Leon Lewis and his assista@tRbos analyzed domestic
propaganda to demonstrate the connection betweeBdhman Propaganda
Ministry’s official news vehicle, th&orld Servicenewsletter, and domestic right-
wing propagandists.

Lewis filed his analysis of the proclamation asemo to himself, but
probably shared it with prominent Los Angeles aitéyrand socialist Carey
McWilliams. Two left-wing groups in the city, themerican League Against War
and Fascism, and the Jewish Anti-Nazi League oft®on California, hired

McWilliams to investigate the incident. McWillianused a nearly verbatim version

of Lewis’ analysis — without citing his sourcenr-his expose of the proclamation

" Memorandum [n.d., c. October 1935], ibid., PaBax 12, Folder 3.
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event,It CAN Happen Here: Active Anti-Semitism in Los élag®’® McWilliams’
pamphlet was widely circulated in 1935, and hasibédely cited by scholars since,
but the Jewish source of his analysis was nevewkno

Evidence of Ingram Hughes’ pro-Nazi politics ansl telationship to the
World Servicesignaled a new phase in domestic right-wing agtivi Los Angeles.
Over the course of the next five years, Hollywoagbges would continue to produce
evidence documenting similar direct exchanges ofard between domestic German
and foreign fascist propagandists operating wiBenlin’s international propaganda
network, including verbatim reprints @orld Servicecontent in domestic antisemitic
newspapers and vice versa. The analysis indi¢h&ggolitical antisemitism in the
United States, even when it came from American ggsowas influenced by Nazism

and encouraged by Berlin.

The Network

The investigation of the proclamation not only esga the connection
between Hughes and thi¢orld Serviceit also uncovered a network of antisemitic
propagandists supported by Berlin that extendetdgond the boundaries of
southern California. As Hughes’ private secret@tyarles Slocombe discovered
firsthand the scope of this international fascrsfgaganda network. Slocombe

reported that Hughes was considered “an expett@dewish Problem by Nazis and

"8 McWilliams, It Can Happen Here: Active Anti-Semitism in Los éleg.
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fascists the world over, who distributed his maierividely.®”® Hughes received
requests from all over country for his proclamasiocaind mailed them out by the
hundreds® Over the course of the six months that he ingagtid Hughes,
Slocombe provided Leon Lewis with detailed recatislughes’ local, national, and
international contact®’

Hughes provided local groups like the KKK with higterials. He was in
regular contact with the Italian and White Rusg$astist leaders in Los Angeles,
local Bund leaders W. P. Bauer in San Diego andrtidarSchwinn, and with Count
Ernst von Buelow, suspected head of German espeonagputhern California.
Nationally, Hughes’ friends included Silver Legiohief William Pelley and East
Coast fascist organizer Colonel E.N. Sanctuarys pgtiofessional contacts included
Peter V. Armstrong, publisher @he American Gentilan Chicago, who reprinted the
proclamation in full. Hughes exchanged literatwih domestic right-wing
propagandists Robert E. Edmondson of New York,iphbt of theEdmondson
Reports James True, publisher lofdustrial Control Reporten Washington, DC, and
with Reverend Gerald Winrod of Kansas, fundamesttatinister and publisher of
The DefenderHughes’ correspondence suggedtezidevelopment of a national

distribution network of extreme right-wing antis¢impropaganda®

> CRC Summary Repoiol. 1, Part lll, Chapter 2, 29Z,RC Papers, Part 2, Box 26, Folder 13.
*80[C19] Report on Contact with Hughes, 21 Novemt85, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 9, Folder 15.
*81[C19 Report] Thursday, April 30, 1936, ibid., ParBox 10, Folder 2. Report says Hughes had
letters with checks from Vermont and Minneapoligugsting proclamations and additional literature.
He told Slocombe that he had six other checks denbacashed yet.

*82[C19 Report] Friday, November 22, 1935, ibid.,tFarBox 9, Folder 15Also see “Slocombe,
Charles [alias C19] reports,” ibid., Part 1, BoX¥8]ders 15-20. Copies of the Proclamation were
among approximately100 pieces of antisemitic liem@sent by Robert Edmondson to San Diego for

204



Hughes’ network extended beyond the United Stafscombe reported that
Hughes corresponded with Colonel Fleishhauer, &t&omwner of theNorld Service
and with British fascist leader Arnold Leese, whasvassociated both with German
Field Marshal Herman Goering and Flesichha&fiemRight-wing propagandists from
around the world wrote to Hughes, requesting copiidss literature that they could
resell. Hughes profited from his propaganda awtisiby selling his books and
proclamations to fascist propagandists such asu@éadQartier in Montreal, “his old
friends in Australia, the Warders and the Guardsireerd the German propagandist
Otto Vollbehr®®* Although it is difficult to confirm the volume ahaterial Hughes
distributed around the world, Hughes told Slocoriiat he had mailed out over

44,000 copies of the proclamation alGfe.

Model for a Political Movement

Nazi influence on Hughes and his proclamation madimited to ideology or
to its international dissemination. The Nazi Paglf served as a model for Hughes’
American Nationalist Party. The proclamation pgeshthe proliferation of hundreds

of Nazi-influenced domestic groups in Los Angel&ame of these groups

distribution by the Silver Shirts there. Membefshe San Diego B’nai Brith intercepted the bundle.
See letter, L. David Wosk to Lewis, January 15,8,98id., Part 1, Box 22, Folder 16.

*83[C19 Report] Wednesday, December 11, 1935, iBidrt 1, Box 9, Folder 16.

*84[C19 Report] December 19, 1935, ibid., Part 1, Bpkolder 16; CRC Summary Repdrgl.1, Part
[ll, Chapter 2, 292-3, ibid., Part 2, Box 26, Fald8. Also, Hughes told Ness that he received risser
from the Nazi Party in Germany from time to timeegN2] Report, July 2, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7,
Folder 8. Requests for Hughes’ materials were apemied by checks. See [C19 Report] Thursday,
April 20, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 10, Folder 2;merandum [n.d., c. October 1935], ibid., Part 1xBo
12, Folder 3; [C19 Report] on contact with Hugl#&sNovember 1935, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 9,
Folder 15.

%85[C19 Report] on Contact with Hughes, 21 Novem&85], CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 9, Folder 15.
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successfully recruited members and gained politreation in Los Angeles. Others
struggled but never took off, and others still weeser anything more than fronts for
solo political entrepreneurs out to profit finarnkgidrom political rabble-rousing
activities. Collectively, however, they created thost hostile and threatening
political climate in U.S. history for American Jewl was a situation that American
Jews could not afford to ignore. Not wanting teegany such group room to grow,
and not knowing which groups might actually gaaction and which would fail,
Leon Lewis and Hollywood’s spies dedicated thensebo exposing the Nazi-
inspired threat that they posed.

Hughes fell into the second category: an aspipoigical leader who
struggled to launch a political party that never gfbthe ground. Nevertheless, the
American Nationalist Party was predicated on threesaationalistic ideology as the
Nazi Party, and it emulated the Nazi Party’s uspdditical antisemitism to rally
“true Americans” against the “Jewish aliens.” Aatiag to Hughes, Jews are greedy,
grasping, stingy, miserly, dishonest, conniving.business, Jewish corporations
“squeezed the little fellow.” They brought no gaodhe world, and left no good
behind thent®® Jews were behind all of the country’s problenmsi gne American
Nationalist Party’s platform reflected this concern

The mission of the American Nationalist Party wasdambat Jewish
influence in the United States. To accomplish ¢jual, the party would employ a

truly nationalistic program, but, unlike other aspy right-wing third parties that

%86 [C19 Reports] December 1-4, 1935, ibid., Partdx B, Folder 16.
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positioned themselves as “America for Americansg’ ANP’s slogan was
“Americans for America,” reflecting a more racistazi Party style nationalism. In
speeches Hughes gave at FNG meetings in late 1#B&aaly 1936, Hughes
expressed the Nazi position that antisemitism wallyra form of true patriotism. “It
would [be] better to call [Americanism] “Anti-Sensin,” he said. Hence, the ANP’s
objectives and methods emulated the Nazi Partgtics®’

Early on, it would be important to gain the suppfrtreal American” groups
such as the American Legion, the Klan, the DAR, @wedSilver Shirts, Hughes
explained to Slocombe. Interestingly, Hughes idetlithe Friends of the New
Germany among his list of “real American” groupsdgse FNG shared these
political values®® The party’s first three objectives were intenttedttract this
support. Hughes told Slocombe that the party& firders of business would be (1)
to ban the Communist Party, (2) to eradicate “l@stess, liquor and crime” in the
U.S., and (3) to eliminate the Jewish lawyers wifedded the gangsters behind
these activities. Aware that too much antisenmitetoric might alienate some
Americans from joining the party, Hughes, like Nigzi Party mentors, consciously
suppressed his antisemitic rhetoric until the AN bained enough momentum.
Then, Hughes explained, it would begin its campé&igrshow everyone that Jewry

and Communism are the samé>”

*87[C19 Report] Monday, February 9, 1936, ibid., PafBox 9, Folder 18.
588 ||hi

Ibid.
%89 bid.
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Working side-by-side with Hughes in his one-rooodgd apartment-turned-
office, Slocombe handled all of Hughes papers. @newhen Slocombe was
working at the desk in the tiny studio apartmert Binighes was in the bath,
separated only by a closed door, Slocombe camasttoghes’ list of prospective
donors and supporters. Slocombe quickly copiedishand attached it to his report
to Lewis. The list named current and prospectieeniners who were also associated
with a wide range of right-wing groups in Los Angel FNG, the Silver Shirts, the
White Russians, several wealthy individuals frors&na, whom Hughes hoped
might fund the Party, and former LA mayor, Johnt@gmwho was listed as a member
of the right-wing White Guardsmen grotif. While the mission of Hollywood’s
spies was to provide daily reports from within gagsoups, from time to time, each
of Hollywood'’s spies took more direct action thaght compromise their undercover
status, gathering documents and correspondencetifi@nright-wing subjects and
taking certain actions that undermined relationslaipd plans.

The American Nationalist Party never gained tcacbeyond “the usual (right-
wing) suspects” in southern California; but thepinstion that the Nazi Party set for
Hughes was far too threatening for the Jews ofAmgeles to ignore. In the last years
of the 1930s, several similar domestic right-wirndjtpcal parties emerged in Los
Angeles, emulating the tactics that the Nazi Paaty used in Germany to raise to
power. Hence, the proclamation incident signatethé LAJCC the emergence a new,

Nazi-inspired political movement. Between 1936-1,.94ollywood’s spies infiltrated

99[C19 Report] Friday, November 2, 1935, ibid., ParBox 9, Folder 15.
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the most threatening patriotic rackets -- “pato$d -- in Los Angeles and reported on

the complex web of conspiracy and fraud they sgee thapter sever?):

Violence as a Political Tactic

Nazi Germany not only provided American right-wiagfivists like Hughes
with ideological inspiration, content, and a mofielfashioning a political movement,
it also legitimized violence against Jews as a m@dmchieving their political ends.
Although violence against American Jews was neffec&vely organized and never
officially sanctioned as government policy as iswa Germany, “marauding youth”
and other vigilante gangs in some American citidsattack American Jews on the
streets in the late 1930s. In Los Angeles, thestigation into the proclamation in
late 1935 suggested a new viciousness towards dewsnost notably, towards the
Jews of Hollywood themselvé#

In 1933, Hollywood'’s first spy, John Schmidt, reagerienced firsthand
FNG’s aggressive character when Schwinn persotfaatened Schmidt for not
following orders. In 1936, Charles Slocombe reaféd the Bund’s aggressive
culture, reporting that Schwinn had offered himtection if he ever needed it. “If |

ever need protection,” Slocombe wrote, “[Schwinmjud send some of the boys

*1«Union Calendar No. 5. Report No. 1476vestigation of Un-American Propaganda Activities

the United State5ed. Special Committee on Un-American Activit{@¥ashington, DC: Government
Printing Office, 1940), 9 (hereafter, “Report 14y6”

%92 Stephen Norwood, “Maurauding Youth and the Claisfiront: Antisemitic Violence in Boston and
New York During World War Il,”American Jewish Histor91, no. 2 (2003).
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along with me, and if | ever found any place thes¢aed a little strong-arm
demonstration, some of the troopers would assistiie

Slocombe and Ness also reported on the braggadbENG storm troopers
during their rifle club practice sessions. Anrdie range was set up on the
mezzanine of Deutsches Haus. Storm troopers wmalctice their aim shooting at
paper targets in preparation for “der ta."Urged to imagine that they were
shooting at Jews in the street, participants yallgithe names of local Jews they
pretended to be shooting, including Represent&lickstein, national anti-German
boycott advocate Samuel Untermeyer, and Louis Biévi&°> FNG's threat of
violence against Jews never amounted to anythinmg than boisterous disruptions
of anti-fascist political meetings and isolateddents of thuggery and vandalism
against Jews in Los Angeles. Much more vicioussploowever, were conceived by
domestic right-wingers like Ingram Hughes.

Hughes’ plans for national pogroms signaled a reaxgllof threatened
violence by domestic right-wing groups against Aicear Jews. Slocombe described
Hughes’ plan “to finish off the Jews and their Glerfront crooks” as “one of the

most diabolical plots | have ever heard 3£”According to Slocombe, Hughes

*93[C19 Report] November 21, 1935, CRC Papers, P&bs 9, Folder 15.

94IN2] Report, April 19, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxHolder 3; [N2] Report, May 1, 1936, ibid., Part 1,
Box 7, Folder 5.

*95[N2] Report, July 15, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFolder 9.

% [C19 Report] Tuesday December 31, 1935, ibid.t PaBox 9, Folder 16. The list include high
profile attorney Jerry Geisler of Hollywood, Milt@ohn, Dave Allen, gambler and bootlegger Farmer
Page, Judge Willis, two Jewish leaders of the ComstdParty, and Kent Parrott, aide-de-camp to
former Mayor John Porter.
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planned a mass lynching of twenty public officiaigl private citizens in Los
Angeles, whom Hughes blamed with the city’'s “lawslesss, liquor and crime:”

I'll be glad to see some of those sons of bitchethe end of ropes,

and the sooner the better. Each man we hang evdinbexample of a

specific case, and what a representative grouplibe; too. Busby

Berkeley will look good dangling on a rope’s end, imoney won't be

any good here. Another of his type will be Tamgg], the fellow

that had the ill-reputed girl show in Hollywood;cawhile we're at it

we may as well get the two Main Street Jews that the burlesque

theatres there. Leave it to the Jews to live angd on the

weaknesses of mankind. Judge Willis will make adyexample for

letting Guy Colvin off as he did. The sooner we these Jew sons of

bitches and their Gentile fronts on ropes the bétfe
Hughes rattled off additional names of intendedimis to Slocombe, “AND, IF [sic]
these two men...interfere or get active, they ballhung too: Silverberg [sic] and
Leon Lewis.®®®

From the purchase of the rope to the selectiohetkecution site, Hughes
had the details “figured out to the nth degree SterSlocombé&® The execution
would take place in the oak grove at HindenburdRae private park owned by the
Friends of the New Germany. “There are lots oérdak trees there. It is ideal spot
for most any occasion. No homes near there ohargt No way to disturb anyone,”
he told Slocomb&” Hughes insisted that the ropes for the hangimittide 50’
long and made of hemp. He asked Slocombe to luyoibe, directing him to go to

difference stores to minimize suspicion. On thgigleated night, groups of four men

*97[C19 Report] Tuesday December 31, 1935, ibid.t BaBox 9, Folder 16.
%8 |pjd.

9 |pid.

6091C19 Report] Thursday, April 30, 1936, ibid., ParBox 10, Folder 2.
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- one driver and three others - would kidnap eactinv and drive them to the park
where four additional accomplices would be waitindnelp with the executiorf§*

“At the hanging,” he told Slocombe, “each [man]lviave his job, and those
who handle the ropes will wear heavy gloves soltleatp fibers and slivers won't be
found in anyone’s hands. | will be out of sightemht all happens, that is the actual
hanging, but | will be close enough to direct it"alAfter the victims were hung, they
would be “given a hail of lead®

At one point in the planning, Slocombe suggestddighes that tar and
feathering would be a better approach, but Hugssigsed this idea:

“Tar and feathers will wash off,” Hughes said, “lautope won’t...Hanging is
one thing that will really stir people.” The Jetvigroblem called for action, Hughes
told Slocombe, like the actions taken in Germ&Hy.

The “necktie party” as Hughes called his the mgasHing plan was never
attempted, but the scheme occupied Hughes for mortflaghes collected
photographs of his intended victims and posted tberthe walls of his boarding-
house room so that he and his accomplices would kmat their victims looked
like.®®* (Slocombe did not mention whether Leon Lewistypie was in Hughes’

gallery.) Slocombe reported that Hughes discuiseglan at multiple meetings with

911C19 Report] Tuesday December 31, 1935, ibid.t BaBox 9, Folder 16.
92[C19 Report] Tuesday December 31, 1935, ibid.t BaBox 9, Folder 16.
603[C19 Report] Tuesday, January 21, 1936, ibid.t PaBox 9, Folder 17.
604[C19 Report] March 19, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box8|der 20.
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Schwinn and members of the Silver Shirts. Schwigireed to provide a group of
“hand-picked” men who could be trusted to be “titjped.**

Hughes’ vicious imagination for violence againsiv3 eerily presaged tactics
used by the Nazis against German Jews in the y@amme. One of Hughes’ plots
included smashing the windows of Jewish shops st#kl balls and a slingshot,
foreshadowing the national pogrom in Germany ing8l&3own a¥ristallnacht
Three shots, Hughes estimated, would assure thatititdows would come crashing
down®® Hughes also concocted a national pogrom usingogamirder American
Jews in their synagogues years before the FinailtiSalwas conceived in Germany.
He explained to Slocombe just how this could béeplubff:

| have a new plan all worked out for our pogrontswill work like a

charm in the temples and synagogues. We’'ll fofake company for

fumigating houses and [for] rat extermination. ©nthis guise, we

can buy cyanide. [We’ll make] tanks with ventghie top for large

hose connection[s]. We can make a portable cagaif

blower...When ready we can put the hoses to aitsvesind drop the

cyanide into the acid solution. The mixture magias at a tremendous

speed and forced with the blower will...kill thensiantly, bah,

thousands strangled to death at once. Women rehildews of all

sorts killed off...Exterminated like rats, thatetway to get rid of

them®’

Although Slocombe kept Lewis informed of all of H&s’ plans, and Long
Beach Police Captain Owen Murphy assured thenthlegthad enough evidence to

arrest Hughes for conspiracy, Lewis never sougatgds against Hughes for his

95[C19 Report] Tuesday, January 21, 1936, ibid.t PaBox 9, Folder 17.

6% [C19 Report] Tuesday December 19, 1935, ibid, PaBox 9, Folder 16; CRC Summary Report,
December 1936 to September 1988rt Ill, Chapter 2, 294, ibid., Part 2, Box Z&lder 13.

697[C19 Report] August 10, 1936, ibid., Part 1, B@ Eolder 3. Other reports on comments made by
Hughes were made between January and August 1886I8combe’s reportiid., Part 1, Boxes 9-
10. Also se€CRC Summary Repoiol. 2, Part I, Chapter 2, 299, ibid., Part &6, Folder 13.
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conspiratorial plans. In a letter to Richard Gadst Lewis explained that Hughes did
«...a lot of mouthing but actually attempts venyié.”®®® Because one of his agents
was part of the “triumvirate” running the Americlationalist Party, Lewis was
confident that he would be able to defeat every tpé Hughes planned that legal
measures were not necessary.

Hughes’ wild plots to attack Jews foreshadowedlamwiolence conceived by
right-wing extremists who followed him. Hollywoadspies were equally well
positioned inside those groups and they kept Lewidsthe police abreast of
threatened violence against Jews in the city. Algh Hughes took precautions to
protect himself from informants and undercover gainen, he never had a clue that
his personal secretary, was in fact, the very mimt against whom he so zealously
guarded. He confidently confided to Slocombe #tihitough “...there are still spies in

some organizations...thank God there are noners "8t

Agency and Influence

The proclamation incident caused the LAJCC toursth its covert fact-
finding operations in late 1935. Following the @eonation incident, as Nazi-
influenced activities in the city escalated, theJICAC responded to the expanding
challenge by reorganizing its board as needed gpidfessionalizing its back-office

operations to meet the challenge, demonstratingahemittee’s ongoing political will

€% 19 Report, January 26, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Boxddder 19.
899 etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, March 30, 1936, ibRist 1, Box 23, Folder 16.
6191C19 Report] February 10, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Bo¥older 18.
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and agency in the fight against Nazism in the cltythe course of the new
investigation, the information collected by Hollyadis spies was deemed so credible,
and Leon Lewis’ personal counsel so valued, thairhident established the

LAJCC's political influence with local law enforcemt in matters concerning Nazi
and far right-wing activity in the city in the agal years that followed. Yet, even as
Lewis established his personal credibility withdbpolice, political influence had its
legal limits. The investigation into the proclamatincident also set the boundaries
for the legal pathways to resistance that the LA&6dd pursue in combating

political antisemitism in the future.

“See Leon Lewis”

Leon Lewis became a trusted advisor and valuedceafrinformation on
subversive right-wing activity in Los Angeles ta#d law enforcement agencies as a
result of the investigation into the proclamationident. Immediately following the
incident, Leon Lewis found himself at the nexusoffewer than five distinct
investigations, providing information and directitanthe Los Angeles police, the
Long Beach police, thieos Angeles Timeand the Jewish Telegraphic Agency, as
well as left-wing groups in the city, and of coursellywood’s spie$!* The

credibility of the information he produced on th#eRds of the New Germany and its

611 carey McWilliams conducted the investigation foe tAmerican League Against War and Fascism.
Reporters from both the B’nai Brith Messenger (L&sekly Jewish newspaper with no relationship to
the fraternal organization of the same name) aadé#wish Telegraphic Agency were also on the case,
along with two of Hollywood'’s spies, Charles Slodmrand Neil Ness. LAPD Detective A.C. Arnold
wrote in his report that so many investigationsemsorking at cross-purposes that it made his
investigation more difficult. See attachment tedefrom Justin to Kleinberger, January 9, 193&}.ib
Part 1, Box 30, Folder 21.
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association with Ingram Hughes established Lews mssted advisor, laying the
foundation for the LAJCC'’s political influence irok Angeles in the years that
followed.

Lewis advised theosAngelesTimesonits response to the security breach
that scandalized the paper. He recommended thgtaper downplay the incident to
frustrate the perpetrators’ objective for publicityence, th@imeslimited its
response to the incident with an obscure, busicesksized ad warningimes
readers that anti-Jewish literature of a “highl§jammatory and objectionable
character” had been surreptitiously inserted iotmea subscribers’ papeagter the
papers had left thEimeswarehouse. Assuring its subscribers that it veaslacting
an investigation, the ad offered a $10 rewardriésrimation leading to arrest of
guilty parties>*?

Lewis also coordinated evidence collection by $évarganizations on the
West Coast. B’nai B'rith sources in San Franceoo Portland documented FNG's
role in distributing the proclamation in thoseeifi*®> The Jewish Telegraphic
Agency interviewed Herman Schwinn and German Vioestil Grah concerning the
incident. Herman Schwinn denied having anythinddavith the proclamation:

“Isn’t it strange, Mr. Schwinn, that tHeroclamationfirst appeared

in theDeutsches Weckrubefore it was distributed around town this
week?” Weisman asked.

612 | etter, Lewis to Zeisler, October 3, 1935, ibRiart 1, Box 12, Folder 2; “Warningl’os Angeles
Times October 1, 1935. The Times subsequently carrigchthing editorial against the American
Nationalist Party on October 13, 1935.

813 etter, Robinson to Lewis, October 2, 1935, ibRhrt 1, Box 12, Folder 2.
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“Not at all,” Schwinn said. “Hughes asked us folph&ut we
didn’t give him any. You can'’t pin this on us. \&ee not interested
in that kind of thing [boycott].”
“Well, how did you first come to see the Proclaroa®i” Weisman
asked him.
“It was brought to one of our meetings by a non-beni Schwinn
said.®*
The “non-member” Schwinn referred to, was of couhsgram Hughes. Since both
Ness and Slocombe reported that Schwinn had botsesth of them personally
and in public that FNG had financed and distributeglproclamation, Lewis used the
JTA interview transcripts to expose Herman Schvdrduplicity concerning the
incident®™
Critical to the political influence that the LAJG&@uld leverage over the
following years were the periodic, sworn affidavieswis collected from each of
Hollywood's spies as to what they had seen, heard,done in the course of their
undercover operation. These documents not onleeied Hollywood's spies from
later prosecution should their “participation” inyaof these groups result in arrest,
but they were also used as sworn testimony in ike Dommittee hearings and in
later prosecutions of right-wing activists in Loageles. Neil Ness’ sworn statement
regarding his work inside the Friends of the Newrny (renamed the German-
American Bund while he was undercover) in 1937 latex used by the Dies

Committee as an interview guide during Ness’ 1938lip testimony. Charles

Slocombe’s 1937 affidavit informed local law enfentent officials on the espionage

614 Interview with Hermann Schwinn [by Weisman, repoifor the Jewish Telegraphic Agency],
October 2, 1935, ibid., Part 1, Box 12, Folder 2.

®15[C19] Report on Meeting of Friends of New Germagyember 6, [1935], ibid., Part 1, Box 9,
Folder 15.
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activities of British fascist agent Leopold McLag)deading to McLaglen’s
indictment, conviction, and deportation as a &8y.

The depth and breadth of information containechetAJCC'’s files made
Lewis a respected and trusted consultant to laeakinforcement during the
proclamation investigation. After learning of Heghthreatened vigilante plots,
Lewis worked with Long Beach police Captain Owenrphy to secure copies of
Ingram Hughes’ fingerprints. Lewis had Slocombp Blughes’ typewriter out of
Hughes’ boardinghouse room when Hughes wasn’t thBlecombe brought the
typewriter to Murphy who had it dusted for fingers. Slocombe returned the
typewriter to Hughes’ apartment before Hughes kitavas gone!’ Photostatic
copies of three of Hughes’ fingerprints are in tAgJCC files®*®

Lewis also established credibility and politicalugnce with the Los Angeles
police department at long last. LAPD detectives$ regularly with Lewis in his
office to discuss next steps and to compare ndtetheir hunt for the perpetrators,

LAPD detectives interviewed dozens of people fadke Frequently, these leads

616 Affidavit, 1937, ibid., Part 1, Box 6, Folder 28tocombe Affidavit, 1937, Charles Slocombe
Personal Papers, in author's possession, court&yeory Slocombe. The Slocombe affidavit concerns
events leading to the indictment and deportatiobeafpold McLaglen (brother of 1930s Hollywood
actor Victor McLaglen). Slocombe met McLaglen thghuBund and Silver Shirt associates at the
Bund’s German Day festivities in Los Angeles in I98hrough that association, Slocombe helped
Long Beach police and Naval intelligence arrest Biglen, who turned out to be a pro-Nazi espionage
agent. For Slocombe’s reports on the McLaglen maffaiwhich the affidavit is based, see Charles
Slocombe’s reports, September-October, 1937, in ERgers, Part 1, Box 10, Folders 10-12. See also
Los Angeles Timeaticles on the trial, March 1, 8 and April 6, 898The Hollywood Citizen Nevend
LA Examineralso reported the trial on approximately thosesglatSlocombe left Los Angeles suddenly
for six months immediately following McLaglen’s iimtiment and went to live with his family in
Boulder City, Nevada. It is possible that Slocortéfetown during the McLaglen affair fearing forshi
personal security.
z; [C19 Report], Wednesday, February 26, 1936, CR@&RaPart 1, Box 9, Folder 19.
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referred the police right back to LewiS. When Detective A.C. Arnold called on Los
Angeles District Attorney Burton Fitts for informam about the case, even Fitts told

Arnold to “see Lewis. Lewis has all the information the case to dat&®

Legal Limits

In spite of all the information collected by HolMlgod’s spies on Hughes and
his FNG collaborators, no charges could be broaghtnst them. If theos Angeles
Timesever discovered who was responsible for insettiegoroclamation into its
papers, it never published the perpetrators’ namn@sosecuted them. Although the
posting of the proclamation on public property wasolation of municipal anti-
handbill ordinances (except for one instance iraBasa) there had been no witnesses
who could identify the individuals responsible tbe overnight papering of trees and
telephone poles (see chaptef®)As for Hughes, he was protected by the first
amendment, so no charges could be brought agamdgbhthe ugly content of the
proclamation itself. The proclamation incidengréfore, foreshadowed the legal
challenges that the Jews of Los Angeles would iiadghting pro-Nazi hate speech in
the years to come.

Nevertheless, the search for other opportunitesdict Hughes and FNG
were explored by the LAPD on Lewis’ recommendatitewis suggested that

continued surveillance might uncover an illegaéfinial relationship between the

619 Attachment to letter from Justin to Kleinbergemudary 9, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 30, Folder 21.
620 Attachment to letter from Justin to Kleinbergemuary 9, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 30, Folder 21.
621 Summary Report, November 14, 1935, ibid., PaRdk 30, Folder 21.

219



American Nationalist Party and FNG. To that enelvls and LAPD Detective A.C.
Arnold discussed a plan for bugging Schwinn’s angjlies’ homes, as well as FNG
and (William Pelley’s) Christian Party offices. &plan called for Arnold to rent the
restaurant at Deutsche Haus for a private partynguvhich the police would install
Dictaphone equipment. Arnold was also to secusgestlctrical blueprints for the
Merritt Building — home of the Christian Party —tbat Lewis could wire those offices.
The report states that, “Lewis paid for the Dictapd equipment®??

The fact of this conversation is stunning. Itfoons Lewis’ political influence
with the police; but evidence of the conversatianletter written by the detective
involved to his captain -- explicates the deptlthefinfluence the LAJCC had with
police. Copies of that correspondence along vighfinal police report detailing these
plans are in the LAJCC files. LAPD detective Amhsknt a copy of the original
document to Los Angeles Police Commissioner Raynkkrger at the close of the
investigation. Kleinberger was a member of the C&Jboard?® Kleinberger must
have given the report to Lewis. Hence, while Legullivated influence with beat
detectives, the Jews of Los Angeles had politictilience on the Police Commission.
Over the next several years as Nazi activity indibheescalated, Lewis, Hollywood’s
spies, and the LAJCC leveraged this political ieflae with the LAPD as a primary

method of resisting Nazism in the city.

622 11h;
Ibid.
623 Attachment to letter, Justin to Kleinberger, Jagui 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 30, Folder 21.
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Organizational Restructuring and Expansion

After 1935, the Third Reich increased its propagacaimpaign in the United
States by feeding indigenous groups with antisentio-Nazi literature that these
domestic propagandists used in their own newstgtpamphlets and books. Thus
was the virus of antisemitism spread in Americalitipal culture. The volume of
antisemitic literature hitting the streets in Losgkles exploded after 1935. Not so
surprisingly, so did domestic right-wing activitidollywood’s spies were firmly
planted inside this right-wing subculture in Losg&tes, and they churned out
thousands of pages of eyewitness reports and prisoamrce documents for Lewis to
file.

The organized Jewish community of Los Angelesardpd to the escalation
in Nazi activity after 1935 by reorganizing and arging its representation. In 1937,
the United Jewish Welfare Fund of Los Angeles fairtiee Los Angeles Jewish
CommunityCouncilto better coordinate the delivery of social andfave services in
the Jewish communi}?* The Council was a federation of most the Jewish
organizations in the city, which included the Lasg&les Jewish Community
Committee. The LAJCC became the Council’s puldiatrons arm. It dealt with the
on-going challenges of Nazism, antisemitism andrargnation in the city through
its fact-finding activities and outreach activitiehe incorporation of the LAJCC
into the new Los Angeles Jewish Council meantttmral AJCC was now officially

part of the organized Jewish community’s goverrgtigcture. No longer merely a

624 Qutline, Resume of Committee History [1939], ibidlart 2, Box 9, Folder 1.
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board of self-selected crusaders, the LAJCC woald report to and represent the
interests of a far more representative communay 5od

The LAJCC made changes to both its back-office apmr and to its board
during this time period. The changes institutetertfthe LAJCC’s on-going political
confidence and agency in combating Berlin’s expagdaicursion into American
political culture. In 1938, Lewis hired Joseph Roo run the day-to-day undercover
operation and serve as second in command of th€CAaffice. Roos was a Jewish
German-American newspaperman from Chicago who kpérence in undercover
investigations of Nazi activit}?® Roos created a master filing system that made it
easy to research and cross-reference the hundredsnes of people and
organizations cited in the growing archive.

The master filing system (still intact in the araghtoday) enabled Lewis to
produce documentary evidence for local and fedw#fa@lials, as he had done with the
analysis of th&Vorld Servicébook review and in exposing Schwinn’s duplicity
concerning the Bund’s role in the proclamationdecit. The archive contained such
reliable information that local law enforcementicéfs, military intelligence agents,
FBI investigators, and Department of Justice ingasbrs regularly visited the

LAJCC's office during World War Il to do researtH.

% Recommended Changes, Articles of IncorporatiornsfAngeles Community Counfdib37],
American Jewish Committee PapdBgographical FilesCenter for American Jewish History/YIVO,
New York, NY, Box 3, Folder “Communal Organizatighs

6% pitt, Leonard and Murray Wood. “Joseph Roos Oiiatdtly,” Joseph Roos Papers, Box “News
Research Service,” Folder 11.

%27 The relationship between the LAJCC and federasstigators between 1939-1941 is borne out in
various files and isolated correspondence througBatt 2 of the archive. For Naval Intelligences se
“Zacharias, [Commander] Ellis M,” CRC Papers, RamBox 42, Folders 1-4.
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The LAJCC itself was also reorganized into two solmmittees. The first
one met regularly downtown and responded to ind¢glehlocal antisemitic
harassment and discrimination in Los Angeles. ding relationships with other
minority group civil rights organizations and nagctarian religious groups in the
city, the “downtown branch” of the LAJCC laid theuhdation for Jewish leadership
in the post-war civil rights movement in Los Angelé®

The second sub-committee was responsible for maintathe undercover
fact-finding work to fight insurgent Nazism. Segiup offices in Hollywood, the
Motion Picture Division of the LAJCC was createdl®B37 (see Appendix 5:
Executive Committee of the Hollywood Branch.) &swcomprised of producers,
actors, and the studios’ lawyérs. Independent producer Walter Wanger was the
chair of the Hollywood branch of the LAJCC. Thedtion picture group,” as Lewis
referred to them, met every Friday afternoon uhelend of the war. They provided
talent and direction for privately commissionedioaahd screen productions
promoting Americanisrfi*°

The LAJCC'’s board membership diversified and expanaetween 1937-
1945. LAJCC members were lawyers, judges, businessand Jewish “club”
women, all of whom were well-connected to both ldeavish and secular social,

commercial and political networks (see AppendiX&JCC Membership List,

%8 Shana Bernstein, “From Civil Defense to Civil RigiThe Growth of Jewish Interracial Civil Rights
Activism in Los Angeles,” inThe Jewish Role in American Life: Annual Reyietk William Deverell
(Los Angeles: USC Casden Institute, 2009). The L&J@ad subcommittees focused on different
community issues, such as Education, Social Welf@igy Hall Matters,” and Police. See Lewis to
Silberberg, November 11, 1936, CRC Papers, P&@bx 24, Folder 2.

%29 Motion Picture Division files, CRC Papers, ParB®xes 17-18.

3% Qutline, Resume of Committee History [1939], CR&pers, Part 2, Box 9, Folder 1.
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1942.%%! Lewis was particularly proud that members from ‘thig three” Jewish
organizations in Los Angeles (American Jewish Cesgy ADL, and AJC) were
represented, and had been able to “submerge ity gifferences” to work more
harmoniously in LA than were their national lead&fsMoreover, the LAJCC board
was a remarkably stable group. By 1945, the bbaddevolved into a representative
body comprised of delegates from over thirty Jevpishitical, cultural, social, and
welfare organizations in Los Angeles. Remarkaivigny of the men and women
who joined Lewis in 1933 were still at the tablelig45°%

The LAJCC, however, was not a completely inclusiveepresentative group.
It was comprised primarily of representatives ofldié and upper middle class
Jewish organizations, and specifically excluded'tbigist elements” within the
Jewish community. In a letter to American Jewisimhittee member Sydney
Wallach, Lewis wrote that those people “were in@msabotaging the new
organization,” and that he was “trying to ‘easé@fn] out of strategic position§>*
While no organization can be truly representatiiva community of 65,000, the
LAJCC was more representative than past communityps had been and was more
successful in mediating intragroup differences trequently divided Jewish

communities across the counffy.

831 Community Committee [membership list, n.dbjd., Part I, Box 2, Folder 8.

832 etter, Lewis to Alfred Cohen [National PresidefiB’nai Brith], May 22, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box
23, Folder 18.

633 Draft, January 18, 1945, ibid., Part 2, Box 9,deo|3.

834 etter, Lewis to Sydney Wallach, December 13, 1958., Part 2, Box 24, Folder 17.

835 Bernstein, “From Civil Defense to Civil Rights: &Growth of Jewish Interracial Civil Rights
Activism in Los Angeles,” 58-60; Max Vorspan anaytl P. GartnerHistory of the Jews of Los
AngeleqPhiladelphia: Jewish Publication Society of Amari1970), 221.
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Within two years, the LAJCC was subsumed into théscJewish federation
of charitable organizations, in accordance withabesolidation of the community’s
philanthropic infrastructure. The Jews of Hollywdogrovided the lion’s share of
funding for the Welfare Board and, therefore, fog t AJCC through the end of the
war®%® In 1937, David O. Selznick crafted a solicitat&trategy for the motion
picture group that Lewis praised as efficient amatlpctive. The motion picture
group raised $180,000 of the $300,000 collectedherJewish Welfare Board that
year. Lewis noted that several individuals frorma thotion picture group personally

contributed $10,000 or more with little urgifiY].

Conclusion

Historically, the proclamation incident heraldee #rrival of Nazi-sponsored
political antisemitism in Los Angeles in the 1930shree ways. First, its language
belied its Nazi influences. Second, its sponsgw American Nationalist Party, was
modeled after the Nazi Party, right down to itdification of the use of violence
against Jews as a legitimate political tactic. r@hits partnership with the Friends of
the New Germany in distributing (forty thousand iegpof) the proclamation in
southern California and beyond marked the origirencalliance between the Friends
of the New Germany (soon to be known as the Gerfmaarican Bund) and far

right-wing groups in Los Angeles that reflectedradaler Nazi-inspired political

63 pijtt and Wood, “Joseph Roos Oral History.”

837 etters, Lewis to Sydney Wallach (AJC), March 837 and June 4, 193&JC Chronological Files
American Jewish Committee Papers, Jacob Blausibimaly. American Jewish Committee, New York
City.
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movement across the counfrf. Moreover, the appearance of the proclamation
across the country unveiled channels of viruleemigmission that empowered even
solo propagandists to reach thousands of Ameritan.was through these channels
that Nazi-influenced political antisemitism spreamloss the country in the late 1930s,
fomenting the intimidating political climate for Aemican Jews. The proclamation
incident presaged the emergence of hundreds ofesidazi-influenced groups in
Los Angeles during the late 1930s that persistealitih the end of World War 1.

Historiographically, the investigation of the praiation incident marked a
new phase in Jewish political agency in Los AngeResponding quickly and
decisively to the event, Leon Lewis engaged two imdarmants who quickly
uncovered the facts. Lewis’ decisive action dernratss a degree of political
confidence and agency that contrasts with conseswudusions that American Jews
were too paralyzed to defend themselves. Furtherntioe adjustments Lewis made
to the LAJCC board and to the back-office operatialso demonstrate a will and
commitment to meet the challenges which insurgeazi$in posed to the Jews of Los
Angeles.

The investigation into the proclamation incidertabsshed a new and
influential relationship between the LAJCC and Ideav enforcement. In the course

of the proclamation investigation, Leon Lewis beeaartrusted advisor to the Los

638 Memorandum, October 6, 1936 Re: Henry DouglasnrA@RC Papers, Part 1, Box 10, Folder 5.
639 etter, LLL to Gutstadt, December 6, 1935, ibBox 23, Folder 14. After polling ADL members
across the country immediately after the proclammagissault in LA in early October 1935, ADL
executive director Richard Gutstadt wrote thatgreclamation had been distributed to “16 or 17esiti
around the country. See [ADL] Form Letter, Octobel 935, ibid., Part 1, Box 23, Folder 12; [ADL]
Form Letter, December 5, 1935, ibid., Part 1, B8xRblder 14.
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Angeles police. In the years following the invgation, and particularly between
1941-1945, Lewis’ reputation as a reliable sourfd@formation on Nazi activity in
the city extended his influence to the Long Beawth &an Diego police departments,
to the FBI, to the U.S. Justice Department, and.®. Naval Intelligence agents in
San Diegd*® As testament to Lewis’ stature with local autties, the Los Angeles
Police Commission deputized Lewis in 1938. Policenmissioner Ray Kleinberger
sent Lewis a Los Angeles County Deputy Sheriff tdexation card to be used,
ostensibly, in situations in which he might needhtercede quickly as a deputized
officer of the court. The accompanying letteriinsted Lewis to “keep the card
accessible to show to any Police Officer on denfaanat] set the expectation that
Lewis would “cooperate with the Police Departmemiati occasions and uphold its
policies.”®*

The proclamation incident explicates the sourcéeofish political influence
in Los Angeles: information. Democracy requir@ngparency, and transparency

requires information. Ironically, the LAJCC wasded to resort to covert methods in

order to realize that objective. The informatiafiected by Hollywood'’s spies and

%49 Documents corroborating the LAJCC's relationshithwaval intelligence can be found in ibid.,
Part 2, Box 42, Folders 1-4; also see memorandyril 29, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 40, Folder 14.
Correspondence scattered throughout the collecbommborates Lewis’ relationship with other local
and federal authorities. For example, Lewis workledely with police Captain Owen Murphy on the
McLaglen affair. See ibid., Part 1, Box 10, Fokl&b-12; also see Part 1, Box 30, Folder 27 andZar
Box 224, Folder 22. For examples of the LAJCC'sitiehship with the Justice Department during the
sedition trials of 1944, see Los Angeles Examingpihg File, Special Collections, Doheny Library,
University of Southern California, Los Angeles, (8gx “Correspondence,” Folder 6 (“Old Stuff”).

641 etter, Kleinberger to Lewis, December 1937, CR(pdts, Part 1, Box 30, Folder 20. Distribution
of such police ID cards was not out of the ordin&geGerald WoodsThe Police in Los Angeles:
Reform and Professionalizatighlew York: Garland, 1993); Thomas Sitton, “Urbaglitics and

Reform in New Deal Los Angeles: The Recall of Maloaink L. Shaw” (Dissertation, University of
California, 1983), 113.
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archived by Leon Lewis proved to be the sourceswfigh political influence in the
fight against insurgent Nazism in Los Angeles ia 1#930s. Confirming historian
Henry Feingold’s assertion that American Jewislitigal power is most effective
when it is aligned with national priorities, théammation collected by the LAJCC
proved to be a potent weapon in defending Americtarests as well as American
Jewish ones. Lewis’ use of that information to@seinsurgent Nazism to the
American public was a primary example of effectpaditical agency and influence.

There are two other factors that also may accaurthe LAJCC's increased
political influence with the LAPD during and aftiéere proclamation investigation.
Recalling that police chief James Davis had corelediagly shown Leon Lewis the
door in 1933 for suggesting that Nazis posed alprolworth investigating, Lewis’
new status with local law enforcement may havelbssito do with a change in
political heart by LA’s police than with Ingram Hoes' ill-chosen selection of the
Los Angeles Timess the foil for his propaganda stunt. Tius Angeles Timesas
the most powerful political entity in the city. Had been closely allied with the
police department for decades. The surreptitiossriion of the flyer into the paper
struck at the paper’'s commercial integrity. Thegmation incident may have
unintentionally drawn police attention to Nazi &ities in the city. Although there is
no evidence documenting publisher Chandler’s prigbaistrage over the incident, it
is for certain that police attention paid to theident that elevated Leon Lewis to

trusted advisor on Nazi activity in the city was/dn by theTimes long-standing
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alliance with the police and by Chief Davis, whosw&handler's man®? Moreover,
the LAJCC'’s stock with the LAPD may have risenhe years following the
proclamation incident as a result of the departdit@hief Davis himself. In 1938, an
unusual alliance of left-wing economic groups aodservative moral reformers
rallied against the rampant vice, corruption, araftgn the city and held a recall
election of then Mayor Frank Shaw. A new mayoetéher Bowron was swept into
office as a reformer, vowing to clean up city posit Bowron abolished the Red
Squad, demoting its captain Bill Hynes to beat @y fired police chief James
Davis for his less-than-textbook methods of lanoerémenf*?
** ok

Nazi-influenced propagandists like Ingram Hughedifarated in Los
Angeles after 1935. Between 1936-1941 the LAJCG@itared hundreds of Nazi-
influenced domestic right-wing groups that came aedt in Los Angeles, and
directed Hollywood’s spies to infiltrate the madstdatening (see Appendix 7: Partial
List, Right-wing Individuals and Groups Investigatay the LAJCC, 1936-1946).
Like Hughes, some of these right-wing leaders wimé to be nothing more than
fly-by-night “patrioteers” seeking personal finaalcgain through political rabble-
rousing. Others were better organized and funkdad twvas Hughes, and their groups
became viable threats. Set within the contextafilersecution of German Jews

and Berlin’s burgeoning antisemitic propaganda nekwlLeon Lewis and the

842 Sjtton, “Urban Politics and Reform in New Deal LAsgeles: The Recall of Mayor Frank L. Shaw,”
74.

643 Hannah Bloomlos Angeles Transformed: Fletcher Bowron's UrbafoRe Revival, 1938-1953
(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 200%he Passing of 'Red' Hyned\ation (August

2, 1952).
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LAJCC could not afford to ignore these groups. Isesent Hollywood'’s spies to
investigate while he cultivated relationships aactits that gave the LAJCC the
political influence it needed to effectively resissurgent Nazism in Los Angeles.
The chapters that follow explicate in detail thelenmtover activities of Hollywood’s
spies inside the German-American Bund and theivisatllies in Los Angeles, and

the ways in which the LAJCC leveraged informatiorcémbat them.
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Chapter Six
Exposing the Berlin Connection, 1936-1940

The investigation of the proclamation incident 88% took eight week¥'*

At the end of the investigation, the Los Angelebgaeohad identified the author of the
flyer and his collaborators, but no charges weoaiggnt, as no laws had been broken.
For Leon Lewis and the LAJCC, however, the casensaglosed. The incident had
disclosed disturbing new relationships betweeniBgetthe Friends of the New
Germany (FNG), and domestic, right-wing activi$tatithe Jews of Los Angeles
could not afford to ignore. Consequently, the LE&JQaintained its covert, fact-
finding operation inside the German-American Bund #s nativist allies in Los
Angeles even after the police had closed the cBeethe next five years,
Hollywood’s spies submitted daily reports to Leaswlis from inside the German-
American Bund and its Nazi-influenced allies. Kalbod’s spies rose to trusted
leadership positions inside the Bund that made tivéness to secret meetings,
planning sessions and conversations. Everydaihénext five years, Hollywood’s
spies submitted reports documenting the “Berlinnemtion” exposing the German-
American Bund’s anti-democratic political goals.

This chapter explicates Hollywood’s spies’ infiticn of the German-
American Bund in Los Angeles between 1936-194ethonstrates the LAJCC'’s
on-going political agency in combating the riseaafomestic Nazi-influenced
movement in the city that became part of a brofoiérfragmented) fascist

movement in the United States between 1936-193& ifformation collected by

44 [LAPD] Summary Report, November 14, 1935, CRC Pgdeart 1, Box 30, Folder 21.
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Hollywood's spies was passed onto congressionalsityators between 1938-1940
and guided the Dies Committee in its investigabba Nazi “Trojan horse” in
America. Later, Justice Department officials usezlevidence collected by
Hollywood's spies in its 1944-46 prosecution of tiyesix Bund members and Nazi-
influenced, right-wing activist§"> Throughout it all, the role that the Jews of Los
Angeles played in collecting that information, wei known by the public at the
time, nor by historians since who have used thederfl records as the basis for their
analyses.

In presenting this evidence as proof of Jewismagé Los Angeles, this
chapter necessarily details the political actigitid the German-American Bund
during these years. This chapter, therefore, ptesenew source of evidence
corroborating and deepening the historiographicewstdnding of the role the Bund
played as a conduit for Nazi propaganda in theddin8tates. While previous
scholarly analyses have investigated the Bund'gigall life at the national level
through government documents and Congressionaht@asy, this chapter presents a
snhapshot of how the Bund’s national political objezs were executed at the local

level, as witnessed by informarif§.

%4> For evidence of the LAJCC's support of the seditidals of 1944-1946, see correspondence in Box
“Correspondence, Folder 6 (“Old Stuff”), Joseph R&apers, Special Collections, Doheny Library,
University of Southern California, Los Angeles, (tfereafter, Joseph Roos Papers). For more on the
sedition trials themselves, see: Maximilian St.-fgecand Lawrence Denni&, Trial on Trial: The

Great Sedition Trial of 1944St. Louis: National Civil Rights Committee, 194Beo P. Ribuffo,The

Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far Right frdhe Great Depression to the Cold War
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1983), tbap; Glen Jeansonn@/omen of the Far Right:

The Mothers' Movement and World War(IChicago: University of Chicago, 1996); O. JohwgBe,

The Official German Report: Nazi Penetration, 198%#2 (New York: T. Yoseloff, 1961).

648 .S. House of Representativ&snergency Report (1934eport 153 (1935); Special Committee
on Un-American Activities, Investigation of Un-Anieain Propaganda Activities in the United States,
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Old Foe, New Face

Despite Leon Lewis’ optimism that the McCormack-gGitein Committee
hearings had neutralized Nazism in the United Stateither Nazi propaganda nor
the Friends of the New Germany disappeared follguie hearings. In the wake of
the embarrassing public revelations exposing Banappropriate propaganda
activities in the United States and the nefaricnigtipal ambitions of the Friends of
the New Germany, both entities spent 1935 regraupirhe Friends of the New
Germany emerged more radical and flagrantly NatiBoaialist, and Berlin
reorganized its propaganda tactics in the UnitedeStto better camouflage its
intrusion into American political culture. In respse, the LAJCC also changed.
Leon Lewis engaged new informants to meet the ehgéls that Berlin’s new
propaganda tactics posed, which relied on the FdliBgrimary agent in Los

Angeles. By the beginning of 1936, the old playdrfiad new faces.

Berlin and the German-American Bund

The Friends of the New Germany re-emerged afteMt@ormack-Dickstein

Union Calendar No. 2., ¥8Cong., (1939); Report No. 1476, (194B)eliminary Report, Un-American
Activities of Various Nazi Organizations and Indivals in the United States, Including Diplomaticdan
Consular Agents of the German Government, Speciair@ittee on Un-American Activitied7" Cong.;
Sander A. Diamondlhe Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-1BHAaca: Cornell University
Press, 1974); Ronald Johnson, “German American BumddNazi Germany, 1936-194Ktudies in
History and Societyol. 6, no. 2, 1975; Susan Caneéynerica's Nazis, a Democratic Dilemma: A
History of the German American Bu(ienlo Park: Markgraf Publications Group, 1990); Véa
Grover,Nazis in NewarKNew Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Publishers, 2003).
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Committee hearings in 1935 more confident and #atly National Socialist than
before®’ In fact, the Committee over-estimated the ro& tregative publicity
would play in delegitimizing FNG*® According to historian Susan Canedy, the
McCormack-Dickstein investigation may have inadeetly radicalized the grouff?
During 1935, Bund membership actually increasetstddan Sander Diamond
believes that the reason for this was renewed@atman feelings precipitated by the
hearings, causing some German-Americans to seélcabfefuge with the group in
1935%°

During 1935, FNG was more boisterous than evetsipolitical activism.
The group attracted even more negative publiddgws stories on their raucous,
antisemitic meetings in New York City, St. LouisdaChicago, and their street fights
with Jewish war veterans, filled the pap®s.n fact, the group attracted so much
negative press in 1935 that it created diplomatsions between the U.S. and
Germany?®? In December the German Foreign Ministry issuedféinial public
statement to assuage State Department concerntbéhatiends of the New German
was actually an agent of the Nazi government. iBerdered all Reich citizens to

resign from the group or risk losing their passpoffhe order was published in major

%47 CanedyAmerica's Nazis, a Democratic Dilemma: A Historytef German American Bun64.
%48 Constance B. Schulz, “Samuel Dickstein: Congressimvestigator, 1934-1939” (M.A. Thesis
{unpublished}, University of Cincinnati, 1964), gbter 3, Samuel Dickstein Papers, American Jewish
Archives, Cincinnati, OH.

649 CanedyAmerica's Nazis, a Democratic Dilemma: A Historytef German American Bun64.
%50 Diamond,The Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-198A Diamond estimates the New
York City chapter membership to be at about 10,0108.difficult to estimate the exact size of the
Bund, as membership fluctuated during the 1930s.Mbst conservative estimate for national
membership at its height in 1935 is 25,000. (Diah@89, endnote #24.)

®1pid., 48.

852 Diamond,The Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-1933, 145.
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U.S. papers and signed by Nazi Party chief RudeE€f* The pronouncement
eased diplomatic tensions, but had little impacEbiG’s propaganda activities.

In response, FNG reorganized to improve its imagée United States and to
better conceal its subversive political activitie€$Americanizing” their image, the
Friends of the New Germany changed its name t&G#renan-American Bund,
installed naturalized German-American citizengsteaders, and proclaimed itself
an American political defense organization for Aro@ns. No longer could it be
viewed as a group comprised of foreigners. The Gewnan-American Bund could
claim the protections of the Constitution in promgtits pro-Nazi political agenda.
Its new national fuehrer, Fritz Kuhn, announcedBhied’s unequivocal commitment
to defend America from the Communist scourge bynmiing a “national-socialist”
agenda in the United States:

[The goal of the new organization was to] Maintand to extend the

German-American Bund as an OFFENSIVE AND DEFENSIVE

MOVEMENT OF A NATIONALLY CONSCIOUS GERMAN-

AMERICAN PEOPLE [caps from original] who are natabhy-

socialistically and constitutionally dedicated e tservice of an actually

independent Aryan-governed United States of Amérita

Berlin, too, spent 1935 re-engineering its coveoppganda tactics in the
United States. Conceiving a new strategy that @aultivate indigenous right-wing
groups in the United States to serve as conduits &fazi propaganda, Berlin began

shipping large quantities of antisemitic, pro-Niterature, written in English for an

American audience to such right-wing groups andviddals. These groups, in turn,

%33 bid., 174-175, 204, 206.
84«Organizational Structure of the Bund,” quoteddanedy America's Nazis, a Democratic Dilemma:
A History of the German American Byrgs.
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either sold these materials to their members apdaters, or repurposed its content
in their own antisemitic newsletters, pamphlets] baoks, never citing Berlin as
their source. Thus did the channels of viruleotNazi antisemitism spread from
Berlin into the American political discourse. Acdmg to the Dies Committee’s
final report on Nazi propaganda activity in the tddi States in 1940, the volume of
antisemitic, pro-Nazi literature Berlin exportedth@ United States increased
dramatically after 193%°°

By the beginning of 1936, therefore, Berlin hagkesv, better-disguised
propaganda strategy for the United States, anddhheGerman-American Bund was
transformed into its primary agent. In Los Angetbée Bund leased and renovated a
large mansion at 634 West"15treet to be the group’s West Coast headquarters.
Under the guise of a new name, a new image, amsivehome, the German-American
Bund in Los Angeles facilitated Berlin’s new propada strategy with renewed

political passion.

Hollywood’s New Spies

As for the Jews of Los Angeles, the proclamatiomdent signaled these
transformations, and the LAJCC responded by relaingats undercover, fact-
finding operation in 1935. Hollywood'’s newest sibleil Ness and Charles
Slocombe, continued in their undercover work follogvthe closure of the official

police investigation. Ness remained Lewis’ mandaghe Bund through the end of

5°U.S. House of Representatives Special CommittddreAmerican Activities, Report No. 1476
(1940).
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1936, when it appears Neil Ness was discovered asf@mant®>® Charles
Slocombe, however, continued his undercover wosldeseveral domestic right-
wing groups for the LAJCC through 1942 (see chagdeen).

Two other men joined the ranks of Hollywood’s spgiesween 1936-1941 to
meet the challenge of Berlin’s “American Enlightesmti campaign. William
Bockhacker, alias W2, replaced Neil Ness as Hollya® spy inside the Bund
beginning in December 1937. Bockhacker was a Getmerican and he had
previous experience as an undercover agent, hawnked for the William Burns
Detective Agency. In 1936, Bockhacker was intreglto Leon Lewis by comedian
Eddie Cantor after Bockhacker offered his servtogbe Hollywood Anti-Fascist
League. Bockhacker worked for Lewis in 1938 aalary of $30 per week until
Lewis released him in late 1938, telling him theg £BI was taking over the
investigation of the Bund. Bockhacker, howeveter#old Dies Committee
investigators that the real reason Lewis dischalgedwas because Bockhacker
“would not color his reports to make them sensaidnBockhacker may have

worked as an informant for the Dies Committee iesBkrman-American groups

after the war begaf’

86 A letter written by then-commander of the Bundtsrs troopers, Reinhardt Kusche, to a local
American Legion commander divulged that Ness hatkgalrunk one night and boasted to his Bund
friends that he was an informant. See letter, Kunz&merican Legion, November 26, 1937, CRC
Papers, Part 1, Box 28, Folder 16.

857 After parting company with Lewis, Bockhacker iniesed with Dies Committee investigators to
work as an informant. It's not known whether he et job or not. See, Regarding William A.
Bockhacker, U.S. House of Representativies Sp&€aaimittee on Un-American Activities Authorized
to Investigate Nazi Propaganda and Certain Othgpd®yanda Activities (Dies),os Angeles Numbered
Case FilesNational Archive, Washington, DC. Box 12, FoldBockhacker, William A. Investigation,
#77.
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Charles Young was probably the FBI agent who reygld@ockhacker in late
1938. Young, alias Y-9, infiltrated the Bund foewis from the end of 1938 through
1941, and continued trailing former Bund membersugh 1942, even after the
group had been broken up by the FBI following ttiack on Pearl Harbor. Young,
like Bockhacker, was a first generation German-Aoaer who spoke German and
had investigative experience. He had previouslgke as an investigator for the
Los Angeles District Attorney’s office, and whileovking for Lewis, maintained his
connections with several local police departmehis)y and Naval Intelligenc&?®
Young’s reports not only document the Bund’s relaships with domestic right-
wing groups, they also include information on se$peé German and Japanese spies

who frequented Deutsches Haus between 1939-%841.

The Propaganda Network

Hollywood’s spy Neil Ness had infiltrated the Frisnof the New Germany as
part of the proclamation investigation in late 1938hen the police closed the
investigation, Ness remained undercover, repotbtrigeon Lewis for the next ten
months on the Bund'’s relationship with Berlin. Qiifig) himself as a writer and editor
for the Bund’s cause, Ness was quickly embraced/bgt Coast fuehrer Herman
Schwinn as just the kind of American recruit theugr was looking for. Schwinn
made Neil Ness an editor of tRalifornia Weckrufthe Nazified German-language

newspaper in Los Angeles, and gave Ness a desleitts¢ Bund’'s new headquarters

%8 Charles Young correspondence, CRC Papers, PRob@41, Folder 12.
9 Charles Young Reports, October-December 1939, iBitt 2, Box 41, Folders 17-18.
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at 634 West 18 Streef® Barely two months into his undercover assignmsess
described his privileged perch inside the Bundh@isi chess metaphor that Lewis
understood well:

| am in the king row. | find myself constantly psesl to maneuver

rapidly and intelligently so that | may always kebpir forces

uncovered while still protecting myself...Whethleey shall checkmate

me or | shall checkmate them or whether we botH beastalemated,

is still a questiori®*

Being in the “king row,” Ness posed as a committedporter of the Bund’s
mission to transplant Nazism to the United Statésss represented the Bund as a
public speaker, worked to recruit other Americanpin the new group, was present
at secret meetings with Nazi Party officials, aetpbed map out the Bund’s political
tactics. Ness was personally “nauseated” by #eednd duplicity that his work for
the Bund entaile@®? Instructed by Schwinn to say whatever would prenthe
Third Reich to the Americans he met, “[tlhere wasend to the outrageous lies the
[Bund was] willing to publish,” Ness wrote. WhaggWNess said in public about the
Bund or the Third Reich Schwinn promised would b#itially substantiated®®
Despite these ethical compromises, Ness was coathidtthe greater calling: “here,

by the Grace of God,” he wrote, “I find my servicehumanity an end which justifies

all means.®®*

650IN2] Report, March 6, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFolder 1; [N2] Report, January 9, 1936, ibid., Part
1, Box 6, Folder 26.

€51IN2] Report, March 6, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFolder 1.

%92 |pjd,

3 bid.

4 bid.
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During 1936, Neil Ness confirmed that Berlin wasféythe Bund’s primary
supplier of propaganda materfaf. Ness’ greatest contribution to the fact-finding
operation was the evidence he produced exposingqBearthe Bund’s primary
source of Nazi literature and the methods usediaggle and disseminate that
literature across the country. During that yeahvnn provided Ness with books,
pamphlets, and articles written by both local amaiean propagandists (including a
copy of Ingram Hughes’ proclamation) to help Nesseticanize the Nazi message
for the Bund®®® When Ness casually inquired about the sourckesfet materials, he
learned about Berlin’s evasive tactics to smuggbpaganda materials into the U.S.
Schwinn told him that third party distributors ireany were granted licenses by
the Nazi government to export government-printexppganda to countries all over
the world. Large quantities of German propagandepped in unmarked packages,
therefore, passed undetected through U.S. podatustioms services every week.
The materials were distributed by receiving agantsach country. Ness described
how the Bund reprinted this literature under adaisprint, removing all traces of the
German copyright, and then distributed it througtetwork of domestic right-wing

groups across the counfly/. The German-American Bund was one of dozens of

655 [N2] Report, January 18, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Bo¥older 26; also see CRC Summary Report,
September 1938/olume 1, Part |, Chapter 4, 44; ibid., Part X6, Folder 7Hearings before a
Special Committee on Un-American Activiti8pecial Committee on Un-American Activities"76
Cong., at 5495 (1939) (Neil Ness Testimony). (HiteeaNeil Ness Testimony.)

656IN2] Report, January 11 and 15, 1936, CRC Pajeng, 1, Box 6, Folder 26.

87 [N2] Report, January 18, 1936, and [N2] ReportyNd, 1936, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 7,
Folder 6.
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unofficial Reich propaganda agents in the UniteateStthat operated in this
fashion®®®

Ness’ work exposed Berlin’s duplicity with regatdsthe Bund. Despite
assurances from Germany in both 1935 and agaifids that it had no official
relationship with the Bund, Neil Ness documentedt tlcommunications, orders,
reports, propaganda material, etc., [were] pasdjadk and forth between Schwinn
and Arno Risse [second in command] and the heatkyaaif the Nazi Party in
Germany.®®® Ness witnessed exchanges between German stearagitéins and
Schwinn at least once a month. Sometimes, thaiceptame to Deutsches Haus to
personally deliver unmarked packages to SchwintheCtimes, Ness accompanied
Schwinn to the port to meet Nazi Party officialboard German steamships that
arrived several times a month in Los Angeles. @br&ary 10, 1936, Ness rushed
down to the port with Schwinn and storm trooper nomander Reinhold Kusche to
deliver some “very important documents” to tée before it sailed for Antwerp that
evening®’®

On March 10, 1936, Ness joined a group from Dewsdiaus to greet the
Oakland When they arrived at the dock, the group wasriakrectly to the captain’s
cabin where Schwinn turned over a briefcase, saythere are the reports.” The two
conversed in German for a while, and the grouptvas invited to stay for drink&?

According to Ness, the party turned “into a debaugli Captain Trauernicht took

658 IN2] Report, January 15, 1936, and [N2] Repomuday 18, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7, Folder 6.
9 CRC Summary Repoitol. 1, Part |, Chapter 4, 44; ibid., Part 2, Bd Zolder 7.

670IN2] Report, February 10, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Bg)Folder 27.

671 [N2] Report, March 10, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Boxrolder 1.
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one of the women in their group out of the room.their absence, the remainder of
the party got quite drunk. A fight broke out beémeSchwinn and another man over
improper advances made towards their female corapaMrs. Wistorf. About thirty
minutes later, Trauernicht and the other womarrmetlito the cabin quite drunk.
The two were flushed and in a “hilarious mood,” 8lesote. The captain offered to
take Mrs. Wistorf out to show her the same goocetibut she declined. Ness
recorded that he carried a very drunk Herman SamWwack to the car and that
Schwinn slept on Ness’ shoulder all the way badReatsches Hauf¥?

In May 1936, the captain of tif&chwabemdelivered a four-inch stack of
papers to Schwinn wrapped in brown paérLater that month, Ness went down to
the harbor with Schwinn to meet two ships that feeently arrived. Th@ortland
was in from Vancouver and Seattle on her way tar@ery, and th®aklandhad just
arrived from German$/* Ness reported on the routine exchange of “repéots
brown-paper wrapped packages sealed in red waxvéirat stamped, “Translation of
Propaganda for Foreign Consumpti8f”In his testimony before the Dies
Committee in 1939, Ness reported that sometim@®@861he contacts on these ships
changed from the ship’s captain to an officialle# Nazi Party who sailed onboard

every ship to confer with representatives from Id¢azi Party support groups in

672IN2] Report, March 10, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFp|der 1.
673IN2] Report, May 14, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box bjder 6.
674[N2] Report, May 25, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box Blder 6.
7> Memo, May 14, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7, Folder 6
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every porf’® Schwinn’s rendezvous with German Nazi Party @ficarriving on
German steamships took place monthly throughoustinemer of 19367’

The bulletins Schwinn received from Nazi Party @#is traveling on German
steamships were most likely from the German Propagalinistry’s official news
service, thaVorld Service According to Ness, the bulletins contained netesies
from the Nazi perspective, suitable for reprintingpro-Nazi newspapers abroad.
Thus was the Nazi perspective on world events dissged around the world,
including in the U.S. During Ness’ tenure as Halbhpd's spy inside the Bund in
1936, the bulletins carried news items extolling ¢juality of life for German laborers,
methods for cultivating indigenous leaders forKei movement, and instructions
on how to promote the upcoming Olympic games ifiBais a triumph of Nazisit®
Ness reported that “most of the material...publisimetheCalifornia Weckruf..in the
last five months has been taken from these budigtimhe bulletins were closely
guarded at Deutsches Haus and were not permittstiewf Schwinn’s private

office.t”®

Friends at the Consulate and Beyond

Between 1936-1939, the German-American Bund pogeditecal and

diplomatic challenge for the Third Reich. On tmedand, some German officials

676 Neil Ness Testimony, 5499 (1939).

677 See Ness’ reports for June, July and August 18B& Papers, Part 1, Box 7, Folders 6-8.

678IN2] Reports, January 3 and 15, 1936, ibid., BaBox 6, Folder 26.

79 Memo, May 14, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7, Foldef Be full description of propaganda importation
and the exchanges between Bund members and Getaaanship crews between 1936-1939 was
disclosed in th€RC Summary Repoivol. 1, Part I, Chapter 4, ibid., Part 2, Box E6jder 7.
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felt that the group was part of “greater Germanyhich the Reich sought to
cultivate for the future, worldwide, German empif@n the other hand, the Bund,
was undisciplined and unruly. Publicly, therefderlin continued to deny of having
any relationship with the Bund. Within the Gernkareign Ministry, however, some
officials in Berlin held out hope that the Bund twbbe corralled to the Reich’s
advantagé&® As a result of this ambivalence, Berlin maintaintose tabs on the
Bund in the United States from 1936-1938.Hoping on the one hand that the group
might one day be of service to the Fatherland,y@tdon the other, fearing the
political liabilities the Bund posed, Berlin instited its U.S. consuls to try to manage
the unruly grou® Hollywood's spies reported on Hermann Schwinn’s
relationships with these German government offsciptoducing more evidence of
the Berlin connection. At the end of 1935, follogiBerlin’s edict ordering all
German nationals to resign from the group, Bedints special agent named
Meyerhoffer to the United States to help FNG reaoige into the German-American
Bund®®® The deployment of Meyerhoffer reflected Berlih@pe at that time that the
group might yet become a political asset. Meydgrdadrrived in Los Angeles after
visits to New York and Detroit, two strongholdskMG activity. Neil Ness attended
the secret Meyerhoffer meetings in LA, and repodedhe new financial and

programmatic structure that Meyerhoffer orderedl@ssrvient Herman Schwinn to

%8 Johnson, “German American Bund and Nazi Germa®$641941,” 34-35; Diamond;he Nazi
Movement in the United States, 1924-134Bpters 7, 11.

%1 Johnson, “German American Bund and Nazi Germa®§611941.”

%82 Djamond, chapters 7, 11.

®83IN2] Report, February 19, 1936, CRC Papers, Pa@og 6, Folder 27; alssee CRC Summary
Report Volume 1, Part |, Chapter 4, 58, ibid., Part 8xB6, Folder 7; Neil Ness Testimony, 5503-4
(1939).
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follow. Meyerhoffer’'s appearance in Los Angeld® tleference paid to him by
Schwinn and his officers, and the control he assuover FNG, revealed Berlin's
secret objective to control the German-Americarugf8*

Hollywood’s spies also reported on the Bund’s refeghips with the German
consuls on the West Coast that further validatedB#rlin connection. Herman
Schwinn’s primary consular relationship was withsl&ngeles Consul Georg
Gyssling. The two men did not like each otherhvan consistently looked for
opportunities to make Gyssling look bad to his sigpe at the Foreign Office, hoping
that perhaps Gyssling would be dismissed and #h&sbhwinn) might be named to
replace Gysslin§®® Gyssling, on the other hand, saw Schwinn as loasaon that
needed to be tethered. Gyssling tried to contcblsnn per orders from Berlin, but
achieving this objective was difficult without exgng a relationship between
Germany and the Bund that Berlin had explicitlyiddrexisted.

It was precisely this opportunity that Neil Negedrto exploit. In April 1936,
Ness insinuated himself into a plot hatched to &estwinn by the members of an
anti-Schwinn contingent within the German-Americammunity in Los Angeles.
The plan called for the opposition group to segrptirchase the lease on Deutsches
Haus from the owner with funds provided by the Gbmgmself. If successful, the
anti-Schwinn faction hoped to wrest control of Bsehies Haus away from Schwinn,

and depose Schwinn as the leader of the Bund.plbhsupported Gyssling’'s

684IN2] Report, February 19, 1936, CRC Papers, Pabk 6, Folder 27; also, Neil Ness Testimony,
5503-4 (1939).
%85 CRC Summary Repoifolume 1, Part |, Chapter 3, 36, 38, CRC Papens, P&ox 26, Folder 5.
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political objectives as well. Neil Ness establdiemself as the messenger between
the two sides, hoping to expose Gyssling’'s paritgn in the scheme as evidence of
the German Foreign Ministry’s duplicity regardirigetBund®®®

In the days just prior to sealing the deal, Nes#ed Gyssling personally to
explain the plot and to secure Gyssling’s buyfefore agreeing to write the check to
purchase the lease, Gyssling demanded confirmttairthe lease was actually for
sale. Ness went to Gyssling's office and in Gygpti presence placed a call to the
owner of the building to assuage Gyssling’s congei®atisfied with the confirmation
Ness secured, Gyssling agreed to fund the transglfi Little did Gyssling know,
however, that Ness had actually phohedn Lewisnot the owner of the building, and
that the phone call between Ness and Lewis had $teged to trick Gyssling.

Several hours later, Gyssling recovered his diplicrsenses. He called Ness
and backed down from the plan. Gyssling explathetlhe was concerned that, if
Schwinn were ousted, Schwinn would not be ablepay the personal loans extended
to him by key German-American citizens in the comityu Schwinn might go to jail,
Gyssling told Ness, and he did not want to seeran@e go to jail. “You know that
would raise an awful stink in town and if it happédn| might not be consul very
long.”°®

More than likely, however, Gyssling realized thditpzal fall-out that

exposure of his involvement would bring not onlyhimself, but also to the German

686 IN2] Report, April 2, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFolder 3.
687 [1hi

Ibid.
%% |bid.
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Foreign Service. In light of Berlin’s recent ddrofany official association with the
Bund, the publicity of Gyssling’s involvement incsua plan would prove far more
dangerous politically than keeping SchwinrBamdesfuehrer
The plot failed, but it indicated the trusted piositthat Neil Ness had carved

out for himself with the Bund and with the Germamsul. Concerned that details of
the plot might get back to Schwinn, Ness told Scmjwithout revealing his own
role) that there was a group trying to take DewgsdHaus away from him. Schwinn,
however, had heard about the plot from a loyal step. Consequently, Ness was
able to affirm his loyalty to Schwinn and to theehrerprincipe Nazism’s guiding
principle of blind obedience. Ness wrote that las wonfident that Schwinn believed
him.°%°

Hollywood’s spies continued to report on the Gerrmoansul’s relationship
with Herman Schwinn. Subsequent to the aborte@,ddass attended a meeting at
which Gyssling played peacemaker between the wafactions. He smoothed over
the ill feelings that the German-American societresA had towards the Bund, and
helped the Bund in its hour of financial need bytiwg a check for $145. Ness
witnessed Gyssling giving the check to Schwinntet,gboth men confided to Ness
separately that Gyssling’s financial aid to the 8inad to be carefully conceal&d.

In his statement to the Dies Committee, Ness tedtthat Gyssling had provided

%89 bid.
89 bid., and [N2] Report, April 28, 1936, ibid., 4, Box 7, Folder 4. Also see Neil Ness Testimony
5512 (1939).
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financial assistance to the Bund corroborateddkgmony of other investigators who
confirmed the German Foreign Ministry’s inapprofeiaupport of the Buntf*
Between 1936-1940, Herman Schwinn met frequentlly ®erman consuls
from other cities. In September 1937, San Frandiderman Consul Manfred von
Killinger visited Los Angeles, ostensibly to attethe Bund’'s annual German Day
celebration before being recalled to Berlin. Kiger, who was assigned by the Reich
to organize the Bund in preparation for the conilagi sabotage offensive against
American shipping and aircraft industries, socedizvith local Silver Shirt leaders
Kenneth Alexander and Henry Allen and accordin§ltecombe, discussed “their

mutual political interests®®

Several months later, Schwinn met privately wibin
Killinger onboard the German steanf@comaand received instructions from the
consul before von Killinger sailed home to Germ&HyLater that year, Captain Fritz
Weidemann, Hitler's personal adjutant, visited Logjeles and also met behind
closed doors with Gyssling and Schwftih.Bockhacker reported that meetings

between Schwinn and Gyssling continued during 1%38puded in deep

secrecy.®®

%91 Dies Committee investigator John Metcalfe’s testipmbefore the Dies Committee (1938) quoted in
CanedyAmerica's Nazis, a Democratic Dilemma: A Historghaf German American Bunii8s.
692[1C19] Report, September 13, 1937, CRC Papers,IP&ox 10, Folder 10.

893 \W2 Report, January 7, 193Bjd., Part 2, Box 32, Folder 24. Also s&RC Summary Report
Volume 1, Part |, Chapter 3, 40, ibid., Part 2, Béx Folder 6.

94 CRC Summary Repoibid. It is interesting to note that Hitler gawdedemann the task to deny
Fritz Kuhn official support for the Bund in 1938 s Kuhn visited Germany. Wiedemann summarily
dismissed Kuhn and the Bund when Kuhn visited Gegnia 1938. See Johnson, “German American
Bund and Nazi Germany, 1936-1941." It is probabbt WWeidemann was similarly as stern with
Schwinn later that year, following the Reich’s gglto reign in the Bund after 1936.

9 CRC Summary Repoiolume 1, Part |, Chapter 3, 36, CRC Papers, BaBox 26, Folder 6.
Wiedemann replaced von Killinger as the Nazi Coms@an Francisco in 1939. He directed Nazi
espionage activities on the west coast, includoitaborations with the Japanese.
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In early 1938, Berlin planted a Gestapo agent, Haebel, inside the Bund in
Los Angeles. The move appears to have been inteiodgain the kind of internal
control over the Bund that Gyssling could not musts the second officer in
command of the Bund, Diebel’s job was to manageAtlyan Book Store; but in
reality, Diebel was in Los Angeles to report bagiBerlin on Schwinn’s activities.
Schwinn discovered Diebel as a mole quite by aatjdend confided the revelation
with Hollywood’s spy, William Bockhacker. In 1938chwinn went to Germany on
Nazi Party business. When he returned he toldottkBacker that he was surprised to
find copies of every communication that he (Schwimad ever written on file in
Germany. Bockhacker reported of Lewis that

Schwinn [was] surprised to see copies of each aad/e@rder he had

issued when he was in Germany. It seems that ihsmmeone

unbeknownst even to Schwinn, who has access tofatmation of

the Bund and reports regularly to some authorit@ammany. It is

either Deibel or Riss&°
Hollywood's spies, it seems, were not the only as@gng on Schwinn. The
Gestapo was watching as well.

* ok *

The information Hollywood’s spies produced expodiaglin’s efforts to
reign in the Bund were even more incriminating thas the propaganda network. It
was one thing for Berlin to ship propaganda literatto Americans to read or to

distribute. The first amendment protected thatdgt and as the proclamation

incident demonstrated, the LAJCC could not usddivweto stop American citizens

898 \W2 Report, May 19, 1938, CRC Papers, Part 2, EnpX¥8lder 35.

249



from distributing Nazi propaganda. On the otherchaf the Bund was operating as
an American political organization as it profesgéen its relationship with officials
of a foreign government raised legitimate questmimsut its loyalties. So, too, did
Berlin’s direction of the business and financidhat of an American organization
raise doubts about inappropriate political actatbetween friendly countries. After
1938, new legislation resulting from the McCormaukkstein hearings governed
such relationships, and the information collectgdHbllywood’s spies exposing the
Berlin connection prompted federal authoritiesnweeistigate that relationship (see

chapter eight$?’

Americanizing Nazism

In the years following the proclamation incidentios Angeles, Hollywood'’s
spies not only exposed the Bund as one of Berlunistional propaganda agents, it
also exposed the group as an ideological agentaissh. The information collected
by Hollywood’s spies between 1936-1939 directlylidmged the Bund’s repeated
claim of being an American organization dedicateddgfending democracy.
Hollywood’s spies proved that the Bund’s true podit objective was to Americanize

Nazism.

897 Congress passed the Foreign Agent RegistratiomfXt®38 as a result of the McCormack-Dickstein
investigations. It required anyone working as gppganda agent of a foreign government to register
with the State Department. Congress passed thehisoand Smith Acts in 1940 that closed several
loopholes in the 1938 legislation, setting the mimin age for registered individuals to 14, and
requiring all organizations under the pay of a iigmegovernment to register with State Department as
well.
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FalseRepresentations
Herman Schwinn consciously manipulated the image®Bund and Nazism.
At the national level, Herman Schwinn was secorg tlmFritz Kuhn. Locally,
therefore, he took pride in representing himself@ie Fuehrer Des Westehs
Western Regional Commander - and enjoyed the defergaid to him by the Bund
members. Outside Deutsches Haus, however, Schwasrcareful in the way he
represented himself. Neil Ness witnessed Schwitroduce himself to a prospective
recruit and donor as “the representative of théeHgovernment on the west
coast.®®® Just two days earlier, however, Ness reporteSbawinn had taken
umbrage when referred to as a “Nazi” by the Assidastrict Attorney as the two
men waited for their appointment to see DA BurtadtsF
“Who represents the Nazis?” the DA’s assistanef@n] asked,
[calling Schwinn and Ness for their appointment.]
Schwinn was quick to reply that there are no BlaziAmerica.
“Nazis are a German political party and are nos@né anywhere in
America. We are purely an American organization. Vee a
House and our newspaper has a circulation of 1G0@e a
month.”
Upon leaving the appointment, Ness reported trairersation outside the
building:
| was surprised at the way Schwinn representeddifrand
Deutsches Haus. Schwinn was not concerned in dyehe
misrepresented Deutsches Haus.
“Who is going to tell them any different? And withey don’t
know wont hurt them,” he said.
| cautioned him that if either the assistant of B find out

that Schwinn had misrepresented the Bund, theyosillpretty sore”
and might stop their patronage of Deutsches Haus.

98 N2] Report, July 24, 1936, CRC Papers, Part X BdFolder 9.
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Schwinn dismissed my concern. “Aw, quit worryimgyn'’t
yOU?’ﬁgg

The two incidents reveal Schwinn’s understandinthefvalue and the
liability of being seen as a Nazi. In the firsstance, Schwinn purposely exaggerated
his status in order to impress a would-be recriifie scene in the District Attorney’s
office, however, reveals Schwinn’s understandirgg tis Nazi affiliation was
sometimes best denied. Both Schwinn’s boastfujjgewation of his official status as
an official of the German government and his deaieihe DA'’s office were included
in Lewis’ report to the Dies Committé& The first, as evidence that the Bund was,
in fact, an official agency of the Third Reich, @&hé second as evidence of the
Bund’s duplicitous character.

Schwinn manipulated the Bund’s image and Nazissuibhis recruitment
goals as well. After 1935, it was critical thatrBumembers be American citizens so
that they could use their constitutional right$reee speech to shield them from
prosecution. “We can be much more useful in thekwee are doing for our
fatherland,” Schwinn told Bund members in 1936 wWé are American citizens. As
citizens we have the right to open our mouths ardahd equality of rights’®*

Hence, Schwinn actively sought to recruit Americems the Bund.

Recruiting Americans, however, required a cert@hothacy and tact, if not

duplicity. Bockhacker reported that Schwinn untieyd that Jew-baiting did not

strike the same chord with “small town Americans’itadid with German

99IN2] Report, July 22, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFolder 9.
" CRC Summary Repoi¥olume 1,Part |, Chapter 2, 42, ibid., Part 2, Box 25, Folgle
O1\W2 Report, May 16, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 32ldeo 25.
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audiences$?® Hence, Schwinn conscientiously toned down hisantitic rhetoric
when addressing Anglo-American audiences. As t@nraltive approach, Schwinn
promoted the Bund to Anglo-Americans by revising Lhistory, featuring the central
role that German-Americans had played in every Aecaerpolitical crisis since the
Civil War and urging his audiences to join the Bumdhe nation’s current struggle
against Jews and Communi&ts.
In his testimony before the Dies Committee in 1988i] Ness provided the

text from Schwinn’s address to new inductees airitigtion ceremony in July 1936.
In the speech, Schwinn skillfully manipulated Gennaad American political
interests, telling his new inductees that theggitince to the Bund would save
America from the Communist foe:

We are gathered here for the purpose of fightimgafoommon cause.

We are formed in one union here for two great psegofirst, to fight

for the cause of our Fatherland in all its relasionth other nations;

second to work for a close union between our Fiethdrand our

adopted country, the United States. We expecifaibu to give all that

you can in this cause. Now you are expected toraichlly and

financially but there may soon come a time when iyay have to aid

physically in a new and greater struggle. Whentihege comes we

expect you to give all. Your blood or your life whever may be

necessary. Now, | welcome you to this organizasiod once more
command you to give all for the great cause of Wiyigu are now a part.

92 pid.
%3 Schwinn Up North Speaking in Portland and Seéfttertland Report), June 27, 1938, ibid., Part 2,
Box 32, Folder 26.
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Closing his presentation with “an all-American” lditsalute, Schwinn molded the
Nazi message for American audienf¥sSchwinn’s self-conscious rhetoric was
further evidence of the organization’s duplicity.

The Americanization of the Bund accelerated in 198&eries of public
gaffs by national fuehrer Fritz Kuhn, compoundedhm®yrevelations of the Nazi spy
ring trial in New York that year, cast dark shadawsthe group’s Nazi imag&®
Kuhn back-peddled and tried to smooth over the Bupdblic relations problems by
draping the Bund in patriotic colors. Working msithe Bund, Hollywood’s spy
William Bockhacker reported on the changes thaingumwas ordered to make by
New York to Americanize the Bund’s image: all magt were to be conducted in
English — no more German; the German flag was t@pkced with a new Bund flag
that incorporated a swastika on a field of stas stripes; the Nazi anthem, the
“Horst Wessgl was banned at the Bund’s public meetings, aed&hnd’s new
slogan, “Free America” was to replace the “Heillétit greeting that members
habitually offered to each oth&f

The new Americanization policies of 1938 went ferthKuhn's “insatiable

appetite for publicity,” his flagrant imitation éfitler’s style, and his boastful public

04IN2] Report, July 9, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7ld&r 8;CRC Summary Repoiol. 1, Part I,
Chapter 2, 25, ibid., Part 2, Box 25, Folder 6;IN&iss Testimony, 5492 (1939).

%5 Kuhn consistently made comments referring to thads relationship with Berlin, which not only
helped launch the Dies Committee, it also causedtistice Department to investigate the group
beginning in 1938. The discovery of the Nazi spygriby the FBI confirmed Berlin’s insidious activity
The trial gave Hollywood its first opportunity telltthe story of Bund subversion that they had been
waiting to expose to the public. See Leon G. Tuand David G. WittelsNazi Spy Conspiracy in
America(London: G. G. Harrap, 1939). Warner Brothers pazd a film based on the trial: Anatole
Litvak, dir., Canfessions of a Nazi Slyos Angeles: Warner Brothers, 1939).

"% william Bockhacker reported on the changes mamtiaéBund Order 21” in W2 Report,
September 19,1938, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 32¢Fafil Also se€RC Summary ReporPart 1,
Chapter 2, 489-90, ibid., Part 2, Box 27, Folder 17
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claims of power as the American fuehrer embarraBgelin, which issued yet
another public repudiation of the Bund and onceragalered all German nationals
to resign from the grouff” The loss of its core members, German nationafghtm
have caused the group to collapse once and foftrallesponse, Kuhn created front
organizations in New York and in Los Angeles tHatveed German nationals to
remain connected to the group without violatinglid&s edict. In Los Angeles, the
front group was called the “Militant OrganizatiohRatriotic Americans,” a name
that portrayed the group as American patriotscéiffely masking its affiliation with
the German-American Bund, and its non-American nmegsblinitially, the National
Patriots conducted their meetings at Deutsches Haiuslocated to Trinity
Auditorium to insure the appearance of distanceftiee Bund, according to
Hollywood’s spy Charles Young. Flyers issued aistritbuted on the streets of Los
Angeles by the new group betrayed the Patriotic Agaas’ association with the
Bund. In order to free America, the flyer read, &mans were urged to “Join the
Bund!” Hence, the Bund conflated a free Americthwiiazism in its not-so-subtle

campaign to transplant Nazism to Ameri¢&.

% Diamond,The Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-1€Hdpter 11Fritz Kuhn visited Berlin

in 1938 to try to secure Hitler's personal endorsemHitler refused to meet with Kuhn and delegated
his personal adjutant, and San Francisco Consite, \Biedemann to officially dismiss Kuhn and reject

the Bund. See Johnson, “German American Bund azd Glarmany, 1936-1941.” Fritz Kuhn was
arrested and convicted in 1939 for larceny andefigrgn 1939. The Kuhn trial prompted mass
resignations among Bund members across the codrteyBund limped along for two more years and

when the United States declared war on Germangtianwide FBI raid on Bund headquarters around

the country ended the organization.
"8 Flyer, “Free America,” CRC Papers, Part 2, BoxRdlder 14; see alBRC Summary RepoRart
I, Chapter 2, 503-04, ibid., Part 2, Box 27, Foltiér
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Fronts

In 1936, Herman Schwinn made Neil Ness chairmahefcamouflage
committee,” the planning group responsible for aigimg the Bund’s front&*® In
1938, William Bockhacker served in a similar capaglanning all social events for
the Bund’*® Combined, Ness and Bockhacker provided Leon Leitls the names
of the Bund'’s front organizations and the ways ol they injected Nazism into
their affairs. Their subtle, yet very consciousitss to “naturalize” Nazism in the
community, explicated the Bund'’s strategy to Amamize Nazism in Los Angeles.

The German-American Business League was one dirgihéronts established
by the new committee. On its face the League wadehed after other fraternal
business associations in the city, but, as a Bpodsored group, the League fronted
a Nazi political agenda at its businessmen’s luankend social programs. In their
roles as social coordinators, both Ness and Boddnatisclosed the Bund’s political
and social front organizations to the LAJCC, ara@rtiethods the Bund used to
leverage those fronts to achieve its political missthe Americanization of Nazism.

Bund front groups hosted a wide variety of cultuadl social events that
subtly naturalized the image of the swastikas, pditary storm troopers, and the
Nazi political agenda into the local cultural lacdge. These social, cultural and
political front organizations were created to aftiaos Angelenos who would not

have otherwise attended a Nazi-sponsored eventveBa 1936-1939, Bund fronts

"99IN2] Report, March 6, 1936 and [N2] Report, Ma&th 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7, Folder 1. Also
see, Neil Ness Testimony, 5520 (1939).
"9CRC Summary Repoitol. 1, Part 1, Chapter 2, 25, CRC Papers, Pa@BbR,25, Folder 6.
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sponsored a wide range of social and cultural eventa regular basis drawing
hundreds of locals to Deutsches Haus.

The German-American Business League’s annual latemal Folk Festivals
were one of the most successful Nazi fronts. Boptblic, the festivals were merely
social events. The invitation boasted that thesethe largest festivals of the
season. Entertainment included “a large prografetbhic] dancing and music,”
acrobats, “King” the wonder horse, “Buck” the modieg, games for young and old,
and wares from League businesses. The Internat@iiaFestivals were, however,
a pretext for injecting the Bund into the sociadl golitical fabric of the city. Local
political candidates were invited to these evesnts, promised time to greet the
crowd of local voters amidst the swastikas thatraeld Hindenburg Park and the
uniformed storm troopers who blended into the crowte presence of local
politicians lent credibility to event as well. \Walm Bockhacker reported that
fourteen local politicians (or their proxies) wen@ong the estimated 300 people
attending the festival in 1938"

William Bockhacker was master of ceremonies that.yé&ach candidate was
given a few minutes to welcome the guests. Thanttie German-American
Business League for inviting them, each candidapeessed his admiration for the
German people, and the work of the German-Ameriiamd in its fight against the
Communist menace in Los Angeles. Following theasks of the political

candidates, the entertainment for the Internatiéio#it Festival commenced — sing-

"11IN2] Report, August 14, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box¥older 12; W2 Report, August 1, 1938, ibid., Part
2, Box 32, Folder 28.
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alongs, German folk dancing, socializing, and dngk The party went on into the
early hours of the morning, “with some ‘old imbibehanging on until about 3:00
AM.” Attendees left with a warm, if not intoxicatdeeling for their host, the
German-American Business Leadte.

Bund-sponsored community events such as the Intenah Folk Festival
eschewed overt expressions of racial antisemit@nfefar of offending American
sensibilities. Hence, when local Italian fascestder Joe Ferri used his airtime to
make slanderous remarks against Jews, Bockhagkented that Bund members
were “very much put out’®® Self-conscious censorship did not mean, howeket,
the event was free of the Nazi message. The AByark Store was present at all
Bund front events. At the International Folk Festj the bookstore set up tables and
sold over 100 different antisemitic publicationstten by domestic extremists,
including the most prominent and prolific Americamisemitic propagandists,
William Dudley Pelley, and local antisemitic propaglists Jack Peyton and Mrs.
Leslie Fry’**

The International Folk Festivals were a successemeral levels. First, they
were well attended. Bockhacker and Ness both attdrthat several hundred people

attended each one. Second, the presence of lmcdidates legitimized the German-

American Business League as a credible host fetention event. Third, the events

"2IN2] Report, August 15, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box¥dlder 12; W2 Report, August 1, 1938, ibid., Part
2, Box 32, Folder 28.
"3\W2 Report, August 1, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box Balder 28.
714 qjai
Ibid.
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established a subtle quid pro quo between the datedi and the Burid® Many of

the candidates purchased ads inGlaéfornia Weckruf inadvertently supporting the
Bund’s ulterior objective to normalize Nazism ind.Angeles’*® The faces of
smiling candidates for judgeships, municipal consmiss, and city boards
interspersed with ads for the Bund'’s other frogfamizations — the Aryan Bookstore,
the Bund’s youth group, and the Bund’'s German Ré&ftior — legitimized the Bund
and subtly transformed it into an American assamidt'’

In 1938, the Bund’s national strategy repositioitedegional offices as
German travel agencies. When Herman Schwinn retuinrom the national Bund
convention in New York in 1938, one of the firsinigps he did was to remodel
Deutsches Haus and turn it into the “Western Geriiramel Center.” Promotional
cards advertising the center announced that “Gdtid, Travel-Marks, Letters of
Credit, Re-Immigration-Marks” could be purchaseer#) and anyone wishing to
send money back to Germany could do so at the nestéth German Travel Center
at “exceptionally good rates.” While serving asamt for the Bund, the Travel

Center was also intended to raise revenue fortlihenically strapped organizatidff:

" [N2] Report, August 15, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Boxolder 12.
716 :
Ibid.
"7 IN2] Report, August 15, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box¥older 12. See al$oRC Summary Repokol.
1, Part I, Chapter 7, 169, ibid., Part 2, Box 26, [eoltiO.
"8 CRC Summary Repoitol. 2, Part |, Chapter 1, 434-5, ibid., Part 2, Box 27dEp 15. See also W2
Report, September 6, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 3¥jér 29.
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Deutsches Haus

Of all the fronts established by the German-AmeriBand in Los Angeles
between 1936-1941, the most effective was Deutsdhes itself. The brown stucco
mansion at 634 West 5treet was the West Coast headquarters for the&er
American Bund. The two-story mansion housed theAmBookstore, the Bund’s
offices, a restaurant, and a shooting range forift) target practicé'® The heart
of Deutsches Haus was a “great hall,” an open spébea balcony that seated
approximately 700 peopfé® Swastikas had been worked into the design on the
ceilings and German travel posters adorned theswadickoning Americans to visit
the bucolic German countryside and its clean adérdy cities. Herman Schwinn’s
office was off the main hall and adjacent to thekstore (see Appendix 1: Photos.)

The Gastube restaurant was a popular destinatrdrokbAngelenos of all
backgrounds in the late thirties, including youamilies. It was located on the
ground floor of Deutsches Haus. The restaurantdeasrated with cheery red and
blue-checkered tablecloths. Waitresses wearingritlGerman costumes served up
its home-style meals while German music playedhéltackground. Guests often
joined in sond?* The restaurant also had a bar, and between 1989-the LAJCC

had “ears” at the bar, as Gastube bartender Jaiailss kept Leon Lewis informed of

9 Unpublished Manuscript, Joseph Roos Papers, BonptS, Books, Manuscripts,” Folder “Joe’s
Book Manuscript.”

"20IN2] Report, February 10, 1936, CRC Papers, PaBbk 6, Folder 27.

21 Unpublished Manuscript, Joseph Roos Papers, Bowp8, Books, Manuscripts,” Folder “Joe’s
Book Manuscript.”
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conversations he overheard as he served drinkarid Biembers and their
associate$’?

Deutsches Haus served as a Bund front in two wkyrst, it was home to
several legitimate German-American cultural orgatians such as the Steuben
Society, the German Commercial Club, and the Ger&tadents Club in accordance
with the arrangement that Consul Gyssling had ntedim 1936’ The presence of
these mainstream German-American cultural grougisi@zed the Haus as a
cultural center. Some of these organizations legh lbaken over by pro-Nazi leaders.
Steuben Society president Rafael Demmler, for exanmpoudly boasted to Neil
Ness that he was the “Number one Jew-baiter” inAigeles’**

Second, the Bund used Deutsches Haus as a franakig it the official
sponsor of Bund-sponsored community events. Heha@as “Deutsches Haus” not
the “German-American Bund” that invited the comntyno attend “Hawaiian Night,”
“A Night in the Trenches,” or the “Old Fashion GemimEaster Market.” Swastikas
and Nazi messages, however, were part of the desghDeutsches Haus
promotional materials. For example, the flyertfog 1939 Old Fashion German
Christmas Market promoted the event as an oppdyttmbuy “American and
German goods frorgentile(italics mine) firms” (see Appendix 8: Flyer, Céshion

German Christmas Market§

"22ugjcius, Julius: reports,” CRC Papers, Part 2, BoxFolders 9-11.
"2 IN2] Report, February 7, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BgX¥older 27.
724 (1
Ibid.
"2 Elyer, “Old Fashion German Christmas Market [193®jid., Part 2, Box 65, Folder 1.
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It is interesting to note that the word “gentilgas used for American
audiences where the word “Aryan” might have beepleyed in Germany. This
clever discursive subversion was yet another oBllned’s duplicitous ploys to
Americanize Nazism. “Gentile” resonated with Ancans in a way that “Aryan” did
not; yet, the word “gentile” was used only in redatto one word in the English: — the
word “Jew.” By employing the word “gentile” in ifgromotional literature, the Bund
could raise the Jewish Question for Americans witlever mentioningews. When
guests visited the 1939 Christmas Market, WilliaotEhacker reported that
Hermann Schwinn greeted his guests saying, “Buyti®@eri*

Hollywood’s spies successfully infiltrated the Buiagd their positions of
leadership and responsibility reveal. As trustednimers, they were sometimes able
to go beyond observing Bund activities, to actuadpturing Deutsches Haus events
on film without suspicion. When Neil Ness snappederal dozen photographs of
Bund leaders, members, and their guests at theab@aiman Day picnic held at
Hindenburg Park in 1936, no one challenged hime filctures capture scenes of
families picnicking on a sunny day in a southertif@aia park, swastika flags and
banners waving in the background. Photos of aadegf storm troopers standing at
attention in parade formation illustrate the eftornormalize Nazis into the social
fabric of the community. And, finally, Ness snaggeshot of civilians assisting a

uniformed storm trooper mount a six-foot woodensa onto a pedestal in the

26 [W2] Report, December 16, 1939, ibid., Part 2, B6x Folder 2.
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middle of the park?’ Ness’ photos provided Lewis with a visual repifrthe Bund’s
strategy to “naturalize” Nazism in Los Angeles (8¢pendix 1: Photographs.)

Ness’ photographs of German Day 1936 are in thed@\archive’?®

Copies
are also found in the Dies Committee papers in \igstn, though neither their
source nor the photographer is cited. To histonging have used the Dies
Committee papers over the last seventy-five yehese photographs appear to be
random snapshots of a German-American Bund evdmdsrAngeles. The identity
of the photographer and the circumstances undeshithey were taken changes their
historiographical significance completéf;.

Were Los Angelenos aware that Deutsches Haus wdedhl Nazi
headquarters? Probably, but even if they weraitially, upon their visit to a
Deutsches Haus sponsored-event it would have beentdn ignore the swastikas and
portraits of Hitler that decorated the Haus, orAngan Bookstore with its shelves of
antisemitic books and magazines. When Henry Fandahis wife visited the Haus
during the 1939 Old Fashioned Christmas Market|yaod spy William
Bockhacker speculated as to whether or not Fondw kthat the Haus was the

headquarters for the local Nazi organization. itnrbport, Bockhacker tried to give

Fonda the benefit of the doubt, but in his finalsgteis Bockhacker conceded that

2" CRC Papers, Photographs, Box 2.

28 |pid.

29 U.S. House of Representativies Special Committedm-American Activities Authorized to
Investigate Nazi Propaganda and Certain Other [geopmia Activities (Dies)xhibits, Evidence, Etc.
Re: Nazi Subject Filednited States National Archives, Washington, D€réafter, Exhibits,
Evidence, Etc. Re: Nazi Subject File8ox 114, Folder “Pictures of Fascist and Burehters in Los
Angeles Area.” This box also contains an annotatedpbook of photographs of the Bund and its
activities, along with samples of the antisemilyefs they helped domestic groups to distribute.
Whether or not the scrapbook came from the LAJCbisknown.
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Fonda would have been hard-pressed not to retiezBlazi connection after seeing
all the antisemitic literature on display in theokstore’*® A month later, Fonda

invited the Bund’s Male Choir to entertain at hisre’!

Conclusion

The investigation of the proclamation incidentartel 1935 heralded the
development and expansion of Berlin’'s new propagastchtegy in the United States
over the next five years. Between 1936 and 194dlirBhipped thousands of tons of
antisemitic, pro-Nazi literature to indigenous tigting groups and individuals to
transplant National Socialism to countries aroureworld’*? Although federal
agencies could not even approximate the tonnageé)igs Committee report of 1940
contains one anedoctal report from “a high rankingtoms official” who tried to
capture the enormity of the problem, citing a steptrof five tons of German print
propaganda that was off-loaded in San Francisen Edapanese freighter as “typical
of what [had been] happening during that year [1948 After detecting Berlin's

insidious propaganda strategy during the proclamativestigation, Hollywood’s

301W2] Report, December 16, 1939, CRC Papers., B&bx 65, Folder 2.

31 R3 Report, January 2, 1940, ibid., Part 2, BoxFasder 2.

32 pppendix 11l of the Dies Committee’s preliminargport contained photographs and samples of the
propaganda collected by the committee as eviddriw Committee’s report admitted that it is difficul
to estimate the amount of propaganda literatungpstal from Berlin, but that the primary source was
Germany, followed by the USSR, Japan and Italy.’F§eéminary Report, Un-American Activities of
Various Nazi Organizations and Individuals in theitdd States, Including Diplomatic and Consular
Agents of the German GovernmeBpecial Committee on Un-American Activities™Qong., at
Appendix Ill, 1383-4 (1940). Another way to trydssess the volume is to base it on Hollywood’s
spies’ records of the frequency of deliveries miadeos Angeles. Ships from Berlin pulled into therp
of Los Angeles (as well as New York and Miami) apgmately twice a month for as many as six
years.

" Ibid., 1383.
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spies maintained their undercover surveillancénefGerman-American Bund and
reported as that strategy unfolded.

This chapter, therefore, demonstrates that the déwss Angeles were not as
paralyzed to defend themselves from political @migism as the historiography
concludes. From 1936-1941, Hollywood’s spies irdted the German-American
Bund and provided Leon Lewis with daily reports @sipg the connection between
the German-American Bund and Berlin to transplastibin to the United States. In
the face of escalating political hostility fomeniadart by Berlin’s “American
Enlightenment,” the Jews of Los Angeles maintaithesir courage and persisted in
their fight against insurgent Nazism in their city.

Yet, despite the privileged information that flowechim from inside the
Bund, Leon Lewis was hard-pressed to find viabligipal or legal grounds to fight
that threat before 1938. The Constitution prottie Bund in its right to denounce
American Jews. Neither was there anything illegahe group’s front organizations
or the ways in which it subtly Americanized Nazirgyols and ideas into their
community events. The only legal tactic availabl¢he LAJCC was to catch
individual Bund members breaking the law. In e 11930s, that meant targeting
Herman Schwinn and Hans Diebel. In 1936, Neil Ndsged the Immigration and
Naturalization Service of Bund activities, hopihat the INS would investigate and
find grounds on which to revoke Bund members’ retzation paper$® In 1938,

the INS did launch an investigation of Herman Scimig@ naturalization and later into

34IN2] Report, July 15, 1936, and [N2] Report, J26; 1936, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 7, Folder 9.
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Hans Diebel’s. In 1940, Schwinn’s citizenship wagoked on what appears to have
been a technicality that the judge, perhaps irt legischwinn’s affiliation with the
Bund, was unwilling to overlook®> Schwinn’s denaturalization removed claims to
Constitutional protections he had so flagrantlyifited, and set the stage for his
eventual deportation after World War Il. Ther@dsevidence in the archive that
Leon Lewis had much to do with Schwinn’s denataedlon, even though
Hollywood’s spy Charles Young reported that “every@t German House believe
[d] that the revocation of Schwinn’s citizenshipsaahe result of ‘wire-pulling by
Leon Lewis.™ "3®

Thus, the Bund'’s duplicitous tactics created atipal challenge for the
LAJCC and for Jews across the country. Consequeh# LAJCC maintained its
undercover surveillance on the German-American Buitisdout any idea as to
whether their work would ever be of political ogé value. Between 1936-1939 in
particular, the Jews of Los Angeles not only exsaditheir political agency, they also
exhibited extreme patience and forbearance waltinfder tag” their day. That day
would not arrive until 1938 when Congress annourniseskecond investigation of the
decade into “un-American” political activities.etn Lewis and the LAJCC,
however, were ready with thousands of pages ofeexie exposing Nazi activity in

southern California (see chapter eight).

35 Schwinn vs. United Statek12F, 2d 74(1940). The fraud involved false tastiy by the two
American citizens who testified about the lengthimie they had known Schwinn.

3%y9 Report, June 26, 1939, CRC Papers, Part 2,4Bo%older 16; memorandum, October 3, 1938,
ibid., Part 2, Box 8, Folder 39.
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This chapter not only substantiates the contineiifigrts by the LAJCC to
combat insurgent Nazism in Los Angeles, it alsqdes the historiographic
understanding of the German-American Bund’s pad@litide and its direct connection
to Berlin. The relationship between the Bund aediB is not new to the
historiography. That fact was publicly establisleding testimony before
Congressional committees and in print exposés ghesi in the late 19308 The Dies
Committee itself concluded that the Bund was rangigupport and encouragement
from the German government. In its 1940 final repbe Dies Committee wrote:

Testimony before the committee, both from hostid &iendly

witnesses establishes conclusively that the Gerfmaerican Bund

receives its inspiration from the Nazi GovernmenGermany through

various propaganda organizations which have beempsey that

Government and which function under the control sungervision of

the Nazi Ministry of Propaganda and Enlightenniéht.
Documentary evidence from the Dies Committee ingasbn, along with evidence
from other U.S. governmental agencies, was lated by historians fully explicating
Nazi propaganda activities in the United Stateshi$ canon on the Nazi movement
between the wars in the United States, Sander ndr(®79) drew primarily from
official government documents. His work details #fmergence, growth, and decline
of the Bund — an arc that is confirmed by the asd fall of the Bund in Los Angeles.

Historian Alton Frye (1967) also used official dooents to show the mechanics of

Berlin’s secret propaganda network in (South anoffftNAmerica, which is also

3" Report No. 1476; John Spivakecret Armies: The New Technique of Nazi Warfatew York:
Modern Age Books, 1939); World Committee for Vicsiof German Fascisnhe Brown Network
(New York: Knight Publications, 1936).

38 Report No. 1476, 15.
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corroborated in this chapter. This chapter, tlmeefconfirms the analyses of these two
historians, and in fact, brings them closer togett&y’s work does not specifically
discuss the antisemitic nature of Berlin’s propaigaar the role the Bund played as one
of the conduits in that network. Diamond’s workntiens both, but does not go into
the detail that this chapter provides.

This chapter provides greater detail on the wayshich the German-American
Bund operated as an agent of Nazi propagandat, fiiecuses on Bund activity in a
new site — Los Angeles — complimenting recent sasbip on the regional activity of
the Bund done by historian Wayne Grover in his ywid\Nazis in Newark, New Jersey.
Second, this chapter corroborates the historiogrégtpresenting information on the
Bund from a new set of sources and a new persgecthile Diamond and Fry used
official government documents, this research ietam the experience of informants
as historical actors, and thus presents a more inp@a@pective on the Bund and its

political life.”®

39 Diamond,The Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-1844n Frye ,Nazi Germany and the
American Hemisphere, 1933-19@ew Haven: Yale University Press, 1967); Repart N 76.
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Chapter Seven
Exposing the Nazi Fifth Column, 1936-1941

The investigation of the proclamation incident 8% prompted the LAJCC
to maintain its undercover surveillance of the GamrAmerican Bund. Over the
course of the next five years, Hollywood'’s spiepased the Bund’s relationship to
Berlin and the group’s duplicitous political agendéhe proclamation incident had
also uncovered the disconcerting influence of Naasid the Nazi Party on certain
right-wing groups in the city. The text of the plamation, the tactics adopted by its
author Ingram Hughes to launch his antisemiticaeationalist political party, and
the financial and organizational support that Hegleeeived from the German-
American Bund, signaled patterns of Nazi politicdluence on the domestic right-
wing that the LAJCC could not afford to ignore. nfSequently, while the LAJCC
conducted its five-year covert fact-finding opevatinside the German-American
Bund, it also maintained informants inside the Baey, right-wing allies to collect
evidence of their relationship to Berlin as well.

Between 1936-1942, the LAJCC was among the doZesisxaous anti-Nazi
groups producing evidence of a Nazi-influencedtali movement in the United
States. During that period, liberal and left-wgrgups viewed the flood of Nazi
propaganda and the proliferation of domestic, gsaegpousing similar ideas as signs

of Nazi incursion into American society. From M&itreet to the White House, these
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groups fueled a “brown scaré*®® News features, magazine articles, memoirs, npvels
radio programs, movies and even comic books, difhmoed the conspiratorial
activities of an alleged Nazi “fifth column” in thénited State$!' Despite the
sensationalism, there was valid evidence to justifycern’*?

The LAJCC was a source of that valid evidence.wBet 1936-1941, the
LAJCC monitored more than 400 different right-wigigups that emerged in Los
Angeles (see Appendix 7: Partial List of Right-WiBgoups Monitored by the
LAJCC, 1936-1939’*® These groups transformed Los Angeles into a ldodibe
right-wing political activity at the end of the dmte. Owing to the city’s conservative
political reputation, along with its peculiar opess to crackpots of all sorts, the City
of Angels was fertile ground for the full spectrafright-wing groups, all of whom
expressed their political agendas in antisemitimsg** While most of the right-
wing groups that appeared in Los Angeles in thee 1830s turned out to be nothing

more than fly-by-night operations, some did attsagiporters and gain political

0 Francis MacDonnellnsidious Foes: The Axis Fifth Column and the AnsetiHome Fron{New
York: Oxford University Press, 1995); Leo P. Rilyffhe Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far
Right from the Great Depression to the Cold \fRiniladelphia: Temple University Press, 1983).
"1 The term “fifth column” was attributed to the Sgsinnationalist General Mola, in a broadcast in
1936. Mola referred to four columns convergingWedrid from the outside, while a “fifth column”
comprised of foreign agents, domestic traitors emeimy dupes subverted the nationalist cause from
within. See MacDonnellpsidious Foes: The Axis Fifth Column and the AssriHome Fronand
Chip and Matthew Nemiroff Lyons Berld®jght-Wing Populism in America: Too Close for Corinfo
(New York: Guilford Press, 2000).

42 Glen Jeansonn&yomen of the Far Right: The Mothers’ Movement anddWVar 1l (Chicago:
University of Chicago, 1996).

43 SeeFinding Aid CRC Papers, Part 2.

44 Carey McWilliams Southern California: An Island on the La®alt Lake City: Peregrine Smith,
1983); Robert M. Fogelsoiithe Fragmented Metropolis: Los Angeles, 1850-1@rkeley:
University of California Press, 1993; Thomas Sittwrban Politics and Reform in New Deal Los
Angeles: The Recall of Mayor Frank L. Shaw” (Didagon, University of California, 1983); Kevin
Starr,Endangered Dreams: The Great Depression in CalitofNew York: Oxford University Press,
1996).
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traction. Moreover, many beat a path to the degrsf the German-American Bund,
affirming Nazism’s expanding influence on domesight-wing politics. The
persistence and rapid proliferation of these rightg groups, all of whom used
antisemitic rhetoric to attract followers, was discerting to the Jews of Los Angeles.
It was a trend that the LAJCC could not affordgnare. Consequently, Leon Lewis
gathered information on the right-wing groups taaerged in the city during this
period, and sent Hollywood'’s spies to infiltratesk that posed the greatest political
threat. The information collected by Hollywood'sesprevealed a political alliance
between the Bund and a host of right-wing groupsninon fomenting a Nazi-style
political movement in the United States.

This chapter, therefore, presents Hollywood’s spregstigation of the Nazi-
influenced, nativist groups that orbited the GerpAamerican Bund in Los Angeles
between 1936-1941 as further evidence of the LA3@@-going political agency in
the late 1930s. It builds on the information preed in chapter five to demonstrate
the full scope of the undercover fact-finding opierabetween 1936-1941. The
information gathered from all of Hollywood’s spies the Bund and its nativist allies
combined to create a compelling case exposingulhedope and duplicity of Nazism
in America in the 1930s. By establishing the Bsnzbnnection to Berlin (chapter
six) and, in turn, demonstrating the alliance betwthe Bund and domestic far right-
wing groups, the LAJCC documented what appearée the formation of a Nazi
fifth column. Even though history would later carde that these concerns were

inflated, at the time, the evidence appeared cdmpel That evidence would give the

271



Jews of Los Angeles the political capital they rexetb combat insurgent Nazism
through federal agencies in the coming years (sapter eight.)

Finally, the semantic choice to use “Nazi-influedicand “Nazi-inspired”
throughout this dissertation is worth reiteratiregen The term “Nazi” is not used to
describe the nativist groups associated with thedBaecause those groups would
never have called themselves “Nazis.” They vieNedism as a foreign ideology,
and preferred to think of their ultra-nationalisnmdaantisemitism as expressions of
“100% Americanism.”® Nor is the term “extremists” used to describeséhgroups
either, respecting historian Geoff Smith’s admamitihat that term delegitimizes the
criticisms these right-wing groups had for the tédgolicies of the Roosevelt
Administration’*® The domestic groups that orbited Deutsches Hatteei 1930s are
therefore referred to here as the “Nazi-influencaad “Nazi-inspired” to
differentiate them from German Nazis and from dameght-wing groups that were
not influenced by Nazism at all.

This semantic choice was also made out of respethé& scholarly debate
within the historiography of the right-wing in ti®30s. These historians assert that
the use of the terms “fascist” and “Nazi” is inaate in describing these nativist

groups’*’ Addressing this very issue in his canon on thei Revement in the

5 David Harry BennetfThe Party of Fear: From Nativist Movement to thev\Right in American
History (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pre4988).

4 Geoffrey S. SmithTo Save a Nation: American Extremism, the New Ceal,the Coming of World
War Il (Chicago: I.R. Dee, 1992).

47 Alan Brinkley, “The Question of Anti-Semitism atite Problem of Fascismyoices of Protest:
Huey Long, Father Coughlin, and the Great Deprass{dlew York: Vintage Books, 1983); Neil Ness
Testimony; Jeansonn@/omen of the Far Right: The Mothers' Movement andd\War 1l; Berlet,
Right-Wing Populism in America: Too Close for Corfo
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United States, historian Sander Diamond referefzapn Weber in cautioning that
the non-German American right should not be comstlevithin the same political
framework as western European fascism. Accorangyeber, the call for
conformity which characterized the American rigla#smot the same as the call for
national unity in European fascism. Conformity v8agn as a security measure
whereas national unity was an offensive tactiotational advancemeft®

Practically speaking, however, the Bund and the #gaa right did share prejudices
and political values that made these distinctioredavant to Leon Lewis and
Hollywood's spies. From their perspective, theup®involved with the Bund were
Nazis because they expressed their ultra-natiditafislitical agendas in the same
antisemitic terms that Nazis did in Germany. Thgeelips differentiated “true
Americans” from Jews in nationalistic terms, caliior political action, if not
physical violence, against Jews as an act of gemo Hence, Leon Lewis and
Hollywood’s spies made no distinction between Batgdand their nativist allies; but,
to be true to the historiographic debate concerthegrecise ideological alignment
of these groups, this chapter employs these mapraad descriptors to more
accurately describe the far-right, nativist grotips partnered with the German-

American Bund in Los Angeles during these years.

"8 sander A. Diamondihe Nazi Movement in the United States, 1924-18Haca: Cornell University
Press, 1974).
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Hotbed!

Between 1936-1941, Los Angeles was a hotbed afght-wing activity.
According to historian Kevin Starr, California, and less Los Angeles, was marked
by a “special disequilibrium” in the 1920s and 193@at made it particularly
vulnerable to far right-wing extremism.

California possessed the makings of a violent lafitireaction
because there were so many newly arrived lower-leiddss
people in the State who were uncertain and insenusbdat they
had to gained or thought they had gained by conting
California...the shopkeepers, the small scale regltbe upper
level clerks and first level supervisors, the rarshand farmers in
the first generation of mortgaged ownership. Bseahey had
climbed up the social ladder by coming to Califagror of equal
importance, because California had helped themleiate their
social descent, they could very easily take tostheets as populist
vigilantes in defense of threatened values andabstructures to
which they themselves were only ambiguously asated’*°

Los Angeles was dominated by these “second stdr{étsThe city’s peculiar
“newcomer culture” welcomed creative, if not eccenfpolitical, religious and social
organizations that offered community to the citgigge number of newly arrived,

lonely souls”*

During the Depression, the “nation’s white spe#s fertile ground
for right-wing groups with words like “Patriotic;Christian,” “Defender” and
“Militant” in their names.

The proliferation of these right-wing groups in LAsgeles alarmed the Jews

of the city. Most of these groups turned out tanbthing more than fronts for solo

49 starr,Endangered Dreams: The Great Depression in Califora8.

0 starr, Ibid,., 38, 57; McWilliamsSouthern California: An Island on the Larghssim.

1 FogelsonThe Fragmented Metropolis: Los Angeles, 1850-1996;97 McWilliams, Southern
California: An Island on the Landstarr,Endangered Dreams: The Great Depression in Californ
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patriotic racketeers with a typewriter and an axgrtnd. Some were local,
grassroots start-ups with national aspirationg, ligram Hughes’ American
Nationalist Party. They attracted early followbtg quickly failed due to a lack of
funds and poor leadership. Others were local engf more established national
organizations. These groups, most notably theeEBhirts, appeared to have the
resources and leadership needed to become vialttieglmrganizations. Combined,
they fueled a hostile political climate in theyam the late 1930s that the Jews of Los
Angeles could not ignore, particularly given Naar@any’s expansion into central
Europe and its escalating persecution of Germas.féw

Between 1936-1941, the LAJCC maintained files omentlban 400 such
groups that sprung up in the city. These grouptetkoffice space in the city’s
professional buildings and launched their politimaisade$> From their downtown
offices, these political groups churned out antiserpamphlets and books that they
distributed both locally and nationally. Newsbdwsvked their penny newspapers on
the city’s street corners while organizers distéauhandbills inviting the public to
membership meetings and free political lectureswitown Los Angeles was
transformed into a site of political debate, contadion, and sometimes intrigue. On
any given night of the week in the last three yeduthe 1930s, Los Angelenos could
choose from several public lectures delivered byare of a dozen firebrands from

the left and the right, or they could join the ctbef picketers outside these events in

52 The proliferation of right-wing groups in Los Args reflected the broader national pattern. See
Berlet, Right-Wing Populism in America: Too Close for Comfohapter 7.
753 [|Ai

Ibid.
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protest of the speaker within. Aspiring right-widgmagogues, for example, lectured
on the problems of internationalism, Communism, éed‘Jew Deal.” Accordingly,
left-wing hecklers planted inside the halls didithest to disrupt the orations while
their colleagues led noisy protests on the sidesvailkkside. Brawls between
members of the two sides often broke out, requipiolice intervention. Most often,

it was the city’s Red Squad who arrived to brealthgoconflict, most often hauling

the Communist protestors off to jail.

Planet Deutsches Haus

Hollywood's spies did not have to go far to begait surveillance of these
new groups on the West Coast. Many emerging mght} groups beat a path to the
door of the German-American Bund in Los Angeleeraf935, seeking to expand
their respective organizations through an allianith the Bund. Between 1936-1941,
Deutsches Haus was the center of the pro-Nazi tseva Los Angeles, serving the
far right as a center for ideological exchangeitigal networking, and collaboration.
For Leon Lewis and the LAJCC, establishing the Bas@ duplicitous agent of Nazi
propaganda cast immediate aspersions on the redatjus that the group established
with domestic groups. Thus, the information thatljAvood’s spies collected on the
relationships between the Bund and its domestiesatlocumented the emergence of
a disturbing Nazi-influenced domestic movement. ilé&/beon Lewis kept files on

over 400 right-wing groups that emerged in Los Aegeluring these years, it was
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the groups that orbited Deutsches Haus that wegeeaftest concern, and

consequently, these were the ones that Hollywospiss infiltrated.

Political Center

From 1936-1941, Deutsches Haus was the centeegfrtitNazi universe in
Los Angeles from 1936-1941. It was a communityteefor the Bund and its
followers, attracting the leaders and supportergrofNazi domestic groups as they
sprung up in the city. Consequently, Deutschesshhaas the focus of the LAJCC'’s
fact-finding operation. Over the course of thase fears, Hollywood’s spies not
only reported on the Bund'’s activities, they algparted on the activities of dozens
of far-right groups that comprised the Nazi-inflaed universe in Los Angeles. The
most striking feature of Hollywood'’s spies’ repodisring this period is the endless
number of domestic, far-right activists and grothgsy encountered at Deutsches
Haus. The sheer number of domestic right-wing lesaded followers met at
Deutsches Haus, on its own, underscored the Bumgisrtance to the far right-wing
movement in the city during these ye&ts.

From the start, the Bund’s gravitational pull oe tfro-Nazi universe in Los
Angeles was obvious to Hollywood'’s spies. It wafer all, through Herman Schwinn

that both Neil Ness and Charles Slocombe met Ingflaghes, author of the

54 Charles Young's reports in particular contain meaenes of right-wing activists than they do details
about their activities. This may be due, in prthe fact that Young began his undercover assiginm
shortly after the attempted shakedown of Hermam8uhby the Dies Committee investigator.
Young's reports alone contain hundreds of namésdifiduals he met or observed at Deutsches Haus
and Bund meetings, most of whom were associatddnaitivist and isolationist groups. See Young's
reports in CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 41, Folders3.2-2
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proclamation. Ness then met the Bund’'s most ingmbitocal collaborators, Silver
Shirt organizers Kenneth Alexander, Henry Allerd &nonically) Charles Slocombe.
Charles Slocombe, on the other hand, became Ingtaghes’ private secretary after
his introduction by Schwinn. Working with Hughesllto Slocombe’s introduction to
the Silver Shirt leaders.

As a Silver Shirt, Slocombe spent so much timeeauitBches Haus working
with Schwinn and his lieutenants, that Slocombealbt became a trusted Bund
lieutenant. In fact, during 1937, when Lewis dat have an informant inside the
Bund, Slocombe provided Lewis with so much daifgpimation on the Bund by
virtue of his Silver Shirt activities that Slocombecame, in effect, Lewis’ man inside

the Bund as well as Hollywood'’s spy inside the &ilghirts">>

Charles Slocombe’s
relationship with the Bund led to his acquaintawié several “rising stars” in Los
Angeles’ pro-Nazi galaxy, including Leopold McLaglevhom Slocombe helped to
have deported for espionage in 1938, Jack Peytoaspiring national demagogue and

founder of two viciously antisemitic groups, andsMieslie Fry, the city’s most

potent fascist activist’

> During these years, Lewis had only one man indideBund at a time. Neil Ness worked inside the
Bund during 1936, but was found out late in theryaad his reports cease in December 1936. William
Bockhacker was Lewis’ next informant inside the Bubut his reports do not start until 1938. Charles
Slocombe kept Lewis informed on Bund activity thghaut 1937 by virtue of his work with the Silver
Shirts. See Slocombe’s reports for 1937, ibid.f PaBox 10, Folders 6-12.

%% Leopold McLaglen was a British fascist and suspeé&German espionage agent. (He was also the
brother of Hollywood movie start Victor McLaglerSge Slocombe reports, ibid., Part 2, Box 10,
Folders 9-12. Also s¢eummary Report on Subversive Nazi Propaganda Aesvin Southern
California, (hereafter, CRC Summary Repd)tVol. 1, Part I, Chapter 1, 282, ibid., PartBox 26,
Folder 13. For newspaper coverage of the casd,aeefngeles Time#arch 1, 8, and 9, and April 6,
1938. For more on Slocombe’s encounters with Paglton, see Slocombe’s reports, CRC Papers, Part
1, Box 10, Folder 9; Part 2, Box 40, Folders 132%K,0n Slocombe’s encounters with Leslie Fry, see
Slocombe’s reports, ibid., Part 1, Box 10, FoldeP&rt 2, Box 40, Folders 16-19, 23.
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By the time FBI informant and Hollywood’s spy CleslYoung began his
surveillance of the Bund in late 1938, the politizafile of its domestic colleagues
was evolving. The coming world war brought newugr® into Deutsches Haus orbit,
most notably domestic isolationists in the cityrgjavith a host of foreign espionage
agents. Young's reports are filled with the namieisolationist activists from
Senator Robert Rice Reynolds’ “Vindicators,” Fat@érarles Coughlin’s
“Actioneers,” founding members of America Firstlios Angeles, and accounts of
suspected German espionage agents who engaged ¥ohelp them infiltrate
industrial defense plants in southern CaliforfifaThis information brought military
intelligence agents and U.S. Justice Departmemsiinyators to Lewis’ doorstep from

1939 through the end of the WaF.

Ideological Exchange

Hollywood's spies’ infiltration of the German Amean Bund in Los Angeles
revealed the group’s political significance asdbater of pro-Nazi activity in the city.
It also revealed Deutsches Haus as a center fologieal exchange. The Aryan
Book Store, located inside the mansion, stockda-ugng literature from Germany,
as well as antisemitic, pro-Nazi newspapers, ndateste pamphlets, and books
written by local, national and international righitag propagandists. Over the years,

Hollywood’s spies supplied Leon Lewis with sampdéshese newspapers, books and

757C.19 Report, February 13, 1939, and C.19 Repetirrary 16, 1939, ibid., Part 2, Box 40, Folder
19; C.19 Report, May 10, 1939, ibid., Part 2, BGxHBolder 21. For Charles Young's reports on
America First in Los Angeles see ibid., Part 2, Bdx Folders 22, 24.

8 See “Zacaharias, [Commander] Ellis M.” files, ibiBtart 2, Box 42, Folders 1-4.

279



pamphlets. Lewis analyzed these publications mahestrate the direct connection
between the German Propaganda Ministry and donrégticwing publications.

The inventory of the Aryan Bookstore illustrates ttepth and breadth of
Berlin’s international propaganda network (see Apujpe 9: Aryan Bookstore Price
List, 1939). The newspapers alone reflected thiema and international expanse of
the pro-Nazi propaganda network: locally publishagers such as William
Kulgren'sThe Beacon Lighaind Leslie Fry’hristian Free Pressvere sold at the
store, as werantisemitic, pro-Nazi newspapers published by pgapdists from
around the country, including Father Coughlitscial Justic€Detroit), William
Dudley Pelley'd.iberation(North Carolina),TheAmerican GentildChicago),

Gerald Winrod'sDefender(Kansas), Robert EdmondsorZgmondson Economic
Report(New York City), and James Trudisdustrial Control ReportgWashington,
D.C.) English language fascist literature also edram Canada, Britain, and New
Zealand’*®

Newspapers from the Reich’s two major internatignddlishers, the Fichte-
bund and the World Service, were also on saleeabttokstoré®® TheWorld Service
was the official foreign news service of the GerrRaopaganda Ministry. Its
newsletter was the primary vehicle through whiah Kazi propaganda machine

disseminated news and information to millions efders the world over. The sale of

"9 Throughout the eight-year period, Hollywood’s spiensistently provide the names of the
propaganda pieces they picked up at the Aryan Books See, for example, Ness Reports dated April
30 and May 4, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 7, FoldeSkicombe’s “Report on Conference with Price and
Yount Nov 1935, ibid., Part 1, Box 9, Folder 15;a@hs Young report dated May 21, 1939, ibid., Part
2, Box 41, Folder 15. Also s&RC Summary RepoNol. 1, Part I Chapter 5, 107-09, ibid., Part 2,
Box 26, Folder 8.

0 CRC Summary Repoi¥ol. 1, Part |, Chapter 5, 92-3, 95, ibid., PBrBox 26, Folder 8.
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theWorld Servicenewsletter by the bookstore was critical eviddimdeng the Bund
and Berlin’®*

Leon Lewis’ and Joseph Roos’ textual analysisotdntent further
confirmed the symbiotic relationship between therM/&ervice and domestic far
right propagandists in the United States. Lewt Roos found that large portions of
Leslie Fry’s rabidly antisemitic newspaper, leristian Free Presswere taken from
World Serviceandalso discovered content from Fry’s paper reprimeithe World
Service newsletté? Further analyses of thWorld Servicehighlighted its
“recommended reading” advertisements, promotintaiterite American pro-Nazi
newspapers, all of which were sold by the booksioteos Angeles’®®  Lewis and
Roos’ pick-and-shovel work on tWorld Servicealso produced an ad showing that
the Nazi newsletter promoted the bookstore its@ih May 1, 1939, thévorld
Serviceran a front page ad recommending the Aryan BookeSh Los Angeles to its
readers, telling them, “If you wish to read uncemssp enlightening literature on the
Jewish-Communistic question write to the above Btade and ask for pricelist by
enclosing return postagé®

Analysis done by Hollywood'’s spies and Lewis and&themselves

demonstrated that the Aryan Book Store was a atifisset to the pro-Nazi

51 CRC Summary Repoiol. 1, Part |, Chapter 5, 95, ibid., Part 2 xE6, Folder 8.
762 [|hi

Ibid.
"3 CRC Summary Repoiol. 1, Vol. 3, Part I, Chapter 3, 1263, CRCpRes, Part 2, Box 29,
Folder 3.
84 CRC Summary Repoiol. 2, Part I, Chapter 5, 623, ibid., Part 27, Folder 21. For the full
analysis conducted by Lewis and Roos on the reishipp between thé/orld Serviceand domestic
propaganda, s€eRC Summary Repoivol. 1,Part I, Chapter 5, ibid., Part 2, Box 26, Folder 8.
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community in Los Angele&> The bookstore facilitated the ideological devetent
of its patrons and cultivated the growth Nazisrthim city. For Hollywood'’s spies
and Leon Lewis, the bookstore’s dissemination ofldazi propaganda affirmed the
Bund’s role in driving Nazism into American cultueend further proved the reach of

Berlin’s international fascist propaganda netwaskoas the United States.

Collaboration

If the Bund was the center of political networkiagd ideological exchange
for the domestic far right in Los Angeles, it wadscaan active partner in political
action. Between 1936-1939, Hollywood'’s spies reggbon the dozens of right-wing
activists who solicited Bund support for their cagigind the Bund'’s collaborations.
The earliest signs in Los Angeles of this trend eam1934, when a splinter group of
Silver Shirts allied with FNG leaders to launcheavrpolitical party modeled directly
after the Nazi Party in German$f. In 1937, Charles Slocombe was recruited into an
early, Nazi-inspired national movement, called‘tNational Protective Order to
Gentiles,” which joined forces that year with WhRassian activists in Los Angeles.
In 1938, Hollywood’s spy Charles Young was invitedoin yet another unification

effort under the American Vigilante Intelligencedeeation’®’ None of these early

%5 CRC Summary Repoiol. 2, Part I, Chapter 5, ibid., Part 2, Box ZEblder 21.

%8 Hollywood's spies Mark White and Walter Clairvilleere well positioned inside that group. They
provided Lewis with the details of the American balParty’s Nazi influences, including its plans to
maintain a vigilante militia. Lewis reported therftation of the American Labor Party and its Silver
Lode Legion to the FBI.

*" Report by C19, Monday May 24 [1937], CRC Papeast P, Box 10, Folder 9.
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groups succeeded in attracting a critical followibgt they were early signs of a
trend to forge a national, far-right movement ti@ned momentum in the late 1930s.

The collaboration that proved most potent in Logiéles was between the
German-American Bund and the Silver Legion. THee®iLegion was the best
organized and most viable of all the groups in Lp‘e-Nazi universe in the late
1930s. It had much in common with the Bund. Fivsth groups were national
organizations, with a national infrastructure, cdraatic leaders and membership
numbering in the thousands across the countryor8edoth were ideologically
aligned with Nazism, right down to their paramiiitainits. While the relationship
between the Bund and Silver Shirts in other pdrth®country was not as strong as
it was on the West Coast, the German-American Buntbithe Silver Shirts in Los
Angeles forged a productive political partnersinattraised concern among the Jews
of the city.

The historiography on the Silver Shirts often adlsido its close working
relationship between the Bund on the West Coasiétails have been lacking
because of a dearth of documents. Charles Sloconfteinfiltrated the Silver
Shirts in southern California for three years, jeg historians with a new detailed
record of that relationship between these two gsoupvery day for three years,
Charles Slocombe worked alongside Henry Allen aethtan Schwinn and reported
on the two groups’ joint activities: their antindgh protests, such as the one they
staged outside the Ambassador Hotel in 1938, thsiuption of rallies held by the

Hollywood Anti-Nazi League, and their “propagandaaults,” similar to the
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proclamation incident® With funds provided by Herman Schwinn, the Bund a
Silver Shirts blasted Los Angeles, Pasadena, and&o with antisemitic flyers in
the last years of the 1930s. Slocombe’s eyewitregssrts of this working
partnership exposed the Silver Shirts as an alpnodigent of a foreign government.

Henry Allen was the Silver Shirts’ most active pagandist in Los Angeles in
the late 1930s. According to Slocombe, Allen reedilarge quantities of Nazi
propaganda from Germany, including tMerld Servicé®® Allen was also connected
to the network of American right-wing propagandisitsough Berlin’s propaganda
network in the United States. He correspondedlagiguvith leading American far-
right propagandists Robert Edmondson, James TnaelViajor Frank Pease in
Florida/™ Allen distributed and sold these propagandistsisamitic literature in
Los Angeles. A prolific letter-writer, Allen alguestered elected officials regularly
with complaints alleging the misdeeds of allegedn@wnists and Jews.

Allen also designed antisemitic handbills that regkated in quantity to
activists around the countfy* One of his favorite formats was gummed stickers.
The stickers were an efficient medium for delivgrantisemitic messages. They
could be plastered quickly and liberally on Jewabbp windows, where they could
be seen by hundreds of passéfsAllen designed such a sticker in 1936. It was a

caricature coat of arms for the CIO. It portrayed Jewish men with grotesque

%8 €19 Written Report, April 6, 1938, ibid., PartBhx 40 Folder 13; C19 Report, October 12, 1936,
ibid., Part 1, Box 10, Folder 5.
9 CRC Summary Repoiol. 1, Part Il, Chapter 1, 255, ibid., Part 26, Folder 11.
770 | 1hi
Ibid., 253.
" bid., 254.
72C.19 Report, July 9, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box B6lder 3; C.19 Report, November 16, 1936, ibid.,
Part 1, Box 10, Folder 5.
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features — hooked noses, beards and big lips +igoddbomb and sitting above the
hammer and sickle. The caption read, “Jew-Comm@iiS Chieftains Directed
from Moscow.””® Allen marketed his stickers across the coungling them for
$3.50 per thousand. Charles Slocombe orderedusdind and in the note
accompanying his order, complimented Allen on @sign, writing, “It's the best one
I've seen yet.""*

The most effective method of propaganda distribuéidopted by the Bund
and the Silver Legion was the quirky 1930s methioldbodbill distribution called
“snowstorming.” Instead of sending teams of menimgars in the wee hours of the
morning to paste flyers to public property one bg,asnowstorming required just a
few men with stacks of flyers, access to downtowaftops during the business day,
and a bit of wind. During this period, Hollywoodspy William Bockhacker was in
charge of these propaganda assaults for the BBadkhacker confirmed that the
Bund paid for the printing of the flyers and prositithe manpower to distribute them,
just as they had the proclamation in 1935.

It “snowed” heavily in Los Angeles between AprildaBeptember, 1938. In
mid-April, Herman Schwinn, Henry Allen, Charles &mnbe, and several Bund
members drove out to Hollywood to precipitate ofithe earliest “storms” at the

busy intersection of Hollywood and Vine. Each memtf the assault team was

armed with several bundles of 500 copies each ofyallen’s latest antisemitic

3 etter, Henry Allen to Charles Slocombe, August 2337 (includes image of sticker), ibid., Part 1
Box 10, Folder 9.
7 Letter, Slocombe to Allen, August 26, 1937, ibRiart 1 Box 10, Folder 9.
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flyer, “Jews! Jews! Jews Everywhere!” (See Apperidix Snowstorm Flyers.)
“Precipitants” found their way to the rooftops eisral buildings near the
intersection, including the Broadway Department&ta bank building, and two
other tall buildings at the intersection of Hollymeband Vine. Slocombe chose the
four-story Club Cosmo located just off Vine Strekle made his way to the roof, but
did not dump his flyers. Instead, Slocombe lefmHaundled on the roof and returned
to the street. Slocombe met Allen on Hollywood Beard as ten thousand copies of
the slanderous flyer floated down to the streetbsatiewalks below. Meeting up
with Allen on the street, Slocombe reported on Ipbeased Allen was with their
work: "

He [Allen] walked with me and commented to peodhey picked

up the circulars saying, “Aren’t these terrible®"though he were

really very much surprised. The street was corapletovered; it

looked like a snowstorm and people were pickingrtip all over.”®
After spending some time shuffling through the “sfhgloating over the responses
of startled pedestrians, the team returned to @beatsHaus to report on their deed.
Everyone at the Haus, Slocombe reported, was veased with the job. Henry
Allen and Schwinn were particularly tickled witheihmischief as they imagined the
uproar the incident would create. “Allen said thabn Lewis would probably
already know about it and Schwinn replied that ffh®ne will be buzzing all

m 777

night.

75C.19 Report, April 11, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box #dlder 13.
7% |bid.
7 bid.
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Bockhacker reported that individual Bund membersevggven large
guantities of the flyer and ordered to stuff thenmailboxes and place them on
windshields in their respective neighborho6sSlocombe reported that a chauffeur,
with consent of his employer, put the flyers orsqaairked in the lot of his
employer’s country club’® Another Bund member who worked at the Ambassador
Hotel tacked the flyer up on the hotel kitchen'd#dtin board for all employees to
read. Bockhacker reported that two packages @nAdlanti-movies handbills, each
containing one thousand copies, were mailed toFsancisco for distribution there
by the Bund, and additional bundles had been sHippether parts of the countf§’
Allen’s “Jews! Jews! Jews Everywhere!” flyer wasdedy distributed in Los
Angeles that summer. In June, Bockhacker repah&idan entourage of Bund
members had gone out to Palmdale (northeast oAbggles) to scatter the handbill
there’® In July, Bockhacker warned Lewis that the Bund wkanning a propaganda
raid in Glendal€®? Bund and Silver Shirt propaganda assaults ogitii€ontinued
into September. On SeptembeRAllen’s newest handbill, “Boycott the Movies'es
Appendix 10: Snowstorm Flyers) was dumped on treets of Hollywood, and on

September 8, the “Boycott the Movies” handbill seavdown on the streets of

"8\W2 Report, September 1, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Boxrlder 29.
79C.19 Report, April 11, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box #dlder 13.
80\W2 Report, September 1, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Baxrlder 29.
81\W2 Report, June 27, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 38dé&r 26.
82\W2 Report, July 11, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 3@lder 27.

287



downtown LA, dumped from the rooftops of the May. Qbe Fifth Street Store, and
the Spring Street Arcad&’

In September, the rash of anti-Jewish propaganoasiorms in Los Angeles
ended abruptly with the beginning of the Dies Cottaris national investigation into
subversive propaganda activities. Public relatidinaders by Fritz Kuhn during that
time also prompted national fuehrer Fritz Kuhn tdes Herman Schwinn to stop
distributing the anti-movie handbill flyéf? Schwinn removed the flyer from
circulation, and it stopped snowing in Los Angeles.

*

Between 1936-1939, Hollywood'’s spies’ surveillant¢he domestic right-
wing in Los Angeles revealed the gravitational pdit “planet Deutsches Haus” had
on domestic right-wing groups in the city. Whiletall domestic right-wing groups
in Los Angeles were influenced by Nazism, those dinbited the German-American
Bund were. Deutsches Haus provided a center fidrgad networking and
ideological exchange, and the Bund provided orgdinral and sometimes financial
support. For Hollywood'’s spies and Leon Lewis, association of these domestic,
far right groups with an agent of the Third Reialsed concerns over that a Nazi-

inspired movement was forming in the United States.

83 New Handbills Thrown from May Co. and Fifth Str&ore, August 29, 1938, ibid, Part 2, Box 32,
Folder 28; Memorandum, September 2, 1938, ibidt, B8Box 32, Folder 29.
84\W2 Report, September 6, 1938, ibid.
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The United Nazi Front, 1936-1938

The collaboration between the Bund and the Silverts$in Los Angeles was
a local manifestation of a national unificatiomigewithin the far right in the late
1930s. Between 1936-1939 several new, far righgwiroups emerged across the
country with the potential to forge a united, naibmovement. Father Coughlin’s
Christian Front in the northeast, Harry Jung’s Aicear Vigilante Intelligence
Federation in Chicago, and George Deatherage’s isareNationalist Confederation
based in West Virginia all emerged during this tipeeiod, intent on launching an
ultra-nationalist political movement. Ultimatelypne of these groups had the
leadership or the funding to realize their goat,their concurrent appearance on the
national scene at a time when the Third Reich waamding across central Europe
contributed to liberal fears of a Nazi “fifth colum’

Those fears filled the popular press with allegatiof Nazi subversion across
American society. The near-hysterical pitch of taenpaign generated the “brown
scare.” Liberal and left-wing groups, the ADL a&dC among them, matched an
equally vociferous “red scare” to create a highdntentious and paranoid political

culture at the end of the decad®.

Alliance in LA
In 1936, Herman Schwinn took several steps to explaa productive

working relationship that the Bund enjoyed with 8itver Legion in Los Angeles to

8 Ribuffo, The Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far Rigionfi the Great Depression to the Cold
War.
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the national level. Brokering several opportusitieat brought the national
leadership of both groups together, Schwinn’s &farere part of the Bund’s broader
mission to foment a pro-Nazi political movementhe United States. Although the
alliance between the two groups at the nationalldid not come together as
Schwinn hoped it would, his efforts to bring theioma's two largest Nazi groups
together was a further sign of a growing Nazi-iefiaed political movement in the
city, and ultimately, across the country.

In 1936, Silver Legion founder William Dudley Psllean for president on the
Christian Party ticket as a third party candidad#rman Schwinn invited Pelley to
Deutsches Haus on two occasions. The first timé)e summer of that year, to
address a closed, joint session of Bundists an@iS8hirts at Deutsches Haus, and
the second time, to meet privately with Bund fuelkirgtz Kuhn.

Neil Ness provided Leon Lewis with the details oilli&m Dudley Pelley’s
July 1936 address to a closed meeting of Bund dadrhirt members held at
Deutsches Haus. According to Ness, Pelley paradedhe hall behind a color
guard carrying the flag of the United States amdSHhver Legion standard, a white
flag with a giant “L” for “Liberation.” He marchederemoniously down the center of
the auditorium, flanked by seven bodyguards, “apghed the speaker’s table in a
very conceited and arrogant manner,” and “for fap minutes, strutted about like a

vain peacock.*°

88 N2] Report, July 21, 1936, CRC Papers, Part X BdFolder 9.
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According to Ness, fully four minutes elapsed befBelley finally spoke.
Taking firm and dramatic grasp of his Sam Brownl, Ibe looked over the audience
and declared, “I have always loved Germany and/ags will...I am for Adolph
Hitler and | claim to be the Adolph Hitler of Amea.” The rest of Pelley’s
campaign speech was laden with his “usual” rangsnat) “the Moscow-controlled,
and the Jew-infested, Rozenvelt Administration.é &lso criticized the Republican
candidate, Alf Landon, whom he accused of being@ppt of the Jews as well. As
far as Pelley was concerned, he was the only catedigho could stop the Jewish
conspiracy to take over America.

“It doesn’t matter who you vote for in 1936 — besaloth candidates

are controlled by Jews. But, by the Grace of Gaah going to stop

that...By the Grace of God | will march up the stepWashington and

show them that this is still a Christian natidfif”

The joint meeting of the Bund and Silver Shirtgiy 1936 was the first
significant instance in the unification trend ind.Angeles. Had that appearance at
Deutsches Haus been a one-time event, Lewis mayld dismissed it, but several
months later, Schwinn again played matchmaker,jmoing in his efforts to forge a
national, pro-Nazi movement in the United Stat®shwinn arranged for Pelley and
Fritz Kuhn to meet secretly at Deutsches Hausdlosed-door session, to be

followed by a joint conference of their local follers. Select Bund and Silver Shirt

officials were present at the closed-door meetieigvben Pelley and Kuhn, including

8 |bid. In a supplement to this report written labgrNess, Ness added that Pelley was drunk during
the speech. Thirty minutes prior to the evenss\ead with Pelley, and wrote that Pelley imbibed
large quantities of whiskey before he took the st&pe [N2] Report, July 21 Supplementary Report to
Report Covering Silver Shirt Meeting, ibid., PayBbx 7, Folder 9.

291



the Silver Shirts’ third-in-command, Charles Slod@mnwho submitted a report to
Lewis testifying to the meeting between the counttywo Nazi leaders®®

Following their private tete-a-tete, Kuhn and Pebeldressed a joint
conference of their members in the Deutsches Hadisogium. An unsigned
eyewitness report in the LAJCC files, most likelgitten by Joe Roos, described the
scen€’® The auditorium at Deutsches Haus was packedjdirg the balcony above,
suggesting that approximately 700 people weretendaince. According to the
unsigned report, the writer observed “more Nazirsttyoopers in uniform” than he
had seen at any other meetifiy.

Bund and Silver Shirt leaders addressed the aueli¢gneding each other with
praise’® Kuhn spoke first, spending considerable time ilagidver the Silver Shirts.
“We are all in the same fight against the Communastd Jews, it is only fitting that
we hold joint meetings with our fellow workers, tBdver Shirters, who have a
common cause to battle and must, until the coustpurged, together stick™

Charles Slocombe, representing the Silver Shiotkgvied Kuhn.

Maintaining his cover as a staunch Silver Shirbc8mbe attacked the liberal press,

and told his pro-Nazi audience “that we wouldbalbetter off under fascism than

88 C.19 Report, November 17, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BOxFolder 5.

8 Deut[s]ches Haus Meeting, Sunday Evening Noverfibed 936 (author unknown), ibid., Part 1,
Box 10, Folder 5. Even though this report is incBimbe’s file, it was written by someone who was in
the audience listening to Slocombe’s speech, awtiter gives a description of “Slocum” and his
speaking mannerisms. It's probable that this repad written by Joseph Roos who was not yet
employed by Lewis.

99 |pid.

"91C.19 Report, November 17, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFolder 5.

92 Deut[s]ches Haus Meeting, Sunday Evening Noveribed 936 (author unknown), CRC Papers
Part 1, Box 10, Folder 5.
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under democracy.” Los Angeles Silver Shirt leadenneth Alexander followed
Slocombe. Alexander expressed his sincere ddmtedhe partnership between the
Bund and the Silver Legion would lead to the defieats and Communists in
America. Alexander closed the meeting with a pray&uhn’s men as souvenirs
gave departing attendees batches of small stickers.stickers read, “The Jews are
Our Misfortune.”®?

Ness’ account of Pelley’s proclaimed status asAtinerican Hitler,
Slocombe’s eyewitness report of the backroom megdtetween Kuhn and Pelley,
and Joe Roos’ description of the Pelley-Kuhn caefee at Deutsches Haus provided
the LAJCC with compelling evidence exposing thgims of a Nazi fifth column in
Los Angeles® In 1939, when Neil Ness was called to testifyobethe Dies
Committee on his experience as a member of the @evmerican Bund, Ness
reported on Pelley’s appearance at Deutsches ltliisg the Committee that the
audience “stamped the floor and just about tookdlo& down” when Pelley

proclaimed himself to be the “Adolf Hitler of Ames.” >

The Fry-Deatherage-Moseley Connection
Herman Schwinn'’s efforts to facilitate a nationdibace between the
German-American Bund and the Silver Shirts wasaaly enanifestation of the trend

within the far right in the late 1930s to establstnited Nazi front in the United

793 ||Ai

Ibid.
94 CRC Summary Repoi¥ol. 1, Part 1, Chapter 9, 197, ibid., Part Bx6, Folder 10.
%> Neil Ness Testimony, 5495.
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States. The national right-wing movement reacheslAngeles in 1938. What
started as a local fact-finding operation suddé&elgame an intelligence operation of
national and international importance. The infalioragathered by Hollywood’s
spies regarding efforts to form a united Nazi frionthe United States was the
LAJCC’s most important contribution to the Dies Guittee investigations, and
would later inform the Justice Department in idiciment of several of the political
activists involved.

The most politically significant evidence produdsdHollywood’s spies in
the late 1930s was the discovery of a plan conddmyeseveral far right activists
from around the country to stage a fascist coupenUnited States following the
1940 elections, to be led by a former U.S. Armyayalf®® The plot was first made
public through testimony made before the Dies Caemiin the spring of 1939 by
its co-conspirators, George Deatherage and GeGexalge van Horn Moseley.
News of the sensational scheme filled national heeslin the spring of 1939 and
was further trumpeted by the liberal and left-wprgss as additional “proof” of a
Nazi fifth column. Evidence of the plot came frearious sources, not the least of
which was from Los Angeles. The role that Hollywitsospies played in securing the
evidence exposing George Deatherage’s fascist wagmot known to the public

then, nor by historians since; but, the incideetdd the brown scare and has been

%6 MacDonnell,Insidious Foes: The Axis Fifth Column and the AnsriHome Front
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widely cited by historians as an example of theheand limits of native fascism in
the late 19308’

The plot itself was conceived by a small groupawtright activists led by
George Deatherage, a self-proclaimed fascist froestWirginia and founder of a
neo-Klan group called the Knights of the White Caaeln 1937, Deatherage, along
with several co-conspirators from around the coymtrganized the American
Nationalist Confederation to forge a national, edilNazi front. One of Deatherage’s
key collaborators was a newcomer to LA’s far rigblitical community, Paquita de
Shishmareff, who went by the alias Mrs. Leslie FHollywood’s spies’ infiltration
of the Bund and the Silver Shirts led to their siltance of Fry as well, and the
information presented here provides the historiplgyavith new information on
Leslie Fry, whose role in the Deatherage schemééaes little understood. Fry
maintained such a low profile in Los Angeles thagreHollywood'’s spies had a
difficult time understanding precisely what she wiago; but, her associations with
Herman Schwinn, the Silver Shirts and British, WHRussian and German agents
who called on her between 1937-1938 aroused thspisions.

Leslie Fry was the American-born widow of a Russastocrat who had
been killed in the Russian Revolution. She andsbas escaped the Russian
Revolution with the family fortune and fled to Epmoin the late 1910s. Fry settled

first in Britain. During her London years, Fry wastive within fascist political

"7 |bid; Jeansonnalomen of the Far Right: The Mothers' Movement andd\War II; Ribuffo, The

Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far Right frahe Great Depression to the Cold WAugust
Raymond Ogden, “The Dies Committee: A Study of$ipecial House Committee for the Investigation
of Un-American Activities, 1938-1943" (Dissertatiohhe Catholic University of America, 1943), 118-
22.
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circles, publishing an antisemitic newspaper caltexChristian Free Presshat was
dedicated to promoting the theories of Bretocols of the Elders of Zidi® Fry
became an expeRrotocolspropagandist in the 1920s, and in the mid-1930Qswas
working as a paid agent for the German Ministr{ofpaganda. The Ministry sent
Fry to the United States to cultivate Nazism in Aicee’®® By the time she settled in
Los Angeles in 1936, Fry was well-established ternational fascist propaganda
circles.

Leon Lewis described Leslie Fry as a “mysteriodsrimational figure,”
“brainy,” and “the most active fascist in south@alifornia.”*° Fry was, by far, the
shrewdest and most calculating of all the Nazi &geperating in Los Angles in the
late 19308°" She consciously maintained a very low profilsafeguard her
operation and her true identity as a paid Nazi agappda agent. Unlike other far

right activists of the era whose public posturimjdd grandiose personal ambitions

"8 There is little documentation on Fry’s past. Et#ailywood’s spies could not find out about her
past. One of the most detailed accounts on Fry igansonn&yomen of the Far Right: The Mothers'
Movement and World War,1229, endnote #4. Researchers should be awarallingations that Fry
was actually a Soviet agent were circulated by kédien to discredit her in retaliation for betragi
him following his San Diego arrest in 1938. Forells smear campaign of Fry, as well as what the
LAJCC believed to be true about her past, GRE€ Summary Repoiol. 3, Part Il, Chapter 2, CRC
Papers, Part 2, Box 28, Folder 16.

"9 CRC Summary Repoi¥ol. 3, Part Il, Chapter 2, 961-62, CRC Papesst R, Box 28, Folder 16.
Fry was accompanied to the United States by adBritolleague, Conrad Chapman. Chapman was even
more discreet in his activities in Los Angeles tas Fry. Slocombe and Lewis suspected that
Chapman may have been Fry’s superior as a Propagddimiktry agent. Fry’s mission was to promote
Nazism indirectly by disseminating the contentt@Rrotocols She frequently advertised the book in
the Christian Free Press

80 CRC Summary Repoiol. 1, Part I, Chapter 2, 256, ibid., Part 26, Folder 12. The
Deatherage affair is widely cited by historiansaasxample of the extreme far right during the 5930
but Fry’s role is seldom discussed because of ¢aetd of documents on her activities. For more on
Fry’s activities in southern California, see “Fhgslie,” CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 62, Folders 11-22.
Also, seeCRC Summary Repoiol. 1, ibid., Part 2, Box 26, Folder 12RC Summary Repoiol. 3,
ibid., Part 2, Box 28, Folders 15-16.

801 Memorandum, April 29, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box &b)der 14.
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of power, Fry never spoke in public. She keptri@ne out of th€hristian Free
Press even though she was the paper’s editor, publisimef its only writer. Fry
trusted very few people. She worked within a tightle of just nine trusted
collaborators that included Silver Shirt Henry Alland Bund fuehrer Herman
Schwinn®? Fry’s pro-Nazi group was one that Hollywood'sesptould not fully
penetrate, but her relationships with Schwinn aldnAgave Charles Slocombe
tertiary access to this woman of international ragsaind intrigue.

It took a full eighteen months of surveillance bef@€harles Slocombe
discovered the full extent of Fry’s activities ablazi propaganda agent in Los
Angeles. Slocombe met Fry through Henry Allenhie fall of 1937. Fry had just
returned from the inaugural meeting of a new, matidascist organization called the
American Nationalist Confederati6ff Slocombe reported that Leslie Fry and the

new group’s leader, George Deatherage, had hiredytfdlen to work for the new

892 Ery's circle of collaborators in Los Angeles we&enrad Chapman, Mrs. Faith McCullough, her
private secretary, Mrs. Elizabeth Jewett, a weabibyefactress from Pasadena society and suspected
lover, Herman Schwinn, Ivan Gourine, White Russigant, and four other women whom Lewis would
not name in his documents because, as he puhis imemo, “they had made such strenuous efforts to
preserve their anonymity that no gentleman woultetthe heart to express them so long as they behave
themselves and ‘be good.” Untitled handwritten neeifm.d.), CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 43, Folder 10.
803 Hearings before a Special Committee on Un-Amerisativities Special Committee on Un-
American Activities, 76 Cong., at 4004 (1939) (Henry Allen Testimony) @wdter, Henry Allen
Testimony). The Dies Committee confirmed that Witofving far right groups participated in the
American Nationalist Confederation’s inaugural nrggin Kansas City in the summer of 1937:
Knights of the White Camellia (Deatherage), Milit&@hristian Patriots (Fry), William Pelley, Gerald
Winrod, Charles Hudson (Omaha), James True, Ndtldbarty Party (Frank W. Clark), Robert E.
Edmondson, The American Rangers (J.H. Peyton) Arherican White Guard (Henry D. Allen), the
Constitutional Crusaders of America, E.N. SanctuBigs Committee findings summarizedGRC
Summary Repari/ol. 4, Part lll, 1240, CRC Papers, Part 2, B&xRolder 2.
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movement® In early 1938, Leslie Fry sent Allen on a six-Weeross-country tour
to recruit political and financial support for thew, ultra-nationalist movemefft

The purpose of the mission betrayed the group’sesambition to foment a
fascist revolution in the United States. The peapkth whom Allen met, and the
way he gained access to them further reveal Ftgtsi® within far right and
international fascist circles. Allen’s first staas in El Paso, Texas, where he met
with far-right associates of Fry’'s Los Angeles-lthbackers. From Texas, Allen
went onto Atlanta to meet with Ku Klux Klan Grand2ard Hiram Evans. Carrying
a letter of introduction from Georgia governor Engdalmadge to Evans, procured
for Allen by Fry, Allen met with Evans and offeraalpurchase the Klan from Evans
in order to quickly fill the ranks of the Americ&tationalist Confederatioff’ The
details of the conversation are not available y @inthe documents in the archive,
but Evans did not sell.

Allen’s national tour then took him to Washingt@nhC., where his letters of
introduction gained him audience with the represtres of several fascist-friendly
countries. Allen met with the officials from theustrian, Egyptian, Italian,
Rumanian, and Iragi embassies to update them gortiggess of the fascist
movement in the United Stat&¥. Fry’s status as a German agent also won Allen a

seat at a private meeting of the U.S. German cermlt at the German Embassy

84 Henry Allen Testimony, 4000-1; C19 Report, Aprili®38, and C19 Report, April 8, 1938, CRC
Papers, Part 2, Box 40, Folder 14.

895 Henry Allen Testimony, 4017.

808 Memorandum, April 29, 1938, CRC Papers, Part 2 &8@xFolder 14.

897 |bid. Note that this portion of the memo revedis partial code that Allen and Fry used in their
correspondence. The reference to “Arabs” in thieagaeant “Germans” and “Auntie” was Fry’s code
name in their correspondence. Also see Henry Allestimony,4017- 4023.

298



with Hitler's visiting private adjutant, Captaini&r Weidemanrf®® From
Washington, Allen traveled to New York City and meth Fritz Kuhn, carrying a
letter of introduction written at Fry’s request Hgrman Schwinf{®®
Allen’s meetings with representatives of foreigivgamments demonstrated
Leslie Fry’s stature as a Nazi agent, and raisqubrtant questions for Lewis and the
LAJCC. What was the purpose of those meetings?¥ Wés an American citizen,
backed by unregistered Nazi agents (Fry and Schwaeting with foreign
diplomats from fascist countries? With German ats® With the head of the Bund
and the Klan? It was activities such as Allen@ssrcountry trip that raised concerns
among liberals and left-wing activists that a Ni##h column was forming; but, it
was the documents later seized by Hollywood’s stiiasconfirmed the fears.
Documents exposing plans to stage a fascist coup sezed from Henry
Allen by Naval Intelligence in San Diego under Ldawis’ guidance in the spring
of 1938. The documents exposed “conspiraciesefanlt in Mexico, a coup d’etat in
the United States and clear evidence of conneutitinthe Nazis by Allen,” all
planned and led by a network of Nazi-influenced dstic fascist cell8'® Among
the dozens of incriminating letters found in Alleftriefcase was correspondence
between George Deatherage, Leslie Fry, and WhissiBu (fascist) Vladimir
Kositsin containing instructions on paying Alleatters discussing the recruitment of

retired U.S. Army General George van Horn Mosetelead the coup, a hand-drawn

808 Memorandum, April 29, 1938, CRC Papers, Part % #& Folder 14; Henry Allen Testimony,
4017-4034.

809 Memorandum, April 29, 1938, CRC Papers, Part % 8% Folder 14.

819 Memorandum [#2 dated April 25, 1938], ibid., PArBox 40, Folder 14.
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chart illustrating the paramilitary structure oétbinited States government under this
new fascist regime, and a letter from far rightgagandist James True to Henry
Allen suggesting that True might be able to sugylgn with “peashooters” (rifles)
for the movement through the National Rifle Asstoia®!*

The sensational contents of Henry Allen’s briefdaseame the basis for the
Dies Committee’s most celebrated revelation of Nativity in the United States
The documents provided the Committee with a blumor investigating these
conspiratorial plots and for the public interrogas of Allen, Fry, Deatherage, and
Moseley. The questions asked by the Committeaip@ny to Allen’s association
with Fry, his trip across country, the people withom he met, and details of the
Deatherage organization reflected the content t&nAd briefcase and the
Committee’s desire to have Allen confirmed congpmial relationships as well as
the plot for the record. Despite the Dies Commaitenfamous reputation for
providing right-wing witnesses a platform for spagiheir racist, far-right platitudes
on the witness stand, the full extent of the Deatdpe plot was laid bare during
Deatherage and Moseley’s testimonies in the smird®39. The documents from
Allen’s briefcase were also widely published in gopular press — the result of an
apparent leak by either the Committee, the ADLahbDetails of the plot were

front-page headlines across the country in thengmf 1939%'? Although the

8111 1. Arrest of Henry Allen, San Diego, April 22,38 -- Notes from Memory on Names and Data
found in Allen’s Brief-Case, ibid., Part 2, Box 4lder 14.

Confiscation of Allen’s briefcase was reported by $an Diego SurSee “G-Men Probe Fascist Plot;
SD Man Gold Shirt ‘Link’,”San Diego SurApril 24, 1938.

812«The Fuse under MexicoKen1 (April 21, 1938): 15-19; “Prelude to AmericansEsm,”Ken 1
(August 25, 1938): 24-26; “Exposing Native U.S.tRits,”Ken 1 (September 8, 1938): 24-26; John
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scheme never amounted to anything more than wighifulting on the part of its
small band of conspirators, General Moseley’s wusiantisemitic statements and
praise for Nazism “came to symbolize the threatolwhieactionary elements of the

military posed to democracy,” according to historfadancis MacDonneff*®

The Briefcase

The case of the Deatherage-Moseley conspiracy dws widely cited by
historians as an example of the reach and limitsatize fascism in the United States
in the late 1930s, but the role that Hollywood’sespplayed in acquiring Henry
Allen’s briefcase was not known at the time, nomistorians since. The seizure of
the briefcase by naval intelligence officials im32iego shows how the local fact-
finding operation in Los Angeles grew to natiomapirtance, and also Leon Lewis’
status as a trusted advisor to U.S. Naval Inteltge which was, at the time, the
nation’s most powerful intelligence agency.

On Friday, April 22, 1938, Henry Allen along witth@rles Slocombe and two
accomplices were arrested in San Diego for vioggtite city’s anti-handbill

ordinance in a sting operation planned by Lewisc&nbe, and the San Diego police.

Spivak,Secret Armies: The New Technique of Nazi Warfidew York: Modern Age Books, 1939);
Leon Lewis was furious with the leak of Henry Alleibriefcase contents, but he could not determine
whether it had come from the Frank Prince, who a@ssing Dies, or the Dies Committee itself. For
other news coverage of Allen’s briefcase and thatBerage-Moseley plot, see “Plots to Seize America
Told,” Los Angeles Time#ay 21, 1939. 1, 5; “Foreign Ties of Anti-Red @poTold,”Los Angeles
Times May 24, 1939. 1, “Nazi Activities Aired in Headyi Los Angeles Time#ay 25, 1939. 1, 9;

The New York Timevered the story on the front page on May 19a2d, June 1, 1939; Stanley

High, “Star Spangled FascistSaturday Evening Po&tl1, no. 48 (May 27, 1939%Roy Tozier,

“Moseley of the Fifth Column,New RepublicJune 7, 1939. 119-21.

83 MacDonnell Insidious Foes: The Axis Fifth Column and the AsgtiHome Front.
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Slocombe and the two accomplices were booked aatiguilty to the charges.
They paid the fine and returned to Los AngeledeAlhowever was not released.
Allen was held in jail over the weekend until heislcbomake bail for an additional
charge, possession of the deadly weapon, whichalgagart of the Slocombe-Lewis
plan®* Slocombe told the police that,
Allen carries a leather sheath on the side of ritvet fdoor of his car.
It is an oak club about 19” long with a leatherrtfgdo wrap around
his wrist. The club is about an inch thick, and @wnd a half inches
wide. The back of it is rounded and its face igegsharp. He calls
it a “kike killer” and showed me how to use it. o wrap it around
your wrist and then poke it in the man’s stomacit, when he bends
over come down on top of his head with the flae&fd
Slocombe returned to Los Angeles and called on Kisn to update her on
Allen’s arrest. It was then that Slocombe leartied Allen’s precious briefcase,
which he never let out of his sight, was in Allena. Mrs. Allen was agitated. She
told Slocombe, “there are papers in the car thaimeis supposed to see,” and when
Leslie Fry found out about the briefcase, she eniqadly ordered Slocombe to get it
back before the authorities got a hold &f'ft.
The most dramatic episode of the entire archillevi@d.
Slocombe notified Lewis about the errant briefcasel the two raced back to

San Diego the next day, a Saturday, to securertbfedse before it could be returned

to Allen upon his release that Monday. Meetinghwifite City Prosecutor,

814C.19 Report, April 23, 1938, CRC Papers, Partdx 80, Folder 14.
815 .19 Report, April 16, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box &0older 13.
8119, Arrest of Henry Allen, San Diego, April 2838, ibid., Part 2, Box 40, Folder 14.
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representatives from the sheriff’s office, andltieal FBI agent, Lewis prevailed on
the team to examine the contents of the case. dlew@r wrote:

| only had a few minutes to briefly examine the temts of the brief

case and found a large mass of correspondencetlagiddata covering

the past six months, exposing widespread fascrstpmacies,

numerous representatives and agents throughouabthery and close

affiliation with Nazi leaders and Nazi organizasont further

contained a blue-print of a set up of military amdl organizations

with the objective of over-throwing the Americarvgonment after the

1940 election§’

It was clear to Lewis that an inventory of the frése needed to be made, but
neither the sheriff’s office nor the FBI in San Baeehad a photostatic machine to copy
the briefcase contents. When Lewis offered tofpayhe copying, both the city
prosecutor and FBI man balked, neither able to takponsibility for such an action.
Lewis pressed them, informing the two that he waskimg with Commander Riordan
of Naval Intelligence in San Diego and that Allebisefcase contained documents
critical to national security. Working through tbleain of command that revealed
Lewis’ standing with local police and with Navatéiligence, Commander Riordan
was finally tracked and told the city prosecutod &me FBI man “in pretty plain
language that they could have confidence in Lewitkis assistant [Slocombéf:®

Riordan pulled rank and ordered the locals to mwik and his assistant, “Mr.

Walker,” in charge of inventorying Allen’s briefaas In a marathon, overnight session,

81711, Arrest of Henry Allen, San Diego, April 22,38 ibid., Part 2, Box 40, Folder 14.
818 ||hi
Ibid.
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Lewis and Slocombe went through Allen’s briefcadentifying the documents to be
photostatted and taking notes on the &st.

For Leslie Fry, the confiscation of Henry Allen’sddcase threatened to
expose her closely guarded identity as a Nazi ags€at long after the incident in
San Diego, Slocombe reported that Fry suspecteédstbaombe was the informer
who tipped off the San Diego police, and that she figured out Slocombe’s
connection to Lewi&?® Allen reported to Slocombe that Fry was concethed if
Allen was called to testify concerning the contesftthe briefcase, he would “spill
the goods,” incriminating her and her circle of Nagents®?*

Fry took several actions over the next several himttended to intimidate
Leon Lewis and the Jews of Los Angeles. She s&legram to LAJCC board
member and Superior Court Judge Harry Hollzer afer@ing the Jews of Los
Angeles if they persisted in their “campaign” aghiHenry Allen. As the “Editor of
the Christian Free Press,” Fry sent a telegramaitzker asserting that “Allen was
being persecuted by the Jewish Community and degia¥ his liberty...[and that]

Consequences...may be regrettable for all, for meislone,” she wrot&?

819 |hid.

820 c19 Report, April 26, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box #@lder 14. Leon Lewis had contacted Henry
Allen’s attorney, Harry Elder, to try to persuadmmmot to defend Allen. As a result of that
conversation, Fry, who was paying Allen’s legal emxges, figured out the connection between
Slocombe and Lewis.

821 CRC Summary Repoiol. 3, Part I, Chapter 2, 925, ibid., Part 28, Folder 15. Fry and Allen
parted ways in the fall of 1938, just prior to thial for the suit that Leon Lewis brought agaiAfien
for illegally registering to vote as a felon. Fgneged on her guarantee to pay for Allen’s legatf
and the resulting civitase was what actually exposed Fry’s connectidgxilém, and the Nazi spy ring
she led. See

822 etter, Leslie Fry to Judge Harry Hollzer, May 2938, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 40, Folder 15.
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Fry’s intimidation campaign became personal. Twanths after the seizure
of the briefcase, Hollywood'’s spy William Bockhackearned Leon Lewis that Bund
members were “tailing” Joe Roos, and that Roos @eabn be “knocked over” on
Fry’s orders. Indeed, Roos was mugged outsidéesdidme “by the Fry gang,” as
Lewis referred to the Bund and the Silver Shirtmrtly thereafte’*® Roos was
shaken up, suffering bruises and broken glassé$iebwas otherwise unhd® For
the first time in the archive, Lewis expressed @ons for his own safety. He wrote
to Frank Prince a few days following the attackRoos, noting, “The lengths these
people will go to are unpredictable,” and expressattern that they might try to
jump him nexf®

Lewis’ concerns were not unfounded. For severaty8und leaders had
known that a Jewish attorney by the name of Leomis&vas “the brains behind
everything that [went] wrong against thefi® In the wake of the Allen briefcase
debacle, Leslie Fry plotted to intimidate Lewisnfréaking any further action against
Allen, which would have, in turn, lead to politiahd legal action which could have
exposed her as a paid Nazi agent. Henry Allenidedfin Charles Slocombe that he
and Fry had been out to case Leon Lewis’s homeapagration to kidnap Lewis’s
two young daughters (aged 14 and 7 at the timég plan involved an anonymous
warning to Lewis — wrapped around a brick to bevéeéd through his front window,

threatening his children — if he did not stop m#-&lazi activities. Allen told

823 Schwinn Reaction to Allen Case, June 15, 1934, ilfart 2, Box 32, Folder 26.
824 etter, Lewis to Prince, June 17, 1938, ibid.tRaBox 147, Folder 9.
825 .
Ibid.
826 N.2. Report, September 18, 1936, ibid., Part X BdFolder 13 and N.2. Report, March 17, 1936,
ibid., Part 1, Box 7, Folder 2.

305



Slocombe that Fry had purchased gloves, oil-clotredngs for their shoes, and the
rubber stamp to craft the ransom ndt€s.

Slocombe told Lewis about the plot, and in his #®ment — or perhaps his
relief — he wrote, “Now we can get her! Do you thshe still has this stuff [referring
to the tools of the kidnapping] in her hous&%”

The plot was never attempted, and neither Fry dl@nAvere ever arrested for
conspiracy. Several factors account for thisstfFthe plot was never attempted
because Fry and Allen parted ways shortly thereadtel hence, Fry had no obvious,
willing henchmarf?® Second, the police told Slocombe that they cooldarrest
either of them because the allegations were baségarsay>’ Third, Lewis seldom
pursued charges of this type against his enemgesiuse he felt he had enough
insider information to take the necessary actiavukhthese threats of violence have
advanced, prioritizing instead to protect his infants’ anonymity. Pressing charges
against Fry or Allen in this case would have expdSlcombe’s cover once and for
all, and it appears that Lewis chose to hedge étis. bNevertheless, 1938 proved to
be a year of anxiety for Lewis, Roos, Slocombd, the rest of Hollywood'’s spies as

long as Leslie Fry was in town.

The Anti-Communist Federation, 1938

827.C.19 Report, October 8, 1938, ibid., Part 2, BéxMolder 17. Also seBRC Summary RepoNol.

3, Part I, Chapter 2, 946, ibid., Part 2, Box B8lder 15.

828 C.19 Report, October 8, 1938, ibid., Part 2, BexRolder 17.

829 For Fry’s betrayal of Allen, se@RC Summary Repoiol. 3, Part Il, Chapter 2, 942-45, ibid., Part
2, Box 28, Folder 15.

830 C19 Report, October 20, 1938, ibid., Part 2, BoxRolder 17.
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Despite the seizure of Allen’s briefcase in thargpof 1938, Leslie Fry
remained true to her mission to forge a united Nramnt in the United States.
Charles Slocombe’s cover had been significantlymiged as a result of the seizure
of the briefcase, but Fry’s cooptation of the Batidwed William Bockhacker to
report on her efforts to establish a national Naftuenced political movement with
the assistance of the Bund in Los Angeles. Coresaty Hollywood's spies were
able to further confirm Fry’s role in this natiomabvement, and more importantly,
the Bund's role in providing the resources necgstastage the second annual Anti-
Communist Federation conference in August1938.

Immediately following the breach, Fry went on tH&eosive to protect herself.
She broke with from Deatherage, distanced herszth the Bund and eventually
from Henry Allen. Two weeks after the briefcaseswsaized, Leslie Fry, using her
mouthpiece, th€hristian Free Pressdenounced the American Nationalist
Confederation as an un-American organization becaused the emblem of a
foreign country, a swastika, in its emblem. Udlinig as the premise to break from
Deatherage and from the Bund, the paper (i.e.,@ygroups, the Militant Christian
Patriots, and the American League of Christian Wonaeere breaking with
Deatherage because of the Confederation’s appaneimericanness®* Fry’s
“break” with Nazism was merely a public relatiorleyp Lewis noted in his report to

the Dies Committee that Fry’s “patriotism” was nathmore than the “time-worn

814To Our Members and Subscriber§hristian Free PressMay 1938. 1.
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strategy to drape the American flag around her lsleoucondemn
Communism...[with hopes that she passes] as a reatianere patriot®?

Both Bockhacker and Slocombe documented Fry atehAldaily visits to
Deutsches Haus in the spring and summer of 1988wing theChristian Free
Press denunciation of any group associated with a fgmegovernment. Fry and
Allen maintained a close relationship with Hermam&inn in planning for the
conference. Not only was the relationship constaitclose, but Bockhacker and
Slocombe reported that Fry’s authority over Schwwas apparent “every other day
at German Haus” during these months. Fry’'s commeardg of Schwinn and the
Bund led Lewis to surmise that Schwinn must haceixed orders from above to
support Fry in her mission.

Schwinn is not the type who would permit this iftreed not strict
orders to fulfill every one of Mrs. Fry’s wishes lae is anxious
above all to increase the membership of the Bunldretain supreme
power®3

Hollywood’s spy William Bockhacker worked alongsifley, Allen, and
Schwinn for several months helping with the logistior the conference.
Bockhacker provided Leon Lewis with the invitatimnthe event, which Lewis
analyzed for the report as evidence of Fry’s diufglias a Nazi propaganda agent.
The event was to be at Deutsches Haus, but it \Wyaed& by Leslie Fry, who had only

a month before denounced any group associatedawdteign government, like the

Bund, as “un-American.” Despite Fry's efforts task the event’s pro-Nazi

832 CRC Summary Repoi¥ol. 1, Part Il, Chapter 2, 261, CRC Papers, PaBox 26, Folder 12.
833 CRC Summary Repoi¥ol. 1, Part Il, Chapter 2, 279-80, ibid., ParB®x 26, Folder 12.
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orientation, the invitation betrayed Leslie Fryispiicity as a secret Nazi activi§t’
The new conference, called the “Anti-Communist Fatlen” asserted the need for
“united front of informed Christian American citiz& to defend against the
“Sovietiz[ation]” of the United States.” The inatton underscored the need for a
conference by appropriating the rationale for tee IDies Committee as its own,
pointing to “authorities” who agreed that “interivaial groups are focusing their
conspiratorial activities on west coast, and Catif@in particular.®*

Bockhacker reported that ten thousand copies ahthtation were printed
and mailed to every anti-Communist group acrossthmtry®*® Local Bund and
Silver Shirt members distributed flyers throughsotithern California, and Schwinn
met personally with local right-wing groups to prote the August conferené?’
This advanced warning allowed Leon Lewis to plaresponse. Concerned that the
anti-Communist conference would attract veteraesyis notified his American
Legion colleague Dr. John Lechner, Chairman ofAheericanism Committee, that
the conference was a Nazi front. Lechner wroteegigl bulletin to all Legion posts
warning Legionnaires that the true sponsors ottrent.

Mrs. L. Fry of Glendale and Henry Allen of Pasadena of the most

active and important links in the Nazi structureCalifornia.

Knowing their background and having a record ofrtAati-American

activities, this office presumes to conclude that¢onference is not
held in good faitf¥3®

84 pid., 275-77.

835 |nvitation to Western States Convention of theiABammunist Federation, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box
32, Folder 27.

836 \W2 Report, July 25, 1938, and W2 Report, JulylZB8, ibid., Part 2, Box 32, Folder 27.

87\W2 Report, July 28, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 3@lder 27.

838 Special Bulletin to Legion Posts [July 1938], ibiBlart 2, Box 32, Folder 27.

309



Lewis hired several temporary informants to reporthe August conference
from inside and outside of the Haus that weekdtid.informants estimated that 300
people from around the country attended the conéere Leslie Fry told attendees that
the goal of the organization was to attack the™Bgws in America. She urged
everyone to check on Jews in their respective regifind things in their past for
which they could be prosecuted. Speeches werea gliwveughout the weekend on the
challenges of Judeo-Bolshevism in the United Stailes attendees were able to
purchase a wide range of far right, pro-Nazi litera written by American
propagandists from around the couritty.
Fry took advantage of the conference to contintegtsfto intimidate Leon
Lewis. One of Lewis’ inside men reported that radees were greeted in the lobby of
the mansion by a large, ten-by-three-foot banningdor Congressional action
against Jews who persecuted Christian patriot® bEmner read:
The Jewish Agents for prosecution of Christian iBttrare the
Jewish Anti-Defamation League of the B’nai B'ri660 Roosevelt
Building and the Hollywood Anti-Nazi League, 6912Iwood
Boulevard. We must demand Congressional invegtigatf their
alliance with the Communist Party. Track down lilead and
sponsors of their agents in your locality. In l&syeles:
Leon L. Lewis, 660 Roosevelt Building
Mendel Silberberg, Roosevelt Building
Ernest Lubitsch

Judge Isaac Pacht
Eddie Cantof*°

839D.7 Report, August 6, 1938, CRC Papers, Part ,3 Folder 28.

840D.7 Report, August 6, 1938, and Wiseman Repoffdélgphone, August 6, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box
32, Folder 28. Except for Eddie Cantor, the metedion the Bund’s banner were members of the
LAJCC. Cantor was not a member of the LAJCC bolutlcould be relied n by Lewis when needed.
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The banner was a subtle invitation to harass Lewtsthe others listed, each of whom
were also members of the LAJCC board.

Outside Deutsches Haus, temporary informants D7Bé&ndeported on the
massive protest that raged in the street for thieeemeekend (see Appendix 1:
Photographs®f* Organized by the Hollywood Anti-Nazi League, appmately
3,000 picketers carried signs, tussled with poleel shouted anti-Nazi slogans at the
Haus all weekend lon§f? Two other temporary informants, positioned onrthaf of
the adjacent Chevrolet building, recorded the beeplate numbers of arriving
attendees, while two more informants, not-so-desityepositioned on the roof of the
adjacent Miller Printing Company, took photographgveryone who went in and
out of the Haus until Bund members spotted themrasked out to throw rocks at
the offending photographe?s’

Fry planned that the new, LA-based Anti-Communedétation would attract
a large national following. Schwinn intended te tise new group as a front for the
Bund, announcing that Deutsches Haus was now ti€ammunist center on the
West Coast** As for Fry, she hoped that the new federationld/igain national
political traction to fight Communists. Hollywoaispies reported that the
federation’s political platform called for closimgmigration, outlawing Communism

in the U.S., and severing diplomatic relations viilissia. The new anti-Communist

81D.7 Report, August 6, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box Balder 28.

842«Nazis Hear Foes Chant Hitler Dirgd,bs Angeles Time#ugust 7, 1938. 1; “Crowd Heckles
Bund Parley,Los Angeles Time#&ugust 8, 1938. 3.

843IRoos] Report, August 6, 1938, CRC Papers, Pa&bg,32, Folder 28.

844“Nazis Adopt American Front to Fool Publidiollywood Now September 23, 1938, clipping in
CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 32, Folder 29.
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front also planned to expose the leaders of the Betamation League and “Jewish
Anti-Nazi League” [sic] as Communist conspiratonsl &alled for a Congressional
investigation of all Jews who actively fought Na#s

** *

There was no third annual meeting of Fry’'s Anti-Coumist Federation. Ten
days after the 1938 conference, the Dies Commujpesed its hearings on
subversive activities in the United States, anddisgppeared from Los Angeles as
mysteriously as she had blown in. Fry fled thentpuin the spring of 1939 when the
Committee’s chief investigator arrived in Los Anggl*® She did not remain in
Europe long. Within just a few months, war broke in Europe and Fry returned to
the United State¥’’ In 1942, the Justice Department indicted Frysdition along
with twenty-three other right-wing activists andri8uleaders, including Herman
Schwinn. The prosecution used evidence procumed the LAJCC in its case
against the group, but charges against Fry wengpeawhen the prosecution

deemed it did not have sufficient evidence to pritvsedition case against &t

84513 Report, August 8, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box Balder 28 CRC Summary Repoivol. 1, Part |,
Chapter 8, 191-92, ibid., Part 2, Box 26, Folder3&e also th€hristian Free Presfrom September
1938 for a long report and pictures from the Antir@nunist Conference, written by Leslie Fry.

846 Fry returned to the United States in the fall 89, and was arrested and held on Ellis Island as a
“potential alien risk” along with other suspectedzNagents. Jeansontwpmen of the Far Right: The
Mothers' Movement and World War 829, endnote #4.

847 |bid.

848 |hid.
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Conclusion

Between 1936-1939, right-wing political dissentass the country escalated
to unprecedented proportions. From mainstream Rigans to far-right, Nazi-
influenced fascist groups, strident voices of disskarkened the American political
landscape after 1935, according to historian Alank®ey. Hundreds of right-wing
groups and their would-be political demagoguesdilihe nation’s city streets,
airwaves, and rented halls with cries of protestiragj the New Deal’s expansion of
government into their lives and the Roosevelt Adstration’s broader, pluralistic
conception of “Americanism.” According to Brinkie“[a]t no time since the
Depression had [begun had] prospects for politiphleaval seemed greater. At no
time had the future seemed more uncert&ff.”

American Jews in the 1930s would have agreed wiithkiey. In Los
Angeles, the LAJCC monitored the political acte#iof more than 400 right-wing
groups between 1936-1941 that threatened to underd@mocracy in America. All
of those groups viewed Jews as the source of Aaisnolitical and economic
problems, and used antisemitic rhetoric to expiiesis political dissent. Leon Lewis
maintained files on all of these right-wing groubpst it was the groups that orbited
Deutsches Haus and partnered with the German-AareBand that were of greatest
concern to the Jews of Los Angeles. For the Jéws®Angeles, political
antisemitism was not the problem, it was the symmptolnsurgent Nazism was the

problem. This chapter has demonstrated that thve d€Los Angeles understood that

849 Brinkley, Voices of Protest: Huey Long, Father Coughlin, #mel Great Depression
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problem and remained vigilant in their fight to deait in Los Angeles by planting
informants inside those anti-democratic, dissidgatips. In fact, the absence of the
most prominent right-wing group in the city undenss the LAJCC'’s primary
objective.

The Ku Klux Klan is virtually absent from the suileince of the Bund and its
allies. There are two reasons for this. Firstifithe late 1920s through 1938, the
Klan in Los Angeles was a mere shadow of the palitiorce it had been during the
1920s*° Second, and more important, the Klan completasvwed the German-
American Bund as a subversive foreign threat to Acaaism equivalent to
Communists. In fact, the Klan initiated its ow¢t finding” operation inside the
Bund in the fall of 1939 following the start of WotWar Il in Europe. It also
announced a statewide campaign to have the Bunteldan California, just as it had
attempted to do to the Communist Paife Klan in Los Angeles had little use for
the Bund, and therefore, Lewis had no need to sphe Klan. In fact, Lewis tucked
his discussion of the Klan into a chapter of futanmary Reposntitled “Fascist
Organizations Now Extinct,” spending only forty-iwf the report’s three-thousand

pages to the KlafP* This chapter, therefore, demonstrates that thlencover

89During the 1920s, southern California had the sddargest concentration of Klan chapters and
members outside of the south; but internal schisch$o a decline in membership in southern
California by 1927. Robert Salley, “Activities dfe Knights of the Ku Klux Klan in Southern
California, 1921-1925” (M.A. Thesis, University 8buthern California, 1963). Concerns over foreign
political groups, Communists and Nazis alike atehd of the 1930s appears to have been the catalyst
to its revival.See Slocombe reports on the Klan, 1939-1941, CReBaPart 2, Box 43, Folders 13-26
and Box 41, Folders 1-6.

81 CRC Summary Repoivol. 1, Part Ill, Chapter 6, 327-34. The July 094date to th&ummary
Reportupdated information on the Klan, based on Ch&lesombe’s informant reports. SERC
Summary Repagrivol. 4, Part lll, Chapter 6, 1389-1415, 1434-148&C Papers, Part 2, Box 29,
Folder 7; C19 Report #2432, December 7, 1939,,iBidrt 2, Box 40, Folder 23. This report refers to
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operation was intended to defend the United Stades Nazism. It was not
motivated by Jewish particularism; rather, it yasdicated upon the universalism
that defined American Jewish defense activity.

The primary objective of the LAJCC was to combat tise of a Nazi-
influenced political movement in the United Statésso doing, they were part of a
broader liberal counter-protest in the late 198@$ sounded the alarm against the
development of a “Nazi fifth column” in the Unit&lates. According to some
historians, however, liberals at the time fomergétdrown scare” in the United
States between 1936-1939 with exaggerated and soesetinsubstantiated
allegations of Nazi-influenced activitié¥ With the benefit of hindsight, these
historians correctly conclude that neither indiatly nor collectively did any of
these right-wing groups possess the requisite tshibe funding or political plan

needed to gain national political povwfet. These historians, therefore, conclude that

Los Angeles Examingarticle dated December 9, 1939; C19 Report, Falprid, 1939, ibid., Part 2,

Box 40, Folder 19. In order for Lewis to be ablestidordinate the Klan as a priority, he had to have
consistent information about them. Hence, evenghdhe Klan played a minor role in tBemmary
Report Slocombe provided Lewis with information on thaativities from 1939-1946. For Slocombe’s
reports on the revival of the Klan in southern @aliia, see his reports beginning in 1938, ibicrtR,
Box 40, Folders 19-23. It is interesting to notatthundreds of members of the Klan met with thedBun
in 1940 in New York as a show of solidarity. Thegp was, however, chastised by the Klan’s Imperial
Wizard for initiating that relationship. MacDonndHsidious Foes: The Axis Fifth Column and the
American Home Front.

82 Ribuffo, The Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far Rigtunfi the Great Depression to the Cold
War, chapter 5; SmithTo Save a Nation: American Extremism, the New Ceal,the Coming of

World War II.

853 BennettThe Party of Fear: From Nativist Movement to thewNRight in American HistoryBerlet,
Right-Wing Populism in America: Too Close for Cornfohapter 7. Historian Glen Jeansonne qualifies
his conclusion by stating that the threat the rjgdged did not originate in actual power, but irth
perceived power. Jeansoniépomen of the Far Right: The Mothers' Movement andd\Var II.
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liberals, American Jews among them, over-reactédigms” of a Nazi insurgency in
the United State¥"

The covert fact-finding operation, however, prow@denew context within
which American Jewish response can be evaluatezhoivs that American Jewish
reaction to right-wing political activism was noemly an emotional over-reaction to
sensational headlines and rumors; rather, it wasfarmed response to insider
information. In fact, Hollywood’s spies were oftdre sourcdehindsome of those
headlines. Over the course of five years, Hollydiespies documented Nazi
influence over the American far right. From thedbto the national, the LAJCC
provided the federal government and news outletis mformation that tracked the
virulent transmission of Nazi propaganda from pnigfresses in Berlin to right-
wing newspapers in the United States. Informafiiom the LAJCC documented the
Bund'’s support of right-wing groups, Herman Schwsrefforts to broker a national
alliance between the Bund and the Silver Shirter§e Deatherage’s plan for a
fascist revolution, and Leslie Fry’s Anti-Communrksderation as a Nazi front. What
historians have not understood, perhaps, is tiealeiwvs of Los Angeles, and indeed,
American Jewish leaders conducting similar defemganizations in other cities, had
intimate, first-hand knowledge of these activitiasd that they were one sources

providing this information to the government andrtedia outlets.

84 Ribuffo, The Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far Rigtunfi the Great Depression to the Cold
War, chapters 5-6; Smitff,o Save a Nation: American Extremism, the New Beal,the Coming of
World War I1,3-4, 7 and chapter 6.
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It is no coincidence that the escalation of pdit@ntisemitism in the late
1930s coincided with the launch of Berlin’s “AmencEnlightenment” propaganda
campaign. The co-optation of domestic right-wimgugps was central to Berlin's
imperialist political goal to transplant Nationadcalism around the world.

Historians have understood the connection for dewhivhat historians have not
understood is just how informed American Jewisklées were about the formation a
Nazi fifth column in the United States. Even thbulgose far right groups never
gained the political, financial or cultural suppitmeeded to become a viable political
movement in the United States, their racist ulaiamalism, and their threats of
violence against American Jews were as “Nazi” ay ttould be, and they presented

a threat that the Jews of Los Angeles could natrdffo ignore.
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Chapter Eight
The Politics of Resistance, 1938-1940

In the years following the investigation of the geomation incident,
Hollywood's spies filled Leon Lewis’ filing cabinetwvith thousands of pages of
eyewitness reports and evidence documenting Beiilmrusion into American
political culture and the evolution of a Nazi-iréluced political movement in the
United States. It was a story waiting to be tolat, the political climate and culture
of the era presented significant challenges tatasce. Legally, the Bund and its
nativist allies were protected by the first amendtriecause American jurisprudence
did not yet recognize group claims to civil rigpt®tections from libel or hate-speech.
Thus, the courts held little promise for Americaw3 seeking relief from their
inflammatory political denunciations. Politicaliyaranoia over suspected
Communist and Nazi conspiracies was mounting, whiele it difficult for
American Jews to respond to these denunciatioesttlir Consequently, the
volumes of insider information collected by Hollyadis spies that revealed the
duplicity of the Bund and the far right piled upliaon Lewis’ files, waiting for
opportunities to realize their full political value

This chapter investigates the politics that chgézhAmerican Jewish
resistance to insurgent Nazism in the last yeatee930s. It presents those
challenges and along with the LAJCC'’s choices tthir demonstrate the character
and content of Jewish political agency and infleeatthe end of the decade. First,

this chapter reviews the limits that the law placadhe resistance effort in order to
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contextualize the LAJCC's choice to work with angbgort the Dies Committee, the
infamous congressional subcommittee that investithah-American activities in the
U.S. between 1938-1944. Although the Dies Conamittltimately confirmed the
Berlin connection, the duplicity of the Bund ane #mergence of a Nazi-influenced
nativist movement, the LAJCC's relationship witle thies Committee was fraught
with political risk and betrayal that ultimatelyded in a Pyrrhic victory for the Jews

of Hollywood.

Legal Limits

The McCormack-Dickstein investigation of subvergiwepaganda activities
in the United States in 1934 exposed Berlin’s isitva into American political culture
and the antecedents of a native, Nazi-influencéitiggd movement in the United
States. Despite the Committee’s findings, overrtéxt several years, Nazi-inspired
“shirt groups” proliferated across the country.résponse, state and federal
lawmakers searched for legislative strategieshdinthe development of a Nazi-
influenced movement.

State legislatures took various approaches ingrioncurb the problem of
Nazi hate-speech within their borders. The Newelestate legislature considered a
bill that would have made it a misdemeanor to argsate, circulate or publish

“propaganda tending to create hatred, violenceostility because of their race, color,
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religion or manner of worshig™ The Indiana state legislature considered a bill
would have made it unlawful for political candidate assail their opponents’ race or
religion as part of the campaifif. Neither bill passed. Both bills were examplés o
the efforts made by various state legislaturesitiress the issue of Nazi propaganda
within their borders, and the challenge that th&t amendment posed to their efforts
to protect minority group civil rights.

Other states took a different approach to the pralbf insurgent Nazism.
Viewing Nazi-inspired “shirt” groups as a natiosalcurity problem, New York, Ohio,
California, Connecticut, as well as Congress paksesd that outlawed private
militias. At the state level, legislation was passhat prohibited citizens from
wearing “foreign uniforms” bearing “foreign insigs” (i.e., swastikas) in public, and
further prohibited individuals dressed in such amiis from participating in military
drills. At the federal level, Congress passedrf@degislation in 1938 and in 1940
that (1) required civilian military organizations register with the Department of
Justice, and (2) made it unlawful to overthrow gogernment of the United Stat&é.

Jewish groups across the country took an actiwzast in these legislative
efforts. Both the AJC and the ADL established lesggopcommittees to analyze
legislative approaches that might protect minceityl rights against persistent public

defamation without impinging on the free speechtheir detractors. These legal

85 New Jersey Assembly Bill [bill number not provideitroduced January 28, 1935, referred to in a
letter, Prince to Livingston, March 9, 1935, CRGQ@a, Part 1, Box 26, Folder 22. The bill passed th
New Jersey House in March 1935; letter, Princeaimi@ers, January 18, 1935, ibid.

86 |_etter, Frank Prince to Sommers, January 18, 1i®&%, Part 1, Box 26, Folder 22.

87 Report, Committee on Public Relations (June 3891 hronological Files American Jewish
Committee Papers, Jacob Blaustein Library, Ameridmmish Committee, New York, NY (hereafter,
AJCChronological File3, Box 6, Folder “May-August.”
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committees spent most of their time reacting t@psed legislation for their legality
and constitutionality. From time to time, the Aok a proactive approach,
circulating its own ideas for draft legislationite B’nai Brith “key men.” In 1936,

for example, it proposed legislation to extendghstection individuals enjoyed from
libel to minority groups. The ADL’s proposed bilbuld have redefined libel as “any
malicious defamation” expressed in print, signstyres designed to “impeach the
honesty, integrity, virtue, reputation charactepafriotism ofthe peopléitalics

mine) of any religious denomination... with theeinit to expose them to public
contempt, ridicule, prejudice, and hatred®>®*The ADL also considered proposing
more tactical legislation, bills that would notetitly challenge free speech, but made
it more difficult for such groups to function. Osech bill would have prohibited the
use of “public structures [like as school auditorg) by groups seeking to destroy
American principles..**

AJC President (and attorney) Cyrus Adler opposedMDL’s legislative
approach to resistance. Concerned that Americas det be perceiveds Jews
acting as JewsAdler believed that such laws would never stdmadtést of judicial
review, and would, therefore, would not protect i3évinterests. Laws intended to
suppress Nazism, Adler contended, were by defmiazi in method and therefore
un-American in spirit®® Frank Prince, the AJC’s private investigator and

congressional liaison to both the Dickstein andsOi@mmittees, concurred. Writing

88 ADL Form Letter, April 9, 1936, ibid., Part 1, B&8, Folder 16.
89 etter, Richard Gutstadt to P. Allen Rickles, Sepber 14, 1936, ibid., Part 1, Box 23, Folder 22.
80| etter, Cyrus Adler to Morris Waldman, April 27934, AJC Papers, Box 3, Folder “March-April.”
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to ADL executive director Sigmund Livingston, Prenasserted that Jewish support
of such legislation was political suicide.

We cannot legislate intolerance into oblivion, [phdm most fearful

that [these types of legislation will] react ag&ins and form

precedents and leave the way open for legislaiahwould have as

its purpose our undoirfj*

The legislative approach to combatting insurgergidia in the United States
in the 1930s proved futile for both lawmakers aslyr for American Jews. For
lawmakers, legislation intended to stifle politiexipression or association ran afoul
of the Constitution. For American Jews, suppoiswth laws, if passed, would have
provided their adversaries with “proof” of the Jslwiconspiracy against democracy.
Moreover, this approach would not only antagonieefar right, it would surely have
alienated America’s “vital political centef® Ultimately the lawyers and judges
who led the Jewish community relations organizatiohthe 1930s understood that
they could not hope to protect Jewish civil righyschallenging their adversaries’
first amendment ones. In fact, when Robert Edmomdsne of the most prolific

anti-Semitic propagandists of the late 1930s wdiiad by a Grand Jury in New

York City for "libeling all persons of the Jewiséligion,” the American Jewish

81| etter, Frank Prince to Sigmund Livingston, Mag;H.935, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 27, Folder 1.
82«The Function of the American Jewish Committee4)9’ 9, AJC Papers, Record Group 347.1.29,
EXO-29, Box 2, Folder “Annals: 1929, 1934, 1941-21349"; Geoffrey S. SmithTo Save a Nation:
American Extremism, the New Deal, and the Cominy/afild War I| Rev. ed. (Chicago: I.R. Dee,
1992), Epilogueleo P. Ribuffo,The Old Christian Right: The Protestant Far Rigiurmi the Great
Depression to the Cold WaPhiladelphia: Temple University Press, 1983apathr 6.
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Committee’s amicus briefefendededmondson’s right to free speech and
recommended that the court dismiss the case, vititith.*>*

In Los Angeles, the LAJCC's legal subcommittee aige frustrated by the
limits of the law. Working with other (Jewish) Egadvisory groups in California,
the LAJCC's legal subcommittee was unable to degfislative remedies to curb
Nazi-influenced political activity in the stal& That did not mean, however, that the
LAJCC was bereft of legal options. The informatamlected by Hollywood’s spies
over the years provided Leon Lewis a potent legadpon against the leaders of the
Bund and their allies. Determined to “leave nastanturned to find Schwinn, Fry
and Allen’s legal vulnerabilities,” Lewis kept adkeeye on his nemeses and waited
to catch each one jmersonalviolation ofotherlaws®®®

In 1936, Hollywood’s spy Neil Ness seized uponldve to derail Bund leader
Herman Schwinn. Ness alerted Immigration and Ndization Service agents in Los
Angeles of Schwinn’s activities as leader of ther@m-American Bund, hoping that
an investigation by the INS might invalidate Schuidnrecent naturalizatio??®

Indeed, the INS planted its own man inside the Binatl year, and by 1938, formal

83 The court ultimately agreed with the American JwCommittee and charges against Edmondson
were dropped, but not before Edmondson and hiswedintisemites had leveraged the hearings into a
public relations campaign for their antisemitic sau

%4 Throughout the 1930s, American Jewish leadersgtedsin their analysis of legislation that might
quiet hate speech directed at Jews. In the end divaurred in this tactic, understanding the pdssib
perception that such lawsuits challenged the insendment. See folder “Subcommittees: Legal and
Legislative” from 1939-1941 in CRC Papers, PaB@x 4, Folders 27-30. The American Jewish
Committee also studied the legal and legislatiygragaches to resistance extensivéllys interesting to
note that this legal activity was the precursoAioerican Jewish leadership in the civil rights
movement that followed the war. On Jewish leadprghlLos Angeles’s early civil rights movement,
see Shana Bernstein, “Building Bridges at Home Tiinge of Global Conflict: Interracial Cooperation
and the Fight for Civil Rights in Los Angeles, 198354" (Dissertation, Stanford University, 2003).
85 | etter, Lewis to Prince, June 8, 1938. CRC Papitas 2, Box 147, Folder 9.

856 N2] Report, July 15, 1936, ibid., Part 1, BoxFp|der 9.
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proceedings were underway to revoke Schwinn’s ahpaation. Schwinn’s
citizenship was suspended on a fraud charge rglaihis naturalization
application®®’ In 1940, Schwinn'’s citizenship was officially mked, depriving him
of the claims to free speech protections that ltedoeoften flaunted.

In 1937, Hollywood’s spies again caught right-wangivists on the wrong side
of the law and Lewis used the opportunity to striktharles Slocombe produced
evidence that resulted in the deportation of a Gerespionage agent, Leopold
McLaglen®® McLaglen was a British fascist and, as it turneti a German spy.
Moving within right-wing circles in Los Angeles, @tles Slocombe met McLaglen at
the Bund’s German Day picnic in 1937. McLagleadged to his new friends about
his work as a German military intelligence agede recruited Slocombe, along with
Slocombe’s Silver Shirt compatriots Henry Allen atehneth Alexander, into his
undercover activities, which included a plot toeassnate a dozen notable Hollywood
celebrities and Jewish leaders in Los Angeles pg{biombing their homes.
Slocombe was present during meetings where thedelated the final list of victims
and discussed the “shopping list” for making thenbs®®°

McLaglen was also pleased to learn that Slocombe raater-taxi business in
Long Beach, and had easy access to the port. Mehagecruited” Slocombe to
provide him with photographs of Japanese fishingf laativity in San Pedro Harbor.

Slocombe agreed to work with McLaglen, but in theamtime, notified, Leon Lewis

87 Schwinn vs. United States, 112F, 2d 74 (1940).
88 | eopold McLaglen was Hollywood movie star VictochMaglen’s brother.
891C19] Report, September 30, 1937, CRC Papers,IP&ox 10, Folder 10.
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and Captain Owen Murphy of the Long Beach Polideg w turn brought U.S. Naval
Intelligence in on the case to snare the spy MaaglA trap for McLaglen was set,
involving Slocombe as the source of phony militafprmation concerning Japanese
espionage activity in the port of Los Angeles. Mglen was caught trying to sell the
information Slocombe gave him to a U.S. Naval Iigehce officer. McLaglen was
charged with bribery, extortion, soliciting the cmmssion of perjury, and preparing
false evidencé’® In March 1938, McLaglen was tried, convicted xffoetion and
deported”

Between 1936-1938, Leon Lewis pursued Henry Alidantlessly through
the courts, but to little avail. Slocombe’s regdtept Lewis one step ahead of the
two-time felon and his political activism. Keepiagvatchful eye on Allen, Lewis
hoped to catch Allen in violation of a third felothat would send him back to San
Quentin for life®”? During these years, Lewis tipped off Pasadena,Amgeles and
San Diego police in advance of Allen’s “snow stofighich were violations of each
city’s municipal handbill ordinances. In 1936, Lisweported Allen to state relief
officials for fraud, resulting in the suspensionAdien’s relief check$’® In 1938,
Lewis was behind two felony indictments of Allemtb of which were intended to
put the two-time felon out of political commissitor a long time by sending Allen

back to prison under the state’s habitual crimoféénders statutes. The first

870«Capt. McLaglen’s Trial Under Wayollywood Citizen Newd-ebruary 28, 1938.

871 «McLaglen Jury Says, ‘Guilty,”Hollywood Citizen NewsVarch 12, 1938; “Judge Banishes
McLaglen,”Los Angeles Time#pril 6, 1938. 3.

872 etter, Lewis to Prince, June 8, 1938, ibid., PafBox 147, Folder 9.

873 | etter Lewis to Gutstadt, June 8, 1938, ibid.tRaBox 128, Folder 15; Memorandum, May 18,
1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 40, Folder 15; C19 RepNdyember 3, 1938, and November 19, 1938, ibid.,
Part 2, Box 40, Folder 18.
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indictment set Joe Roos up as the plaintiff iniacarging Allen with voter
registration fraud#’* The second was the police trap set in San Diegorésulted in
a weapons charge against Allen. For various reaswither of the felony charges
engineered by Lewis against Allen resulted in aveziion, nor did Lewis’ dogged
pursuit of the feckless Allen discourage Allen frpersisting in his political activities.
In the end, Lewis’ search for the legal groundddteat Herman Schwinn,
Leslie Fry, and Henry Allen were time-consuminggffitient and ineffective.
Relying on the law left too much to chance andetskxposing his entire undercover
operation. After all was said and done, Hermanngafi's denaturalization case took
three years to prosecute. Lewis never caughte sl on the wrong side of the law,
and as for Henry Allen, his legal missteps wereenguite egregious enough to
secure a felony conviction. Moreover, every tinegvis caught Allen on the wrong
side of the law, Lewis had to weigh the benefitprmisecuting Allen against the risk
of exposing and losing Charles Slocombe as annmdat. Each time, Lewis decided
in favor of his informant and did not press Allenleard as he would have liked to.
Ultimately, Lewis’ pursuit of Allen devolved into@etty game of cat and mouse
while much bigger fish needed to be fried. Allea&ivities in Los Angeles were but
the local manifestation of a much broader, natigmablem that required more

substantive methods of resistance than legal saatould allow.

874 etter, Lewis to Prince, June 8, 1938, ibid., RamBox 147, Folder 9. The voter registration fraud
conviction would have carried a 1-3 year jail sentg except for Allen, who had a criminal record.
Lewis wrote that Allen could have been sentencagptto 10 years under the Habitual Criminal Act.
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The LAJCC and the Dies Committee, 1938-1940

If legal approaches to resistance were limitediipal approaches were risky.
Between 1936-1938, political tensions in Europeerbegrated in the United States,
creating anxiety over suspected conspiratorialaiets by foreign agents. The right
raged with accusations of Communist infiltratiortlod Administration while the left
sounded the alarm against subversive fascist gctieross the country. In the spring
of 1938, the FBI's discovery of a Nazi spy ringNew York City finally convinced
Congress to a&’> In May, Congress passed HR 282, a resolutiorepted by
Texas Democrat Martin Dies to once again investigat-American activities in the
United States. A committee was again appointedvestigate

(1) the extent, character, and objects of un-Ana@rjgropaganda

activities in the United States; (2) the diffusimithin the United

States of subversive and Un-American propagandasimstigated

from foreign countries or of a domestic origin atthcks the

principle of the form of government as guarantegdir

Constitution; and (3) all other questions in reatthereto that

would aid Congress in any necessary remedial ksigpsl®’®
Martin Dies, the chairman of the new committee nps®d to conduct an even-
handed investigation to expose all “...organizationgroups existing in the United
States which are directed, controlled or subsidipetbreign government or agencies

and which seek to change the policies and formogéghiment of the United States in

accordance with the wishes of such foreign govemsié The objective of the

875D.A. Saunders, “The Dies Committee: First Phaag Public Opinion Quarterly1939): 224;

Walter GoodmanThe Committee: The Extraordinary Career of the HoGemmittee on Un-American
Activities(Baltimore: Penguin Books, 1969), 18.

878 U.S. House of Representatives, Special CommitteéroAmerican Activities|nvestigation of Un-
American Propaganda Activities in the United StaResport of the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities Pursuant to H. Res. 282, Union Calendar 2,76th Cong., (1939).
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investigation, said Dies, was to shine “the critlgght of day” on these groups,
regardless of their political ideology, “and trpsiblic sentiment to do the rest.”

The new Congressional committee posed a seriouticpbtjuandary to Leon
Lewis and his Jewish compatriots at the ADL and AJGn the one hand, the new
Congressional committee represented the first fsogmit political opportunity the
LAJCC had to leverage the power of the federal govent in the fight against
Nazism since the McCormack-Dickstein hearings &419For four years,
Hollywood’s spies had filled Lewis’ filing cabinetgth vital information on Berlin’s
intrusion into American political culture withoutich an opportunity. Theoretically,
the new investigation offered that possibility. réality, the political winds that swept
the Dies Committee to power in 1938 had blown amfithe right. Martin Dies was
an ardent anti-Communist, and Leon Lewis and higskecolleagues around the
country feared that Dies’ political biases wouldyoserve to “bring out the
reactionaries,” and turn the Committee into an agaae for the very right-wing
groups that Jewish groups hoped to detéatConsequently, Lewis and his
colleagues in New York and Chicago had opposedetb@ution in the preceding
year, but once the Dies resolution was passedsha¥efense organizations realized
that they had no choice but to work with new Conteelt’® They could not afford to

allow a congressional hunt for the “red” Trojan$®m America go unchallenged

877 Congressional Recordviay 26, 1938, 7570, quoted in August Raymond @gtiEhe Dies
Committee: A Study of the Special House Committaettie Investigation of Un-American Activities,
1938-1943" (Dissertation, The Catholic Universifyanerica, 1943), 44.

878 | etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, March 24, 1937, CRCd?apPart 2, Box 4, Folder 2; letter, Gutstadt to
Silberberg, March 25 1937, ibid., Part 1, Box 4ldéo 2.

879 Naomi CohenNot Free to Desist: The American Jewish Committ866-1966 1st ed.
(Philadelphia: Jewish Publication Society of Amarit972), 210.
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without providing counterbalancing evidence of thewn” one®°

Between 1938-1940, Leon Lewis navigated the mur&ieve of anti-Nazi
political resistance by supporting the Dies Comeeitt Lewis provided the
Committee with extensive documentary evidence, selaa its west coast
investigators, and recommended witne$8&sThe relationship was fraught with
political risk and betrayal, and even thought tlmentittee’s final report to Congress
in 1940 fulfilled Lewis’ highest hopes for exposimgurgent Nazism to the American

public, that triumph turned out to be a Pyrrhictery for the Jews of Hollywood.

Off to a Bad Start

It did not take long for the Dies Committee to iililfeon Lewis’ worst fears.
A chance meeting between the Dies Committee’s n@st\@oast chief investigator
Edward Sullivan and Lewis would result in Sullivamdismissal not 90 days into his
tenure, which in turn, sparked the Committee’snmdas witch-hunt for Communists
in Hollywood.

Edward Sullivan and Leon Lewis were two strangersidrain. They met on
the two-day train journey between Kansas City aosl Angeles in early July 1938.
The two men passed three hours chaftfAigSullivan introduced himself to Lewis as

a federal investigator on his way to the West C84sDuring their conversation,

80 Martin Dies,The Trojan Horse in AmericiNew York: Arno Press, 1977).

81 Memorandum No.1 attached to letter, Lewis to Mgndkarch 11, 1940, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box
129, Folder 6.

82 etter, Lewis to Prince, July 15, 1938, CRC PapRest 2, Box 147, Folder 9.

83 |etter, Lewis to Gutstadt, August 22, 1938, ibRByt 2, Box 128, Folder 16. Lewis did not make the
connection between Sullivan and the Dies Commhtmuse there were several federal investigations
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Sullivan “parroted Nazi-like statements” with shdess fervor and criticized all anti-
Nazi activity as Communistic. “It was clear thatll&van believed that every man
who contributed a dollar to a Spanish ambulanderaihe relief of the Chinese
coolies was a dyed in the wool Communist,” Lewtetdavrote to Frank Princ&?

Sullivan, Lewis wrote, was all “hepped up” on thdea that most Communists
in America were Jews. He related to Lewis how &e ¢pone out of his way in the
past to attend Jewish meetings on the East Codsttared with Lewis his dismay at
having to go to Los Angeles because, “There ayertany Jews in that lousy city.”
83 The conversation took a marked turn when Lewialfjrtold Sullivan that he
(Lewis) was the National Secretary of the B’naitBff® When the train pulled into
Los Angeles’ Union Station, the two men bade edbkrdarewell, never expecting
how soon their paths would again cross.

The next night, LAPD Red Squad captain Bill Hynbsmed Lewis a few
minutes before midnight to inform Lewis that thevnehief investigator for the Dies
Committee, one Edward Sullivan, had arrived in Aogeles®®’ Hynes told Lewis
that he had instructed Sullivan “...to see Leon Léwlsout Nazi activities in the city.
“Lewis,” Hynes informed Sullivan, “has all the dope that subject®® Sullivan,

Hynes told Lewis, was perturbed to find out th&t than he had met on the train was

going on in Los Angeles at the time and Lewis asslithat Sullivan was connected to one of those.
Lewis later wrote that he did not know who Sulliveas until the day after he had arrived home.
84| etter, Lewis to Prince, August 15, 1938, ibicart?2, Box 147, Folder 10.
85 | etter, Lewis to Prince, July 15, 1938, CRC PapRest 2, Box 147, Folder 9; letter, Lewis to
Gutstadt, August 22, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 1R2&8der 16.
836 |_etter, Lewis-Prince, July 15, 1938, ibid., ParBax 147, Folder 9, and Letter, Lewis to Gutstadt,
August 22, 1938, ibid., Part 2, Box 128, Folder 16.
::; Letter, Lewis to Prince, July 15, 1938. Ibid., PArBox147, Folder 9.

Ibid.
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Lewis®® For his part, Lewis was appalled to learn that‘tlew-baiter” he had met
was the Dies Committee’s new chief investigatortipalarly since he thought that
the ADL’s man in Washington, Frank Prince, had béxenone who recommended
Sullivan to the Committe®?

The selection of Sullivan by the Committee confichhe@wis’ worst fears about
the Committee’s partisan agenda. Sullivan, agited out, had a “checkered past” as
a labor spy for the Railway Audit and Inspectiorr&@au, one of the largest labor
espionage organizations in the country and waseatiantisemitic and anti-Catholic
groups. Sullivan, it was later discovered, shameaffice in Washington with the
prominent American anti-Semite, James Tftre.

Over the next three weeks, Lewis worked behindstemes to have Sullivan
dismissed. He berated Frank Prince for his padgment, inquiring how Prince
could have ever expected Lewis to work with a nilea $ullivan®®? Lewis also
called on his influential contacts at the Ameritagion to help arrange a meeting for
him with Dies Committee member Congressman John@3egn(D, NM.§** Lewis
was introduced to the Congressman as “the formair@an of the DAV Committee

on Americanism,” a title that bestowed the preséigd credibility of the Legion on

859 |hid.

89 pid.; Letter, Lewis to Gutstadt, August 22, 1988d., Part 2, Box 128, Folder 16; Letter Gubin to
Lewis, January 27, 1939, CRC Papers, Part 2, Bok@der 18. It was later discovered that Princg ha
misled Lewis regarding his association with Diesné&e had nothing to do with Sullivan’s appointment
See memorandum, February 24, 1940, attached ter|_e&wis to Monsky, March 11, 1940, ibid., Part
2, Box 129, Folder 6.

81 saunders, “The Dies Committee: First Phase,” 3B9“Labor Group Accuses Dies Committee
Aide,” New York TimesAugust 26, 1938. 3.

892 etter, Lewis to Prince, July 15, 1938, CRC PapRsst 2, Box147, Folder 9.

893 Memorandum, July 27, 1938, ibid., Part 2, BoxRdlider 16.
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Lewis, removing any hint of Jewish self-intereshasmade his case against Sullivan.
Lewis told the Congressman of his chance meetinlg Sallivan and stated his
concern that Sullivan’s intemperate fanaticism waankvitably embarrass the
Committee. Sullivan, Lewis told Dempsey, was atall liability that the

Committee could not afford?

Dempsey concurred with Lewis. In fact, Dempseyethéis own frustration
with Sullivan, telling Lewis that the only repotie had seen from Sullivan were
“lengthy expenseeports.®® The meeting concluded. Dempsey thanked Lewis for
his visit, promised to telegram Washington to h&udlivan recalled, and hinted that
perhaps the next time he and his wife were in Logeles, that to visit a motion
picture studio might be arrang&8. That day, Lewis sent a telegram to Frank Prince
in New York, alerting Prince of Dempsey’s intendadions:

July 29, 1938
D HAS PUT IN LONG DISTANCE CALL FOR MARTIN AD
WILL REQUEST S BE IMMEDIATELY RECALLED TO EAST
AND RECOMMENDING DISCHARGE?’
Edward Sullivan was discharged from his duties igést 1938 The exact

date is not known, but two weeks following Lewis2ating with Dempsey, Sullivan

made stunning accusations in the national presaramgeHollywood for financing

5% Ipid.

8% |pid.

8% Copy of telegram, Lewis to Prince, July 27, 1988., Part 3, Box 24, Folder 16.

897 Memorandum, July 27, 1938, ibid., Part 3, Box Rdider 16.

8% TheNew York Timegeported that Sullivan had been dropped from then@ittee’s payroll as of
September 1, 1938. “Dies Plans to Form Americarieague,’New York TimesSeptember 21, 1938.
11. A letter from Leon Lewis to Prince dated Augligf 1938 states that Sullivan had been fired It i
not clear if Lewis learned about Sullivan’s disraigsefore the 1%
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“unbridled and unchecked” Communistic activitiesoth within the [motion picture]
industry.%°

Evidence tends to show that all phases of radidlc@mmunistic

activities are rampant among the studios of Hollgd/and

although well known, it is a matter which [sic] thien moguls

desire to keep from the pubf®®
The next day, headlines across the country blandtV&’s sensational and
unsubstantiated allegations: “Red Aid Linked tonF$tars” ran on page one of the
Los Angeles Time3heNew York Timegn two front page stories: “Dies
Aide...Assails West Coast Reds,” and “Investigatibeges Wide Terrorism and
Reports Hollywood Aids Communist&2*

The nation was scandalized. The studio executinege incensed. “Hell has
been popping out here and | have had my hand#yuig to control the situation,”
Lewis told Princ€®® Lewis implored Prince to send copies of the “enice” to
which Sullivan had referred in order to understaunét Sullivan was talking
about?®® There was, no evidence. Moreover, Sullivan néssgtified before the
Committee or wrote an official report to documeist $ensational allegation%’
Sullivan’s public smear of Hollywood was acceptgdiie public as truth, because
Sullivan was, after all, the “ace investigator” ®oCongressional investigation.

Furthermore, his allegations reinforced widely hetsdumptions about Jews and

Communism. That the government now had “evidewoghecting the Communist

89«Red Aid Linked to Film Stars,l.os Angeles Time#ugust 15, 1935. 1.
900 A;
Ibid.
1 |bid.; “Federal Official Protects Bridges, Diesd&i Charges,New York TimesAugust 15, 1938. 1.
92| etter, Lewis to Frank Prince, August 17, 1938 QRapers, Part 2, Box 147, Folder 10.
93 Telegram, Lewis to Prince, August 15, 1938, ibithrt 2, Box 24, Folder 16.
94 0gden, “The Dies Committee,” 57; Saunders, “ThesOEommittee: First Phase,” 229.
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threat to the most visible Jews in America onlyidatied those prejudicé®
Sullivan had opened the door to the Dies Commi#teser investigation of
Hollywood itself.

Sullivan’s unsubstantiated public accusations agahe Jews of Hollywood
were an early example of the “Star Chamber” tactioployed by the Dies
Committee that earned it its infamous reputaffnContemporary critics of the
Committee and historians since have assumed thiate®(s allegations were
motivated by the same anti-Communist fanaticism dinave the Committee; but, a
memo written by Leon Lewis several months laterdates that Sullivan’s publicity
grab may have been an act of revenge. In the meewas wrote that Sullivan had
told Bill Hynes that he was going to “get evenhilickstein’s friend,
Flrank].P[rince].?®’ Hynes warned Lewis of Sullivan’s intentions, itedl Lewis that
Sullivan was “screwy” and “saw a Communist on evaugh” (quite a criticism from
Los Angeles’ number one red-baiter himséffi)If Sullivan was discharged before
August 15, then his attack on Hollywood was moedaas much by personal revenge
against the “lousy Jews” of Hollywood for costinignhhis job as it was by his
prejudice against Jews-as-Communists.

Edward Sullivan did succeed in taking down Frankd&. Digging into
Prince’s past, Sullivan sent Bill Hynes a docuntéat ruined Prince’s professional

reputation and his career as a private investigalbe document was a copy of Frank

9%5“Red Aid Linked to Film Stars,l.os Angeles Time#ugust 15, 1935. 1.
9% Ogden, “The Dies Committee,” 47.

%7 Memorandum, October 31, 1938, CRC Papers, P&n2147, Folder 10.
98 | etter, LLL-Prince, August 15, 1938, ibid., PartBbx 147, Folder 10.
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Prince’s lengthyriminal record, which Hynes passed onto Lewis. Lewis was
stunned to discover that the man who had been Bieakd AJC’s liaison to both the
Dickstein and Dies Committees, and who had actuliifted and edited the
Dickstein Committee’s 1935 final report to Congrdssd a felony record that went
back twenty years and included multiple convictiansd jail time served for forgery,
fraud, and passing bad ched®¥.The ADL and AJC both severed their relationship
with Prince?® Sullivan must have left a copy of Prince’s recbethind for Dies as
well, because the Committee also severed its oslship with Princé™* After four
years of regular correspondence between Lewis ande? the “Frank Prince”

folders in theCRC Papersnd abruptly with Frank Prince’s criminal recdtd.

99 Regarding Frank J. Prince [Criminal record], ibRlart 2, Box 147, Folder 10. Lewis sent Frank
Prince’s criminal record to Sigmund Livingston la¢ tADL. The ADL dismissed Prince. Prince,
however, may have retaliated. In early 194iBerty magazine ran a series of interviews with Martin
Dies in which Dies made similar accusations agdittdtywood as a bastion of Communist activity.
The allegations launched Congress’s 1940s’ invattig of Communism in Hollywood. Leon Lewis
suspected that Frank Prince might have coachedddieghat to say about Hollywood as a way of
getting back at them for his dismissal by the ABke two letters both marked, “Lewis to Henry
Monsky, March 11, 1940” and their attachments, Meandum No. 1, Memorandum No. 1a, and
Memorandum No. 2, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 129,df@d Frank Prince went on to lead a
distinguished career as an upstanding businessnthptalanthropist in St. Louis, Missouri. “The
Press: This is Vicious,Time MagazingFebruary 22, 1960.

90| etter, Lewis to Gubin, February 15, 1939, CRCdrapPart 2, Box 24, Folder 18.

911 | etter, E.K. Gubin to Lewis, January 27, 1939ditRart 2, Box 24, Folder 18.

912 What Sullivan hoped would really “bring blushedhe face of Leon Lewis et.al” was the
mysterious poisoning death of Prince’s first wifefficially ruled a suicide, Sullivan believed the
evidence was sketchy enough to incriminate Priscgoameone who had gotten away with murder to
his B’nai Brith employers. See Letter, Edward &alh to William Hynes, October 23, 1938;
Regarding Frank J. Prince (attachment to lettex); emorandum, October 31, 1938, alCiRC
Papers, Part 2, Box 147, Folder 10.
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“A Mass of Pertinent Material”

The Sullivan scandal started the Dies Committeetb@d AJCC off on the
wrong foot. Never did Leon Lewis imagine that theactionaries” he feared would
come from the ranks of the Committee’s own invedtigs. Nevertheless, even
before Sullivan’s inflammatory statements hit tihegs in mid-August 1938, Lewis
and Roos had already spent June and July preparidgnce from their respective
files for the new Committee. Over four yearsrafriminating, eyewitness reports
lay dormant in the LAJCC's files, and despite, erffapsjn spite of the Sullivan
scandal, Leon Lewis and Joe Roos continued invtb&k, harkening Richard
Gutstadt’s earlier hope that the information theJC& held in its files might
influence the Committee in the “right” direction:

In view of the mass of very pertinent material whwee have gathered,

we can contribute to the success of the Commitefédsts...we must

be with and not against the Committee...It showidhe difficult to

focus part of the investigation in southern Cafifar This having

been done, the Congressional Committee, fortifieddstain

information which we now possess, can dig in vergply,

particularly with regard to certain internationapacts [of Nazi

activity]..
Between 1938-1940, Leon Lewis provided the Committéh three types of expert
assistance: documentary evidence, guidance ondhwiitee’s own, independent
investigation, and recommendations for witnesselstla@ questions to ask them.

In September 1938, the LAJCC submitted the firgigdof its most

significant documentary contribution to the Diemn@nittee, the remarkable

Summary Report of Nazi Activity in Southern Catifar TheSummary Repomas

913 |_etter, Gutstadt to Silberberg, March 25 1937d.ibPart 1, Box 4, Folder 2.
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written to guide, if not to justify, the Committseiork. Itdrew from the thousands
of pages of daily reports submitted by Neil Nedsares Slocombe, William
Bockhacker and Charles Young between 1936-194@odiimented the evolution of
the domestic Nazi movement in Los Angeles and ehgkd the Bund’s repeated
claims that it was an American defense organization
TheSummary Repomvas organized into three parts. Part |, entitléte

German-American Bund,” constructed a compellingeeaagosing the German-
American Bund as a Nazi agent for the Dies Committe It presented evidence
collected by Hollywood’s spies documenting Berlinlandestine, international
propaganda network, its form and function in thetéthStates, and the role the
German-American Bund played as a conduit in thavoe. It described secret
meetings between Bund officers in Los Angeles aadi Rarty officials on board
German merchant ships in Los Angeles, closed daiecences between Schwinn
and German consuls Gyssling, Weidemann and vomgdt, and visits to Deutsches
Haus by suspected German espionage agents.

Building on the incriminating case made againstBbad in Part I, Parts I
and Il of theReportpresented the relationship that domestic rightgvgroups in
Los Angeles had with the Bund, thus exposing tlyesaps as domestic subversives.
Part Il of theReportwas entitled, “The Main Allies of the Bund,” arntdecused

primarily on the political activities of Silver Shiorganizer, Henry Allen and Nazi

94 CRC Summary Repoiart I, CRC Papers, Part 2, Boxes 26-30.
915 CRC Summary RepoiRart I, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 26, Folders 9Bb@ 27, Folders 10-12, 15-
21; Box 28, Folders 2-4.
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propaganda agent, Leslie Fry. It detailed Hengm’$ association with local Nazi
leader Herman Schwinn, his association with otlenestic fascist propagandists in
Berlin’s international fascist network, and the reation between the World Service
and the Nazi movement in the United States. Patsd described Allen’s frequent,
clandestine trips to Mexico, sneaking over the botd confer with the officers of the
outlawed Mexican fascist group, the Gold Shirts,heetings with foreign embassy
officials on behalf of Nazi agent Leslie Fry to apel them on the progress of the
national anti-Communist movemerand a full description of the contents of Allen’s
briefcase, which further documented the DeatheMgseley plot’*°

Part Il exposed Leslie Fry as an unregistered agfeie German Ministry of
Propaganda. It pulled back the covers on Fryrgua political activities, including
the front organizations she established to prorN@zsm in the United States, the
role she played in the Deatherage-Moseley plot,raost importantly, her
relationship with the World Servidé’ In service of this latter point, tfieport
related the details of a trap set by the LAJCC Inmctv Hollywood’s spy Charles
Slocombe subscribed to Fry’'s newspaperGhastian Free Presgjnder an alias.
Shortly thereafter, copies of tNeéorld Servicdrom Germany and George
Deatherage’8ulletin began to arrive at Slocombe’s mailbox, addresséhe alias,

proving that Fry was providing mailing lists to hakmerican and German

918 CRC Summary Repoi®art Il, ibid. Part 2, Box 26, Folder, 12; Box, Blder 15-19; Box 29,
folders 1-2.
* Ibid., 257, 59, 68.
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associated'® The set-up raised questions about Fry’s statas amdocumented
agent of a foreign government and contributed tddter indictment in the sedition
trials of 1944-1946.

Finally, Part Ill of the LAJCC’'SummaryReportdealt with the connection
between fascist activities in southern Califorma #he broader national movement.
Entitled “Leading Fascist Individuals and Orgatias,” Part 11l documented
evidence of a national, Nazi-influenced movemenheUnited States as witnessed
in Los Angeles. Drawing on Slocombe and Ness’ éymss accounts, it
documented the local relationship between the Ef\wrts and the German-
American Bund in Los Angeles. It described in iMilliam Dudley Pelley’s address
to the Bund in 1936 as well as the meeting betvwaegn Kuhn and William Dudley
Pelley’s to ally in order to drive a national fagainovement in the United States.

The Summary Reporrovided the Dies Committee with a roadmap for
investigating Nazi activities at the regional, naal and international level.

Updated four times between 1938-1940, the threestnad-page report documented
Berlin’s insidious propaganda methods, the rolthefGerman-American Bund as an
agent of Nazi insurrection, and cast aspersiorgoomestic right-wing groups that
consistently professed “Americanism” by exposingtinelationship to Berlin and to
the Bund. It was a political document, and as stelied on the sheer volume of
evidence collected by Hollywood'’s spies over thargdo support the Committee’s

investigation.

918 pid., 260.
99 CRC Summary RepotRart IIl, ibid., Part 2, Box 26, Folders 13-14x&9, Folders 7-22.
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Betrayed Again
In April 1939, the Dies Committee sent a new cimgéstigator to the West

Coast to resume the work that Edward Sullivan herélip started before being
discharged. James Steedman’s immediate objedichiaf investigator was to
repair relations between the Committee and thas®ikecutives, and with Leon
Lewis himself. Steedman needed their cooperatiqrépare the reports and
witnesses for the coming hearings on Nazi activityouthern California; but,
Steedman found that resentment and hard-feelirgastghe Committee still
festered in Hollywood nine months after Edward i8al’s infamous public
allegations. Writing to Dies, he related the magte of the problem to his boss.

Sullivan’s half-digested material from [Red] Hineg], “Steedman

wrote to Dies, “caused irreparable damage to orikeofirst two or

three most important industries in the United St
Steedman informed Dies that he was trying to defiusdnostility by telling the studio
executives that Sullivan’s report did not represeatCommittee’s findings, but only
the political zeal of a renegade investigator.e8tean’s personal assurances,
however, fell short.  “I am completely unableatm any cooperation from...people
who should have wanted to cooperate with me,” hetemo Dies®?*

To help repair the relationship with the motiontpie executives, Steedman

proposed that Dies meet privately with the Hollywoonoguls during his upcoming
visit to California. “I believe that this would lzegood strategy for you and the

Committee,” he wrote, adding that he could arraodeave photographs taken of the

920 etter, Steedman to Dies, April 25, 1939, CRC PspRart 2, Box 24, Folder 18.
921 | etter, Steedman to Dies, April 25, 1939, ibicart2, Box 24, Folder 18.
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Congressman with some of the Warner Brothers &tagsublic relations purpose€é?
Steedman enlisted Leon Lewis’ help to arrangedhelieon. The luncheon with
Dies was held at the Warner Brothers’ studio on Ma¥939. Among the “big
shots” invited were Louis B. Mayer, Harry and J&¢&rner, Hal Wallis, Daryl
Zanuck of Twentieth Century Fox, Joseph SchenckiyHaohn of Columbia
Pictures, Walt Disney and Samuel Goldw{h.

It is not known exactly what transpired during tancheon, but any amends
made by Dies at the May 1, 1939 lunch were destirbye days later. No sooner
had the plates been cleared from the Dies lunchabrthe studio executives, than a
Dies Committee investigator in Los Angeles landeear-fatal blow to the LAJCC'’s
covert fact-finding operation. On May 3, a locamamittee investigator met Bund
leaders Herman Schwinn and Arno Risse at a downtamsrAngeles cafeteria for
lunch?®* The investigator had with him a typewritten manmi, covered in a dark
blue report cover, bound at the top, middle andoboby brass brad$®> Referring
to the report, the federal investigator informet®ion that it documented all of
Schwinn’s political activities from the past twoays. The agent fanned the pages of
the report for Schwinn, to dramatize just how mundbrmation the Committee had

on him?%2¢

%22 |pjd.

923 Untitled Document, [list of invitees], ibid., Patf Box 24, Folder 18.

924 | etter, Steedman to Stripling, May 12, 19B&ports, Exhibits, Efg.Box 17, Folder “Hurley and
Steedman, Report Rec'd May 12.” (hereafter, “lretfteedman to Stripling, May 12.”)

9% The physical description of the report is basethencopy of volumes 1 and 2 of tB&®C Summary
Reportfound inReports, Exhibits, EtcBoxes 113 and 127.

92 Three accounts of what transpired exist. See &reSteedman to Stripling, May 12.” The second is
a memorandum written by Lewis detailing what he teéd about the incident by Steedman’s assistant
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According to Steedman'’s later account of the mgethwinn was stunned.

“| didn’t know they had so much information on mé&g told to the investigatdf’
Pondering, he said, “I wonder if it isn’t our Jelisiends in Hollywood who started
this thing. | wouldn’t doubt but [t]hat Leon Lewmad something to do with [this],” he
said??® The report shown to Schwinn was, indeed, a céplyeoLAJCC'’s highly
confidentialSummary Repart

The investigator offered to sell the report to Skctmand in addition, keep
Schwinn informed of the Committee’s investigatidrhon...for $1,500. Schwinn
told the investigator that he would have to thibkat the offer. The two men parted.
Schwinn immediately jJumped on an airplane and tieBan Francisco to consult with
German Consul Fritz Weidemann on the matter.

Ultimately, Schwinn declined the offer, but Chiaf/éstigator Steedman was
compelled to inform Leon Lewis anyway that the LAJ€ undercover fact-finding
operation might have been compromised by this tedevestigator>° Steedman
told Lewis that the incident as artentionalset-up by the government to frame
Schwinn bribing a federal officer. Lewis was fuwr#o He doubted Steedman. Lewis

wrote that he believed that the agent had beemtaugn actual shakedown and that

George Hurley. See memorandum, May 10, 1939, CR@mBaPart 2, Box 24, Folder 18. The third is
Hollywood’s spy Charles Young's report of what Samvtold Bund members about the incident. See
“Y-9 Report, August 25, 1939,” ibid., Part 2, Bok,4-older 16.
zig Memorandum, May 10, 1939, ibid., Part 2, Box 2didEr 18.

Ibid.
929 etter, Steedman to Stripling, May 12; Y-9 Repéugust 25, 1939, ibid., Part 2, Box 41, Folder 16.
The Steedman letter details the week-long intrigieéing that Schwinn flew to San Francisco to meet
with then Consul Weidemann for advice following fiist meeting with the over-zealous Dies
Committee agent. Steedman speculated that Weideadised Schwinn and perhaps recommended
ways to turn the situation to his favor.
930 etter, Steedman to Stripling, May 12, 1939.
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Steedman was covering up for his investigdtbrThe whole setup, Lewis wrote,
“...was incompatible with the dignity of a Congressl investigation and if [the plot]

had succeeded, they would never [have been] alpexpdain] that it was a frame-

1932

up
Once again, the Committee betrayed the LAJCC, tbstime, the betrayal
struck at the very heart of the covert fact-findogeration in two ways. First, it
tipped Schwinn off to the depth and breadth ofitilermation the Committee had on
the Bund. After the incident, Schwinn became mmaiie cautious and took greater
care to conduct Bund business alone. Thus, ditespring of 1939, the information
collected by Hollywood’s spies lacked the substarfdieir earlier reports. Second,
the shakedown incident compromised Charles Slocphdweis’ longest serving and
most effective informant. Soon after the incid&ibcombe wrote that he was being
“ostracized by the Bund®® Lewis did not believe that this was a coincidersse
Slocombe was the only one of Hollywood'’s spies kndw Steedman, whereas the
rest of Hollywood’s spies were unknown to Dies istigators. Those informants

continued to enjoy Schwinn'’s confidence after tfrarhe up.®**

91 Memorandum, May 10, 1939, CRC Papers, Part 2,Bo¥older 18.

%2 bid.; letter, Steedman to Robert Stripling, Ma; 1938. Three different accounts of the incident
exist in the archives: Steedman’s seven page, haitign report to his immediate superior in
Washington, Committee secretary Robert Striplingictv is found in the Dies Committee papers in
Washington; Lewis’s account of his meeting withegiman, and Schwinn’s account of the “frame up,”
both in the CRC Papers.

933 Memorandum No. 1a, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 128geF6.

934 Memorandum No. 1a, attached to Letter, Lewis tarlélonsky, March 11, 1938 (2), ibid., Part 2,
Box 129, Folder 6. Slocombe stopped working insideBund after 1938, working exclusively inside
the Long Beach Ku Klux Klan thereafter. He providegorts to Lewis on their activities.
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The incident also undermined Steedman’s objechamely, to regain trust
for the Committee. At the time of the shakedowsident, Steedman was preparing
witness lists and interrogatories for the comirggiteonies on Nazi activities in Los
Angeles. Just two weeks after the Schwinn deb&teedman had the gumption to
ask Leon Lewis for his assistance. Lewis, sti#llifeg the burn of the betrayal,
reluctantly agreed to help Steedman prepare fouplceming hearings on Nazi
activities even though he still didn’t trust hifii.

Leon Lewis did provide the Dies Committee withst bf withesses and
counsel on questioning each one. On Lewis’ reconafagon, Steedman subpoenaed
three key Bund leaders to appear at the Feder&iBgiin Los Angeles to be
interviewed by his team. The Dies Committee pspekVashington show that Arno
Risse, F.K. Ferenz, and Willi Kendzia were all disgged in the spring of 1939 in
Los Angeles using questions Lewis drafted for tbe Angeles-based
investigators>° Lewis, however, was consistently frustrated vithedman’s
conduct of the interviews. Reviewing the transisrirom these interviews, Lewis
found that all three Bund leaders had misrepresears®’ Lewis offered to
review the Bund members’ testimonies for inaccagdbut Steedman, however, did

not take Lewis up his offer. Thus, these less tiaurate testimonies became part of

935 Memorandum, May 23, 1939, ibid., Part 2, Box Rdlder 18.

93 Memorandum No. 1, 4, attached to Letter, Lewisltmsky, March 11, 1940, CRC Papers, Part 2,
Box 129, Folder 6.

97 Memorandum No. 1, 2-3, attached to Letter, LewiMbnsky, March 11, 1940, ibid. Part 2, Box
129, Folder 6.
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the Committee’s official record, filled with theraa kind of misinformation and
unchallenged allegations that characterized the Dmmittee’s entire recofd®
Steedman’s handling of Herman Schwinn proved everedisappointing for
Lewis. When Steedman arrived in Los Angeles ntye&pril, Lewis had urged him
to immediately subpoena Schwinn before Schwinndcdabktroy key Bund records;
but, it took Steedman a month to do so, and inrtezvening weeks, the botched
shakedown attempt had tipped Schwinn off to the @dtae’s interest in him. By
the time the Committee subpoenaed Schwinn to appéate May 1939, fully eight
weeks had transpired since Steedman’s arrival ;mAmgeles, and three weeks had
passed since the extortion attempt. Hollywoogiserstwhile informant inside the
Bund, William Bockhacker, reported that federalastrgators would find no records
in Deutsches Hau¥? Schwinn had removed them all, including the Bend’
membership list that the subpoena had specificattgered Schwinn to produce. A
defiant Schwinn did not bring the subpoenaed mestigetist to the interview, and
when asked about it, Schwinn told Steedman he tishww where it was™°
Steedman threatened Schwinn with obstruction dgiceisinless he produced it.

Schwinn eventually capitulated, but instead of piag the typewritten membership

938 For the testimonies of Arno Risse, William Kendarad F.K. Ferenz, séms Angeles Numbered
Case FilesRG 233, United States National Archive, WashingfdC, Boxes 12-13.

939W2 Report, July 7, 1938, CRC Papers, Part 2, Bp¥8lder 27. Bockhacker reported that Schwinn
had removed all Bund records from Deutsches Haasticipation of a government raid or subpoena.
Bockhacker wrote, “None of the records are kegdé@rman House. When Congressional Committee
arrives, they will find nothing in the house.”

940 gchwinn’s refusal to cooperate with the Commitsegovered in a report by Committee investigators
Hurley and Steedman. See “Re Herman Max SchwinmAand K. Risse,” [dated May 20, 1939],
Reports, Exhibits, EtcBox 17, Folder “Hurley and Steedman, Report M@y1939;” Report, June 12,
1939, ibid., Box 17, Folder, “Hurley and Steednaport June 12, 1939.”
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list that Steedman anticipated, Schwinn mockeddhaest by relinquishing five
wooden shoeboxes containing hundreds and hundféogse metal plates used for
printing the Bund’s mailing labels instead. Theoden boxes still lie in the national
archives, disguising Schwinn’s triumph over the @uttee®*

Despite Lewis’ disappointments with the Committdesdling of LA’s local
Bund leaders, the Dies Committee did heed Lewisimemendations with regard to
hearing testimony from Henry Allen and Neil Ne&oth men were called to
Washington in 1939. Allen testified on August 22-2939, and Ness in Octobéf.
These testimonies not only signify the discreetcbution the LAJCC made to the
Committee’s investigation, but references to thestimonies made in the
Committee’s final report left behind the hidden nmpof Jewish political influence
on the investigations.

Henry Allen was predictably evasive during hisiteshy before the
Committee. Refusing to answer questions directty suffering frequent “lapses of
memory” concerning his recent political activiteasd associations, Allen played cat
and mouse with the Committee: he denied beingralmee of the Silver Shirts,

feigned knowing the names of any Bund leaders eX&elfpwinn, had no knowledge

of any collaborations between the Bund and theeBiBhirts, and did not recall ever

%1 The engraved plates used to print the Bund’s nmpllist are contained in several wooden boxes
found in the Dies Committee archive in Washington.

942 etter, Lewis to Prince, August 22, 1938, ibicart®2, Box 147, Folder 10. Risse, Ferenz, and
Kendzia as well as Leslie Fry were interviewed oslAngeles. For Leslie Fry’s testimony, $&ports,
Exhibits Etc, Box 17, Folder “Hurley and Steedman Report, May1039.” For testimonies of Arno
Risse, William Kendzia, and F.K. Ferenz, §@s Angeles Numbered Case FilBsxes 12-13.
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hearing William Dudley Pelley publicly claim to liee “American Hitler.®** The
truth, however, was to be found in the specifiatyhe question put to Allen, which
reflected Lewis’ interrogatories and the Commitseiamiliarity with the contents of
the Summary RepartAllen, for example, could not remember the detad his
meetings with foreign officials during his trip tiee East Coast on behalf of Leslie
Fry and George Deatherage, just eighteen monthsreaCommittee members
“reminded” him in their questions that he had maghwhe German Embassy’s
chargés d’affairs, Hans Thomsen, and “coached”ihimremembering the purpose
and content of that meeting: to update Reich @ffscon the progress of the fascist
movement in the U.&* Over the course of Allen’s two-day testimonyyis the
wording of the questions put to Allen that revedtsel full range of Nazi-influenced
activity in Los Angeles: the Bund and the Silverr&hwere closely allied in Los
Angeles; William Dudley Pelley had declared hirhselbe the “America Hitler” at
the 1936 joint meeting of the Bund and Silver Shitlhe two groups had worked
together closely to distribute Nazi-influenced pganda; much of that propaganda
came from the World Service in Germany; and, thedBand Silver Shirts co-
sponsored of the Anti-Communist Federation coneeriti Los Angeles in 193%°

In October 1939, Neil Ness also appeared befor€tmmittee in Washington

on Leon Lewis’ recommendatidf® Leon Lewis worked with Steedman to prepare

3 Henry Allen Testimony, 3974, 3975, 3977, 3979.

%4 Henry Allen Testimony, 3971-4179.

%5 Henry Allen Testimony, passim.

948 Neil NessTestimony, 5490-5528. Ness was the only one ofyolod’s spies to testify in a federal
proceeding in the pre-war years that the LAJCC ooed right-wing activity in the city.
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the brief used by the Committee to interview N#4sUnlike Allen, Neal Ness was a
friendly witness to the Committee. For two days#leelated first-hand accounts of
Herman Schwinn’s secret meetings with Nazi Parfigiafs on board German ships,
and Consul Gyssling’s financial assistance to thed3*®
Ness’ testimony came a month after the start ofuhein Europe.

Consequently, the Committee also probed Ness dabeytotential threat that pro-
Nazi forces in the United States might pose Amergecurity in addition to their
questions concerning the Bund and the Silver Stiittéless related accounts of
suspected espionage during his year as an underodémenant and conversations he
had the Bund discuss plans to sabotage the waiptyson the West Coast when “the
day” came?® According to Ness, Bund leaders on the westtdoeleved that they
could count on one hundred members to sabotag&/#is¢ Coast when the time came.

“We always discussed what we would do toward helgserman [if

war came]...such as blowing up waterworks and mumstiglants

and docks...espionage, too. We planned on pargjyhe Pacific

coast from Seattle to San Diego...which includexhiohg up the

Hercules powder plant -- where they make munitierad also

blowing up all of the docks and warehouses aloegntater

front.”*>*
Set against the background of the new EuropeanNess’ revelations about German

spies and Bund sabotage took on new significancedtional security. “There is

nothing American or political about the organizatat all,” Ness told the Committee,

97 Ness-Lewis correspondence, CRC Papers, Part 2480d%older 1; Letter, George Hurley to Lewis,
October 3, 1939, ibid., Part 2, Box 24, Folder 19.

948 Neal Ness Testimon$497-99.

91pid., 5518, 5526-27, 5528-9.

90[N2] Report, August 20, 1936, CRC Papers, PaBadX, 7, Folder 12.

*1pid., 5526-27.
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“it is purely an arm of the German Government.le&ist that was my

observation 22

A Pyrrhic Victory

Despite two years’ of disappointment and betraya LAJCC’s gamble to
support the Dies Committee paid off. In its 19dpart to Congress, the Committee
exposed the German-American Bund as the threartwmdracy that Lewis hoped it
would?*® The Dies Committee report, entitled “Investigatisf Un-American
Propaganda Activities in the United States,” stuhtiee Committee’s liberal critics
with its even-handed conclusions, condemning boéhGerman-American Bund and
the Communist Party as subversive forces in Ameriziety’* the Committee’s
most severe critic between 1938-1940,Nesv York Timedound the Committee’s
report to be “an astonishingly able and balancedigent.®>>

Presumed to have been authored by the liberallseo@ommittee, thReport
detailed the Committee’s findings concerning Comisiuand Nazi activity in the
country, concluding that both groups were actiwetyking to undermine democracy
in America.®® The twenty-five page report dedicated mostfrik to the problems

of left-wing subversive activities, reflecting tdesproportionate amount of time it had

spent hearing witnesses on that subject; but,gpert also detailed the Committee’s

%2|pid., 5527.

953 Report No. 1476, 21 (1940).

%40gden, “The Dies Committee,” 177; Wesley Price g'Wivestigate Martin Dies;The American
Magazine(1940): 76.

9>New York Timesgjuoted in Ogden, “The Dies Committee,” 177.

9¢0gden, “The Dies Committee,” 177.
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discovery of “a vast system of front organizaticteaking espionage, sabotage and
propaganda activities under the direction of theiljavernment” in the U.&’

The Dies Committee report confirmed that Nazi ésrevere at work across the
country. It specifically called out the role thigarlin had played in fomenting a
domestic, Nazi-influenced movement. The Third Rethrough its international
publications agencies the Fichte-Bund and the W8dd/ice, had waged a clandestine
propaganda war in the United States, pumping apragedented volume” of hate
literature into the country to support domesticug®in a revolutionary movement
that advocated a “radical change in the Americamfof government.?® These
domestic right-wing groups, referred to in the m@s “rackets,” secured their
political and financial support from the most “misded citizens” in the country by
appealing to “the most base forms of religious exigl hatred *°

The Committee’s final report went onto confirm thadership that the
German-American Bund had provided to this domeblazi-influenced, fascist
movement. The Bund, the Committee declared, waant of a foreign government
that “receives its inspiration from Nazi GovernmehGermany through various
propaganda organizations which have been set tipabysovernment and which
function under the control and supervision of treziNMinistry of Propaganda and
Enlightenment.*° The Bund had organized meetings, political spesakallies, and

conventions across the country “...to disseminateitiformation, recruit followers,

%7 Jewish Telegraph Agency News Let@unday, January 5, 1941, Vol. VIII, No. 22, 1, CRapers,
Part 2, Box 25, Folder 2.

98 Report 1476, 21.

%9pid., 14.

%% pid., 15.
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secure financial support and encourage force avldnge against religious and racial
minorities in this country®* Concluding that the Bund'’s political motives and
methods were “strikingly similar” to the “front” fibcs set up by Communist groups
in the United States, the Committee concludedtti@Bund along with the
Communist Party, “should...be classified...as anagf a foreign government and
[be] equally condemned® The Dies Committee’s final report validated ¢igears
of personal risk and sacrifice that Hollywood’'sespithe members of the LAJCC and
Leon Lewis endured in order to combat Nazism in Aogeles.
* ok

The Dies Committee investigation as well as nslfreport bore the hidden
imprint of the Los Angeles Jewish Community Comaett Two of the sixteen
witnesses called before the Committee to testifgamestic fascist activity listed in
the report had come from Lewis. The Committee Ul Lewis’ interrogatories and
the Summary Repotb extract the details of insurgent Nazi activiym those
witnesses, and the Committee’s final report haeddcéividence that came from Henry
Allen and Neil Ness. Despite the disappointmdm$rayals and blunders, the
LAJCC'’s gamble to work with the Dies Committee Ipeadld off: the emerging Nazi-
influenced movement in the United States had beesated to the American people
and, in so doing, had been largely vanquished.

Leon Lewis and the LAJCC were vindicated. In Deber 1940, Leon Lewis

delivered his first annual report to the LAJCC sits 1934 address following the

%1bid., 21.
%2 bid., 23.
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closure of the McCormack-Dickstein Committee inigegion. Lewis (again)
declared the victory over Nazism, informing the tobdin the last seven years that
have since elapsed, the American public opinionneasly caught up with us.”
Citizens of all faiths now understood that “orgadzantisemitism was not an end in
itself, but merely a means to an end which spelisdster for the fundamental
liberties and civic rights of our citizenry as aasdd” Vindicated, Lewis asserted that
the LAJCC had accomplished its goal, exposing tmeruptive influences in our
national structure” to those in power who could dnpliblic opinion. “At no time in
the history of this land,” Lewis assured the boéaas] the general public more
thoroughly aware of the fact that professional tsatee potential traitors®

Unfortunately, the LAJCC’s 1940 triumph provedyarRic victory. Just two
months later, the Jews of Hollywood found themseinethe cross-hairs of the un-
American activity investigations. In the Februai; 1940 issue dfiberty Magazine
Martin Dies personally assailed the leaders ohtlodion picture industry as sponsors
of the Communist conspiracy in America:

“From what | saw and learned while in Los Angelesollyvood

contributed large sums of money to the CommuniglyPd was

also convinced that Communist influence was resptnfor the

subtle but very effective propaganda which appesredch films
asJuarez BlockadeandFury...” %

93 Report of Los Angeles Community Committee GiveAanual Meeting, December 22, 1940, CRC
Papers, Part 2, Box 9, Folder 2.

%4 Note that in the article, “The Reds in Hollywoothi year of the meeting is misprinted. The
luncheon took place in May 1939. In the articlee®misrepresents how the luncheon came to be,
saying that it was the executives who were anxiouseet with him, when, in fact, the Steedman
correspondence indicates that it was Steedmarés fiee letter, Steedman to Dies, April 25, 1939,
CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 24, Folder 18.
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The surreptitious injection of Communist messagd#ms, however, was not
the only “evidence” that Dies used to press hie @gminst Hollywood. Invoking the
anti-Fascist/anti-Communist political binary of th, Dies insinuated that the
Hollywood executives themselves were Commurbstsauseéhey were ardent anti-
Fascists. Dies pointed out that “the producenevaémost unanimous in the belief
that...the real threat [in the country] came fromdists and Nazis.” So much so,
that “...for many years they maintained an elaborate ‘deteigency’ whose
professed purpose is to keep the producers inforegarding Nazi activities in the
United States and particularly in Californi®>

Martin Dies had betrayed the LAJCC’s anti-Nazi fluctling operation,
twistingit against the moguls as evidence of ti@@mmunisproclivities. Exploiting
widely-held concerns about Hollywood and Jewish @owWlartin Dies vowed “...to
expose fearlessly and fully the truth about Comrmsumnin the Hollywood colony®®°

For six years the Jews of Hollywood had fundedlth@CC’s undercover
operation to combat Nazism in America. Hollywoosfses had influenced and
informed both congressional investigations of unekican activity in the United
States during the 1930s. At 1940, however, thgip®bf resistance had twisted their
patriotic efforts into suspicious, subversive atgiv The Jews of Hollywood now
found themselves the subject of the very congraasiavestigations they had

supported for so long.

%5 Dies, “The Reds in Hollywood,” 50.
9@ Steven Alan Cartollywood and Anti-Semitism: A Cultural History tgpWorld War [I(New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2001); Dies, “The Radsollywood,” 50.
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Conclusion

The LAJCC's experience with the Dies Committeesiifates both the
potential and the limits that political approachesesistance posed for the Jewish
leaders of the LAJCC. American Jewish leadersdmumbsed the commission of
another congressional investigation into subveradtevities because they feared that
such an investigation would only unleash the reaetiy forces that the LAJCC was
trying to defeat. It didn’t take long for the Bi€ommittee to fulfill those fears. It
was the Dies Committee’s investigattiiemselvesvho betrayed Hollywood and the
undercover fact-finding operation — multiple timeghose betrayals belied the limits
of Jewish political influence with the Committeenlike 1934, Lewis and his AJC
colleagues did not have the political influencehvitie Dies Committee that they had
with the McCormack Committee. Leon Lewis did have direct contact with the
Committee chairman, Martin Dies, as he had withkBiein and McCormack. The
ADL/AJC’s chief investigator Frank Prince, did rave the same intimate
relationship with Dies as he had had with McCorma&ecoming persona non grata
with Dies as a result of the Sullivan scandal; afithough the Dies Committee was
launched in 1938 in response to two Nazi-relatedlants in New York City, the
Committee quickly revealed its reactionary agentthfacused exclusively on the
hunt for Communist subversives. Thus, from tlagtsthe LAJCC's relationship
with the Dies Committee exposed the limits of Jévpslitical influence in the

United States in the late 1930s.
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Nevertheless, despite these limitations, the LAdECvield some political
influence over the Committee. After all, the coelrthat Lewis provided to the
Committee informed the Committee’s investigatioNaizi activity in Los Angeles,
guided its choice of withesses, and contributeitsttnal report in which the
Committee officially condemned the Bund and Beafor their subversive political
activities in the United States. Ultimately, theyko the LAJCC's political influence
with the Dies Committee was the quality of the miation collected by Hollywood'’s
spies. Heavily documented, the information in$uemary Repodirected the
Committee’s investigation and corroborated theifigd of other withesses. Despite
the betrayals, disappointments and blunders, tmendltiee did precisely what Leon

Lewis hoped they would: expose insurgent Nazisthéccritical light of day.
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Conclusion

America’s entrance into World War 1l marked thel e the LAJCC'’s
undercover fact-finding operation. On DecemberlB21, the day before the United
States declared war on Germany, the FBI conductedalinated raid on German-
American Bund cells across the country. Sevemt\Bsind leaders, including Herman
Schwinn and Hans Diebel, were arrested and heldamsgerous aliens’®’ In Los
Angeles, the FBI also raided Deutsches Haus, amatfieg Bund documents,
correspondence, maps and 10,000 pieces of antisditeitature’®® With the
declaration of war on Germany, the organized pratNeovement in Los Angeles fell
apart. Any remaining Nazi-influenced groups in titg disbanded, their erstwhile
members taking refuge with isolationist groups, nmagably the local chapter of
America First. As for Hollywood's spies, after Pddarbor, the FBI and military
intelligence assumed responsibility for monitorthg remnants of the far right, thus
obviating the need for the Los Angeles Jewish ConmityilCommittee’s independent,
fact-finding surveillance of the Nazi-influencedit wing in Los Angeles. The work
of Hollywood'’s spies was complete.

As this study has demonstrated, Jewish leaderssmngeles were not
nearly as paralyzed by political antisemitism ia 930s as the historiography has

long held. Between 1933-1941, the LAJCC maintamedndercover, fact-finding

%7«Ex-Bund Chief Here, 76 Others Seizetlds Angeles Examinebecember 10, 1941, Los Angeles
Examiner Clipping File, Special Collections, Dohdulgrary, Univerity of Southern California, Los
Angeles, CA (hereafter, Los Angeles Examiner Chiggirile).

9%8«Ex-Bund Chief Here, 76 Others Seizetlds Angeles Examinebecember 10, 1941, ibid.; Letter,
Lewis to Mrs. Mischel, January 6, 1944, CRC Papeast 2, Box 111, Folder 20. The materials
confiscated in the raid on Deutsches Haus areegoRlis of the Los Angeles Units, Records of the
German-American Bund, 1928-1945, United StatesddatiArchives, College Park, MD.
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surveillance of the German-American Bund and itséstic partners. Using the
information collected by Hollywood’s spies to arongressional committees,
interfaith coalitions and patriotic organizationghathe political ammunition needed
to discredit the Bund and its Nazi-influenced allithe LAJCC demonstrated a level
of political agency and influence previously unexpd in the historiography. In the
wake of the FBI raids on the Bund, Leon Lewis egpegl his satisfaction with the
“inestimable contribution” the LAJCC had made te tration’s defens&’ “[T]he
drudgery entailed in systematizing and making lgadiailable the mass of data
assembled” had ultimately paid off: “enemy agemd morale saboteurs” had been
rounded-up and scores of un-American groups inhgsatCalifornia had
disbanded’® Although small, secret antisemitic organizatipessisted in Los
Angeles during the war, incidents of organizedsamtiitism in the city
disappeared’*

If the case of the LAJCC revises the consensusroarfgan Jewish political
agency and influence in the 1930s, it also affithesconsensus on the Jewish
approach to self-defense in the United States. JEesh leaders of the LAJCC
understood American political culture and theiripos in it. They understood
Americans’ antipathy for “special interest groumligcs, and thus, as a minority
group, adhered to a “sacred” principle of Jewidhdefense in the United States:

universalism. Acting as Americans first and Jeasosd, the Jewish leaders of the

99 Report of the Los Angeles Jewish Community Conewitll941, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 9,
Folder 3.

970 Report of the Los Angeles Jewish Community Conewitfl941, ibid., Part 2, Box 9, Folder 3.

97! Report of Los Angeles Community Committee GiveAanual Meeting, December 22, 1940, ibid,
Part 2, Box 9, Folder 2.
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LAJCC engaged Nazism as a threat to American deangcand not as a threat to
American Jews.

This universalist approach was critical to the LEIEpolitical efficacy, as it
informed the strategies and tactics they adoptemn Lewis, the LAJCC and their
Jewish counterparts in Seattle, Portland, St. LdLiiscinnati, Boston, Philadelphia,
Chicago, Miami, and New York all understood ther@cy of transparency in a
democracy’? Their offense-by-proxy strategy and their covact-finding methods
may have been borne from a hostile political emment, but they were conceived to
safeguard democratic culture. In his first leteeMendel Silberberg in 1934, Richard
Gutstadt clearly articulated the universalist obyecunderlying the American Jewish
strategy for combatting insurgent Nazism in thetebhiStates:

Ours is a carefully planned campaign of educatioe.3ubversive
impulses which threaten and definitely plan therdeson of American
institutions must be dragged into the open anthale antisemitic
activities revealed only as the smoke screen cdingethe real
purpose’’®

Six years later, as European democracies bucklddruhe brutality of Nazi

totalitarianism and European Jews were herdedginéttoes, Leon Lewis affirmed

972 For evidence of the undercover operation in Patlaee correspondence, Lewis to Robinson, ibid.,
Part 1, Box 23, Folder 13; for Seattle, see Lettewis to P. Allen Rickles, December 3, 1937, ibid
Part 2, Box 19, Folder 1@gr Miami, see Oscar and Stanley Wexler CohenNed the Work of a Day:
Anti-Defamation League Oral Memorjesl. 1-6 (New York: Anti-Defamation League, 198%r
Boston, see letter, Frank Prince to Leon Lewisudanl11, 1934, CRC Papers, Part 1, Box 26, Folder
14; for Indianapolis and Saint Louis, see Letteank Prince to Lewis, January 19, 1935, ibid., Rart
Box 26, Folder 22; for Cincinnati, see letter, Gmdg-Lewis, January 15, 1934, ibid., Part 1, Box 22
Folder 24, and Cincinnati Jewish Community Relai®apers, MS 202, American Jewish Archives,
Cincinnati, OH; for covert activity conducted byetAJC, see Naomi CohelNpt Free to Desist: The
American Jewish Committee, 1906-196Bhiladelphia: Jewish Publication Society of Ao, 1972),
chapter 9.

973 Letter, Gutstadt to Silberberg, March 27, 193400Rapers, Part 1, Box 23, Folder 2.
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the efficacy of the LAJCC's universalist strategycombat Nazism in the United
States:

[O]ur effort, though directed primarily against @xtions of anti-

Semitism, was in fact a program in defense of deawyc Side by side

with the determination to discover all there wasetrn about every

major anti-Jewish group or organization, was thea#lg important and

more far reaching conclusion that such researcHatdinding was

surely the laboratory demonstration that democveay being

undermined in its fundamental ide&fs.
The quest to expose the duplicity of the Bund asaativist allies, therefore, became
the justification for the LAJCC'’s covert fact-fimdj operation, and information
became the key to its political efficacy.

If information was the key to the LAJCC'’s politicgfificacy, then faith in

American democratic culture was the wellspringifeagency”’> By providing
liberal and left-leaning groups with informatiorr the counter-propaganda campaign
promoting a more tolerant and inclusive culturatstouction of “100%
Americanism,” the Jewish leaders of the LAJCC destrated their faith in the
equanimity of the American people; and where tipaieal fell short, Lewis frankly
acknowledged that the self-defense campaign rglsichs much on Americans’ self-

interest as it did on their sense of justice ardplay."®

“Our Community
Committee,” Lewis wrote, “like other groups in th@me field, has functioned as a

public relation agency following the usual stragsgof publicity and making an

74 Report of Los Angeles Community Committee GiveAanual Meeting, December 22, 1940, ibid.,
Part 2, Box 9, Folder 2.

975 Stuart Svonkin, Jews against Prejudice: AmerieamsJand the Fight for Civil Liberties (New York
Columbia University Press, 1997), 16.

97® Report of Los Angeles Community Committee GiveAanual Meeting, December 22, 1940, CRC
Papers, Part 2, Box 9, Folder 2; Untitled RepodtoBer 29, 1941, ibid., Part 2, Box 9, Folder 3.
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appeal, either blunt or discreet, to the self-ieseof the public*’ By the late 1930s,
hundreds of Jews and non-Jews supported the wahedfAJCC, because “they too,
suddenly realized the nature of the attack beindemgoon our country and
appreciate[d], more than ever before, that theadled “Jewish problem” impinge[d]
directly upon the self-interest of all strata of Arican life.®’® The LAJCC's
political efficacy, therefore, was rooted in themversalist approach to self-defense.
Faith in Americans’ equanimity and self-interestveoed their political agency and
the information they collected was the source efrtimfluence.

The LAJCC's political influence did not end, howewsith the advent of
World War 1l. The information their informants émtted before the war continued to
be the source of their political influence durihg tvar. Between 1942 and 1945, the
information in the LAJCC'’s files was deemed soatele by law enforcement and
military intelligence officials that these agencoasne to rely on the LAJCC as a
source of evidence in a variety of state and fddevastigations and prosecutions.
In fact, federal and military agents called so frexatly on Lewis and Roos during the
war years, that decades later Joe Roos recallethéhéoffice was like a pigeon coop.
[T]he FBI guy [would leave] and [a] Naval Intelligee man [would] walk in. It was
continuous.?”®

During the war, the LAJCC flexed Jewish politic#luence at both the state

and federal levels. In California, the LAJCC coaped with the 1942 California

977 Untitled Report, October 29, 1941, ibid., ParBax 9, Folder 3.
978 [|h;
Ibid.
97 Leonard and Murray Wood Pitt, “Joseph Roos Oratdty,” Joseph Roos Papers, Doheny Library
Special Collections, University of Southern Califiar, Los Angeles, CA, Tape 1, Side 2.
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state grand jury, providing information on the waities of former Bund members and
on suspected Axis (both German and Japanese) dgesutsthern Californid®
Federal and military officials also consulted th&JCC's files on a regular basis. In
the months immediately following the United Statesstry into the war, Dies
Committee investigator James Steedman reguladgdcah Lewis and Roos for
information on the Dies Committee’s ever-growirgj bf suspected Communists and
Axis sympathizer§®* Federal prosecutors relied on the LAJCC for avigein
lawsuits brought against former Bund members aad tlght wing allies. Between
1943-1945, the LAJCC provided the U.S. Immigratow Naturalization Service
with evidence to support the denaturalization stitsought against former Los
Angeles Bund members; and, in 1942, when the Uepament of Justice brought
charges against forty-two foreign and native-baghtrwing activists for sedition, the
U.S. Attorney General’s office regularly requestie@¢uments and exhibits from
Lewis and Roos as welf?

Closer to home, the LAJCC emerged as an importgemtaof “civic

cooperation” within LA’s emerging wartime, civilgits movement. Between 1942-

980 California Assembly Fact Finding Committee on Umérican Activities in California, CRC Papers,
Part 2, Box 21, Folders 5-24 and Box 22, Foldexek “Grand Jury Investigation of Subversive
Activities Sacramento County” files, ibid., PartBgx 22, Folders 10-24 and Box 23, Folders 1-9.

%1 See Ellis Zacharias files, ibid., Part 2, Box Balders 1-4. In fact, the LAJCC’s monitoring of
Japanese activity in Los Angeles between 1939-18&h have contributed to the federal government’s
perception that a portion of the Japanese populatisouthern California was dangerous and thus
influencing the later internment of Japanese aitiz&llen Eisenberg quoted in Shana Bernstein,
Bridges of Reform: Interracial Civil Rights Actiwisin Twentieth-Century Los Angel@éew York:
Oxford University Press, 2011), 75.

92 Denaturalization Cases: U.S. District Court, SerthCalifornia District, CRC Papers, Part 2, Box
22, Folders 3-8; Sedition Trials: Correspondeniuig, i Part 2, Box 22, Folders 18-21; Joseph Roos
Papers, University of Southern California, Doherilyréry, Special Collections, Box
“Correspondence,” Folder “Correspondence, 1940s.”
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1945, racism and racial violence by the white mgj@gainst Mexican- and African-
American minorities in Los Angeles escalated tmdedous proportion®> A rise in
individual incidents of antisemitism accompanieid tiroader pattern. Concerned
that racial violence might spread to the city’s detie LAJCC responded by shifting
its political focus to fighting racisif* Jewish civil security, Lewis reasoned, could
be not ensured unless it was assured for all ntiesri Addressing the board of the
LAJCC, Lewis declared that

“The attitude of our fellow citizens toward the Negthe Japanese-

American, the Mexican-American, is obviously in fiveal analysis

just as important to the maintenance of the denticgoainciple as is

the attitude toward the Jew®
Thus, between 1941-1945, the LAJCC redefined tieengnbroadened its patriotic
mission and adapted the lessons it had learnetirfggNlazism in the 1930s to
combatting racism in Los Angeles. And, just asrtfight against Nazism had been
framed by universalist terms, so too was the LAXX@ht against racism.

During the war years, the LAJCC became a catatystniderate civil rights
reform in Los Angele€¥® Combining their influential business and politica
connections with the experience they had acquiresbimbatting prejudice and

discrimination during the 1930s, the Jewish leadéthe LAJCC played an

important role in the interracial civil rights cdains that developed in Los Angeles

983 Draft, January 18, 1945, ibid., Part 2, Box 9,denl3; BernsteirBridges of Reform: Interracial
Civil Rights Activism in Twentieth-Century Los Alegechapter 3.

%% |bid,. 96-99.

985 Untitled, December 26, 1945, CRC Papers, Parb2,B Folder 3.

98¢ BernsteinBridges of Reform: Interracial Civil Rights Actimisin Twentieth-Century Los Angeles,
10, 91.
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during World War 11?®” Taking seats on the Mayor’s Council for Civic bnithe
County Council for Interracial Progress, the MagaCommittee for Home Front
Unity, the Supervisors Committee for Interraciabdtess, and the Bureau for
Intercultural Education, representatives from tAWgCC introduced the strategies and
tactics they had developed during the 1930s tméve interracial and interfaith
coalitions of the 1940s. Thus, the early civihtgymovement in Los Angeles bore
the distinctive imprint Jewish political influend®.

The experience that the LAJCC garnered in “civiopgration” at the local
level elevated it to a new position of politicafluence at the national level. In cities
across the country, Jewish leaders faced simil@ntonity relations challenges.
Between 1942-1945, Jewish leaders from Seattlen&éipolis, Pittsburgh, San
Francisco, and Detroit called on Leon Lewis to adthem on the formation of their
own community relations council&? By the end of the war, these Jewish
communities across the country were forming commyueiations councils to
address intergroup conflict and to promote intemgranderstanding and tolerance
modeled after the LAJCC. In 1945, the LAJCC itsads reorganized as the Jewish
Community Relations Council (JCRC) of the JewisHdtation of Los Angele¥?

Comprised of representatives from over 50 Jewishneonal organizations in Los

%7 |pid., 91, 98.

988 Untitled report, December 26, 1945, CRC Papeng, R&8ox 9, Folder 3.

9%9g5ee Lewis’s various letters in ibid., Part 2, Bg)Folder 22. For Lewis’s address to the Jewish
leaders of Detroit, see Paper to Be Read by Mrnlleswis at Detroit Conference on January 27-28-29,
1940, ibid., Part 2, Box 9, Folder 7. A copy ofsteame address was sent to the AJC in May 1941. See
letter, Leon Lewis to George Hexter, May 14, 19%therican Jewish Committee Papers, YIVO

Institute for Jewish Research, New York, NY. GEBI-Box 3, Folder, “Communal Organizations,
1941-1959.

999 | AJC Council Annual Report, December 13, 1946].ibPart 2, Box 9, Folder 6.
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Angeles, the JCRC was responsible for addresssugssof prejudice, discrimination
and intergroup relations, and became the offiaiddlio relations arm for the
organized Jewish community in the city.

The emergence of the LAJCC at the local and natiemals owes much to its
leaders. While the historiography on American $éwvgolitical leadership and
organization during the 1930s bemoans its dysfancthe LAJCC stands as an
example of outstanding Jewish communal leadersidpoaganization. Under Leon
Lewis’s guidance, the LAJCC proved to be one ofttosst effective Jewish
communal organizations in Los Angeles and a roldehftor other Jewish
communities. According to Lewis, the Committee wasncumbered by the
internecine factions or struggles that plaguedralbeiish defense organizations.
Twelve years after the Committee was formed, asgzaumber of the founding
members were still on its board, and Lewis constitexpressed pride in the unity
among LAJCC members and their commitment to thee&a

There is a caveat to Lewis’ portrayal of the LAJ@s a unified, Jewish
community organization. Between 1933-1945, the @dtee was comprised of like-
minded, middle and upper middle class Jewish meda ¢ame women). While their
commitment to the cause accounted for much of thrar@ittee’s effectiveness, the

fact that the Committee excluded the more “radiesdiments of the Jewish

%1 Deborah Dash Moordo the Golden Cities: Pursuing the American Jeviseam in Miami and
L.A. (New York: Free Press, 1994), 199.
992 Draft, January 18, 1948RC Papers, Part 2, Box 9, Folder 3.
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community accounts for the “harmony” Lewis desaiif€ Nevertheless, the
LAJCC'’s organizational leadership and politicaiedty stood in sharp contrast with
the embattled ADL and AJE?

Leon Lewis’ leadership was critical to the LAJC@ulitical efficacy. His
ADL experience, knowledge of the law and an unfidge confidence were essential
to the group’s stability and longevity; but, whatly differentiated the LAJCC'’s
political agency and influence from other commuiiased Jewish defense
organizations around the country was the partiopatf the Jews of Hollywood. It
was, after all, Hollywood’s financial backing in3®that transformed the DAV
investigators into Hollywood'’s spies, and it was thoguls’ on-going support that
made the undercover, fact-finding operation vidbleso many years.

First, the producers’ combative temperaments pex/itie LAJCC with an
intangible confidence that American Jews in othiées<may not have had. As first
generation immigrants to America, the moguls weaadized in the rough-and-
tumble business climate of early twentieth centmyerican commerce. They were
tough competitors and their “take no prisoners’l wilwin shaped their response to

the Nazi threat in their city and in their count?y. Consequently, the studio

93 Shana Bernstein, “From Civil Defense to Civil RigiThe Growth of Jewish Interracial Civil Rights
Activism in Los Angeles,” inThe Jewish Role in American Life: Annual Reyietk William Deverell
(Los Angeles: USC Casden Institute, 2009), 58-60.

9 Gulie Ne'eman Araddmerica, Its Jews, and the Rise of NaziBiwomington: Indiana University
Press, 2000), chapter 5; Henry L. Feing@ldi American Jewry Do Enough During the Holocaust?
(Syracuse, NY: Syracuse University, 1985), intrdturg chapter 10.

9% Neal GablerAn Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hadigd (New York: Crown
Publishers, 1988), Part I.
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representatives were not mere honorary membetedEommitte€’® They were
working members, integral to its success. Reptaseas from all eight major
Hollywood studios sat on the LAJCC board from gswinception. They attended
meetings every other Friday for twelve years andkea on its subcommittees. They
provided input, time and money to the cause, arid®8v, they established the
Motion Picture Division of the LAJCC to handle s@¢enedia productions to combat
extremism and promote a more tolerant version 60% Americanism.” The
contributions of the Jews of Hollywood distinguiditee LAJCC from similar
defense groups around the country, and pushedhettore in American and
American Jewish politics in the 1930s.

Proof of the political and financial value that tmeguls brought to the
LAJCC is evident in ADL director Richard Gutstadsasveral attempts to
commandeer their financial support away from theC& to the ADL>®" Several
times during the 1930s, Gutstadt tried to conviineemoguls to redirect their
financial support of their local Nazi resistancegram to the national program run
by the ADL. In August 1938, Gutstadt made suclagmeal in Hollywood. Inviting
thirty leading producers, directors and actors fidotlywood to a private meeting at
Harry Warner’s house to discuss the impending Qi@smittee hearings.

Specifically leaving Lewis and Silberberg off theegt list, Gutstadt tried to discredit

Leon Lewis to his guests, and once again triecetsyade his wealthy guests to shift

9% Draft, January 18, 1945, CRC Papers, Part 2, B&oRler 3.
97 As early as 1933, Gutstadt looked to Hollywoodupport the ADL’s work at the national level.
Letter, Gutstadt to Lewis, October 17, 1933, CR@dPs, Part 1, Box 22, Folder 20.
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their financial support to an organization thatldazonduct the fight the right way at
the national leve!®®

Gutstadt’s ploy backfired. The Hollywood men imnately rose to Lewis’
defense, defended the LAJCC, and rebuffed Guttadtrom that day on, the
relationship between the LAJCC and the ADL was néwve same. The daily
correspondence that Leon Lewis and Richard Gutktdiconducted for five years
came to an end during 1938, and with it, the ctmdlaboration the two organizations
had previously enjoyetf® From roughly that point on, Leon Lewis carved out
political relationships for the LAJCC with the Di€®smmittee, independent of the
ADL and the AJC. The absence of personal corredgrace between Lewis and
Gutstadt during the Dies Committee years standsairk contrast to the close
working relationship the two men maintained in 19B4ing the McCormack-
Dickstein investigation. The LAJCC exerted as muichot more influence than the
ADL or the AJC in the fight against insurgent NazisDuring the war, the LAJCC'’s
reputation and political agency continued to graw/ijt engaged with military

intelligence, and the U.S. Department of Justi¢e.

zzz Memoranda, nos. 585-588, all dtd August 30, 1€FC Papers, Part 2, Box 147, Folder 10.

Ibid.
1000The ADL correspondence files in the CRC Papemnft®38 contain mostly form letters sent out
from Chicago to the ADL’s “key men,” and in contr&s the correspondence files from earlier years,
very few personal letters between Richard GutsiadtLeon Lewis.
1001 Following the August 30, 1938 meeting held by Kasfarner for these thirty or so Hollywood
leaders, Leon Lewis’ personal correspondence withd&d Gutstadt all but ceases. The two men, who
had corresponded daily for nearly five years, stofing to each other, and the ADL correspondence
files in the CRC Papers after 1938 contain onlynféetters sent out by the ADL to its key members.
See “ADL/BB- National Correspondence” between 198441, CRC Papers, Part 2, Boxes 128-129.

367



The LAJCC’s emergence as a community-based Jewigmske organization
with national political influence challenges thstbriographical conceptualization of
the AJC, ADL and American Jewish Congress as “natioJewish self-defense
organizations in the 1930s. While all three ofkthgroups developed national
constituencies and political influence in Washimgédter World War II, during the
1930s, only the ADL had a national membership bagejrtue of being a program
of B’nai B'rith, that might have earned it statusa“national” Jewish defense
organization. The AJC had some political influemc&/ashington to qualify it as a
“national” Jewish political organization, which th&JCC also had. Its relationships
with the McCormack-Dickstein and Dies committeesitamny intelligence and the
Justice Department call into question whether tifgethree” were truly “national”
Jewish defense organizations, or rather, localrdef@rganizations located in cities
with large Jewish populations that had, like theJC&, certain assets that accorded
them national influence. Within this reconceptzation, Los Angeles emerges as a
new site of American Jewish political influence 1845, entitling the LAJCC to its
place among the “big three” in the historiograpliyAmerican Jewish political

agency in the 1930s.
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Appendix 1:
Photographs

Chapter 2, Image: 1Herman Schwin

Source Records of the Germ-American Bund,Records of the Los Angeles U.
URG 131,Entry 315. Box 2, United States National Archiva&gshington, D.C

Chapter 3, Image:1Leon Lewis, Chessmaster (n.d., c. 1!

Source Claire Lewis Read
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Appendix 1, con't:

Chapter 3, Image:2 John Schmidt following - court death threafanuary 193

Source Los Angeles Examinedanuary 19, 1934
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Appendix 1, con't:

Chapter 3, Image: 3Photographing the Courtroom, January 19,
(Original slightly damage:

N I Tpm

A iyl ANVIILVRKA 1IN UUUR]

EXA,MINER PHOTCGRAPHER taking pictare of crowd in ) JUDGE G

Source: Los Angeles Examingdanuary 19, 1934

Chapter 6, Image:1German Day Celebration, c. 1936 ( Photograpkei: Ness)

Source CRC Papers
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Chapter 6, Image:1German Day Celebration, c. 1936 ( Photograpkeil: Ness)

Source CRC Papers

Chapter 3, Image:3German DaCelebration, c. 1938 (Photographer unknc

Source Dies Committee PaperLos AngeledNumbered Case FileRG 233,
United States National Archives, Washington [
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Chapter 6, Image:4Restaurant, Deutsches Ha(Photographer Unknow

Source CRC Papers

Chapter 8, Image: 1Protest Outside Ar-Communist Conference, August 1€

Source CRC Papers
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Appendix 2: .
Key to Spy Codes

(12) Eleven Captain John H Schmidt, US Army raguletired

(7 Seven Major C. Bert Allen, US Army regulaatired

(8) Eight Capt. Carl F. Sunderland, US Army regutetired

a7 Seventeen Mrs. J.H. Schmidt, aka Alyce Hannon

(18) EighteenMrs. C.F. Sunderland

W.C. Col.William Conley, Jr, Past National Cormdar, Disabled Am. Vets
(69) Sixty-Nine Capt. Wm. F. Hynes, chief of Redu&d, Los Angeles Police Dept
M.P.B. Marion P. Berg Jr, Railway Mail Clerk

Number One “refers to the undersigned”

Nazi leaders

(22) Twenty-two Capt. Robert F. Pape

(13) Thirteen Hans, also uses Ludwig, Winterhalder

(44) Forty-four Paul Thamlitz

(27) Twenty Seven Hermann Schwinn

(29) Twenty Nine Rudolf Specht

(222) Two-Twenty-two Deidrich Gefken
(606) Six Hundred Six Dr. Konrad Burchardi

(99) Mrs. Pape
™ Mr. Rudy -- owns restaurant, Tiaaster (Report 88)
Nine Plus Headquarters of the friends of the Newntaay in NYC

Nine Minus Nazi Headquarters at 902 So. Alvaradpl®, subsequently 1004
West Washingftreet, LA.

P.A.L. Veteran’s organization incorporated underldw of the State of California of which Eight is
the President and Seven is the Exec Sec. Namée i@harter under the initials P.A.L = Patriotism,
Americanism and Loyalty. Membership is not restrdcto vets, but almost all legislation. Inactiee f
the last 6 mos EXCEPT that board is allowing LAJGQse its name, stationary and office facilities
to carry on our investigation.

**|t is not anti-semitic References that PAL is a/s made to Seven , BigihtEleven in their
negotiations with Nine Minus and Silver shirts dgneposely as a cover to determine what extent the
Nazis and Silver Shirts were willing to org vetsipposition to the government and to delude them
that they were making progress w/PAL.

Source Letter, Leon Lewis to Sigmund Livingston, Dedemn 16, 1933 in CRC Papers, Box 8,
Folder 1.

" The key is presented as it was written in thetdtom Lewis to Livingston, Chairman of the
Anti-Defamation League.
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Mendel Silberberg
Leon Lewis

Harry G Balter
I.B. Benjamin

David Blumberg

Dr. Blank

Milton Black
George Cohen
Alfred Cohen
David Coleman
Mrs. Ferguson
M.J. Finestein
Louis Greenbaum
Harry Hollzer
Henry Herzbrun

Feliz Jonas

Ray Kleinberger
Al Lushing
Irving Lipsitch

Mrs. Lazard

Dr. Edgar Magnin
Marco Newmark
Louis Nordlinger
Isaac Pacht
Aaron Riche

Arthur Rosenblum
Ben Scheinman

Dr. Maurice Smith

Armin Wittenberg
Mrs. Wolfstein

Source CRC Papers

Appendix 3:

Los Angeles Jewish Community Committee

June 1934

Attorney; Chair, Community Corttee
Attorney; Counsel, Community Committee

Attorney; LA B’nai B'rith Loge President, 1933
Attorney; LA B’nai B’rith Lodge feésident, 1931;
Meer LA Housing Commission
Merchant; 1st Vice President, &'Brith District
Grand Lodge #4; Representative to B’nai B’rith
County Physician
Assistant District Attorney, Cityf Los Angeles
Attorney
Scenario Writer; U.S. Collector@iistoms
Assistant District Attorney, Cdf/Los Angeles
President, National Council afi3a Women
Attorney; Representative, Amanidewish Committee
Attorney; Post Commander, DowntPost, DAV
U.S. District Judge; Rep., AmamcJewish Comm.
Legal Counselrdmount Pictures; Liaison to Motion
fie Committee
Insurance Agent; President, LAaBB'rith Lodge
Merchant; Los Angeles City PeliCommissioner
Merchant; Water and Power Commission
Executive Director, FederatiohJewish Welfare
Asgtion; Rep, American Jewish Congress
Representative, local women'’s oizgtions
Rabbi, Wilshire Temple
President, Federation of Jewislif&kke Associations
Retired; VP Federation of Jdwi&/'elfare Assoc.
Judge, Superior Court
Real Estate Developer; Presidefiic€’s Conference of
BirB'rith; Representative, American Jewish Congress
Attorney; Member, B’nai B'ribbistrict Grand Lodge #4
Judge, Municipal Court; RepreseetaZionist
@rzation of America
Dentist
Manufacturer
National Council of Jewish Women
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Appendix 4:
A Proclamation (1935)

Source CRC Papers
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Appendix 5:
Executive Committee, Hollywood Branch of LAJCC, 194

Walter Wanger, Chairman Producer

Leon Lewis, Secretary Attorney

Robert Aller IATSE

Maxwell Arnow Walter Wanger Productions
Arthur Arthur Columbia Studios
Ralph Blum Agent

Jack Chertok MGM Studios

Jack Cummings MGM Studios

Lou Edelman Warner Brothers
Matthew Fox Universal Studios
D.S. Garber Universal Studios
Henry Ginsberg Paramount Studios
Jerry Hoffman MGM Studios
Leigh Jason

Jack Karp Paramount Studios
Jock Lawrence Samuel Goldwyn Studios
Mervyn Leroy MGM Studios
Harry Maizlish KFWB

Joseph Mankiewicz MGM Studios
Irving Reis RKO Studios

Allen RIvkin

Sid Rogell RKO Studios

Leo Rosten

Mark Sandrich Paramount Studios
Dore Schary MGM Studios
Herman Schlom

Leonard Spiegelgass Universal Studios
Maurie Weiner Universal Studios
Manny Wolfe

Eugene Zukor Paramount Studios

Source CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 17, Folder 45
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Appendix 6:

Los Angeles Jewish Community Committee

Mendel Silberberg
Leon Lewis

Mr and Mrs. Herman Bachrack
Mr and Mrs. I.B. Benjamin

Mr and Mrs. David Blumberg
Judge and Mrs. Edward Brand
Mr and Mrs. Irving Briskin

Mr and Mrs. Jack Chertok

Mr and Mrs. George Cohen
Mr and Mrs. David Coleman
Mr and Mrs. Lewis Drucker

Mr and Mrs. Jack Fier

Mr. M. J. Finkenstein

Mr. Milton Goldberg

Mr and Mrs. Gustave Goldstein
Mr and Mrs. Henry Herzbrun
Judge and Mrs. Harry Hollzer
Mr and Mrs. Fred Horowitz

Dr. and Mrs. Maurice Karpf
Rabbi and Mrs. Jacob Kohn
Dr. and Mrs. E. M. Lazard

Mr and Mrs. J.J. Leiberman
Mr and Mrs. Joseph Loeb
Rabbi and Mrs. Edgar Magnin
Mr and Mrs. Marco Newmark
Judge and Mrs. Isaac Pacht
Mr and Mrs. I.H. Prinzmetal
Mr. Aaron Riche

Mr and Mrs. Samuel Robinson
Mr. Joseph Rosenberg

Mr and Mrs. Arthur Rosenblum
Judge and Mrs. Lester Roth
Judge Benjamin Scheinman
Mr. Max Strasburg

Mr and Mrs. David Tannenbaum

November 1942

Chairman
Executive Secretary

Attorney, Los Angelesmai Brith Lodge
Merchant; Rep, B'naitBrGrand Lodge #4
Judge, L.A. Countyye8or Court
Columbia Pictures
MGM Studios
Attorney, Universal Stadi
Attorney
California Attorney Geaks Office, Los Angeles
Columbia Pictures

Legal Counsel, Param®ictures
U.S. District Judge

Rabbi, Sinai Temple
National Council of JglwWomen
Attorney
Attorney, MGM Studios
Rabbi, Wilshire Boalel/ Temple
Banker
Judge, Superior Court
MGM
Los Angeles B’nai Brith, Americdewish Congress

Attorney; B’nai Bribistrict Grand Lodge #4
Attorney; former JudigeCounty Superior Court
Judge, LA County Sup&dart

Beverly Hillsmraunity Committee

Mr and Mrs. Walter Wanger Independent Movie PradudChair, Motion Picture

Committee of the LAJCC

Source CRC Papers, Part 2, Box 8 Folder 40.

* The list from the CRC Papers did not provide the members’ organizational affiliations.
Affiliations and assigned here were reconstructed by the author from various other sources and
are, to the author’s best knowledge, accurate.

378



Appendix 7:

Partial List of Right-wing

Individuals and Groups

Investigated by the LAJCC, 1936-1946
(Source Finding Aid, CRC Papers, Paix 2

Alexander, Kenneth, 1938-1945

Allen, Henry, 1938-1945

Allen, Warren [Son of Henry Allen],
1938

America First, 1940-1944

America for Americans Club, [ca.
1930's]

American Action, Inc. [a.k.a. American
Action Committee], 1946

American Coalition, 1938; 1940

American Defenders, 1938-1939

American Cmte for German Relief
Fund, 1940

American Democratic Natl Cmte, 1940;
1941; 1944; 1945

American Fellowship Forum, Jul-Aug
1939-1943

American Freedom Association, 1940-
1941

American Gentile, 1940

American-German Aid Society, 1939-
1941

American Guerilla League, 1942

American Guards, 1940-1942

American Immigration Conference
Board, 1939

American League Against International
Jewry, [ca. 1930's]

American Nationalist Confederation,
1938-1942

American Nationalist Party, 1939-1940

American Patriots [Jack Peyton], 1938

American Protective League, 1939

American Vigilant Intelligence
Federation, 1940

American Women Against
Communism, 1938-1944
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Americanism Defense League, Jan-Mar
1942-1945

Anglo-Saxon Federation of America,
1938; 1940-1942

Associated Farmers of California,
1939-1944

Bader, Salem, 1943; 1945; 1946

Barr Bookstore, 1943-1944

Baxter, David [Social Republic Society
of America], 1941-1942

Beacon Light Publishing, 1940-1946
Beal, Lee H. [For A Better America],
1942

Bell, Albertus. Dunston [Bishop
Ancient Universal (Old Catholic)
Church], 1938-1942

Bergstrasser, [Dr.] Arnold, 1942; 1944
Brumback, Oscar, 1943

Bunker Hill Democratic Club, 1941
Bush, Oscar, 1946

California Staats Zeitung, 1940-1942

Carlson, [Dr.] Albert W., Jan-Feb 1942-
1943

Carter, Boake, 1940

Christian American Foundation [D.
Roy Parsons], 1946

Christian Business Men's Cmte of
Greater LA

Christian Crusaderdhe Crusaddr

Christian Front [a.k.a. Christian
Mobilizers; Joseph E. McWilliams],
1938-1946



Appendix 7, con't

DeAryan, C. Leon [EditorThe Broorh
1938; 1943; 1945; 1946

Dennis, Lawrence, 1941-1942; 1946

Diebel, Hans, 1938-1941

English Fascists, 1939
The EqualizefL.R. Foster Publications,
Los Angeles],1938

Federal Union,
Chapter, 1941

Ferenz, Franz K., 1938-1942

Fifield, [Reverend] James W. [Pastor,
First Congregational Church of Los
Angeles and Mobilization for
Spiritual Ideals] , 1940-1946

Fry, Leslie, 1938-1944

Inc., Hollywood

Gardener Harry J. [Publisher of
Mysticism Los Angeles], 1938; 1942-
1944; 1945; 1946;

Gebhardt, [Dr.] H.A., 1940-1942

Gentile American Defense Union
[George E. Sullivan], 1939-1940

Gentile Cooperative Association, 1945;

1946

German Groups: general [Alphabetical],

1940; 1941; 1945-1946

German-American Chamber of

Commerce, 1939-1940

German-American National Alliance,

1939-1944

German House, 1939-1944
Gilbert [Dr.] Dan, 1944-1945
Goerner, Ernst, 1939

Goethe, C.M., 1938-1940

Goode, Henry, n.d. [ca. 1940's]
Griffith, Larry [Minute Men], 1941-
1944

Guards of Democracy, 1941

380

Gyssling, [Dr.] Georg [German Consul
Los Angeles], 1940-1942

Ham 'n Eggs, 1942; 1945; 1946
Hearst, William R., 1941-1946
Heidenreich, Fred, 1940- 1941
Hollywood Women's Republican Club,
1944

Hornby, George E. [Ultra-American Party]
1940

Horton, Col. P.A., 1944

Huebner, Franz R.H. [American
National Forum], 1939; 1941

Hughes, T. W. [League to Save
America First], 1940-1941

Hynes, Capt. William Franz [LAPD-
Intelligence Division], 1938-1940

Independent America First, 1941
Indians: American Indian Federation,
1938;1939

Indians: National American Indian
League, 1941; 1945-1946

Informed Voters of America, Aug 1942
1944

Ingalls, Laura, 1941

Italian Fascists, 1938; 1939-1942

Jeffers, [Dr.] Joseph [Joe], 1938-1946
Johnson, Floyd B. [Los Angeles
Evangelistic Center], 1945

Keep America Out of War Congress,
1941

Kositzin, Vladimer, 1939-1940

Kramer, [Dr.] George N., 1942; 1943
Ku Klux Klan, 1938-1946

Kyffhauser Bund, 1940

Lahn, [Dr.] Robert [a.k.a. Dr. Robert
Terrl], May 1938-1939

League for Constitutional Government, 1938;

1940; 1941
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League for Truth, 1938
League of American Writers: Hollywood
Chapter, 1940
Lewis, Fulton Jr., 1943-1944
Lindbergh, Charles A., 1940-1941; n.d.
[ca. 1940]
Lippe-Weissenfeld [Prince Kurt-
Bernhard Zur],1939; 1940
Loyal Aryan Christian Citizens of the
USA

[ca. 1940]

MacArthur Partisans [General Douglas],
1944

MacBeth, John, 1941

MacDonald, Frank, 1941; 1942
Mack, Russell, May-Aug 1940-1943
Maeder, Martin H., 1939-1944
Mankind United, 1938-1944
McClanahan, Meade, 1946
McCullough, Faith Hawk [Associate,
Leslie Fry], 1938-1943

McLaglen, [Captain] Leopold Extortion
Trial], 1938

Meller, Michael [White Russian
Colony], 1942-44

Mexico, 1938-1942

Michelson, [Dr.] A. U. [Hebrew
Evangelization Society, Hebrew
Christian Synagogue, Los Angeles],
1940-1946

Modest, Anne, 1940-1941

Moral Rearmament, 1943-1946
Mote, Carl H., 1941-1944;1945; 1946

National Copperheads [Ellis O. Jones],
1941

National Council for Prevention of War,
1942-1946

National Gentile League [Donald Shea],
1939-40
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National League of Mothers of America,
1941-44

Neutral Thousands [The] [Bessie
Abbott Ochs, Executive Director],
1938-1939

Nims, A. Dwight [Next of Kin, Inc.],

943-1944

No Foreign War Committee, 1940-1941

Noble, Robert [Friends of Progress],
1939-1942
Nordskog, Andrae B., 1941-1944

Palmer, L. H. [American Guards], 1943

Patriotic Order Sons of America
[Minute Men], [ca. 1940]

Patterson, Sherman A.: Publications,
Militant Truth, 1945

Perkins, Jonathan, 1939; 1942-1943;
1946

Peyton, Jack [American Rangers],
1939; 1940; 1942; 1943

Phelps, G. Allison [Radio
commentator], 1940

Plack, Werner [Los Angeles German
Consulate Attaché], 1940

Pro-America, 1942; 1944

Reimer, John L. [National Book Mart,
Los Angeles], 1939-1943

Ring, William C. [America Unlimited],
1943-1946

Robert, Clete [Radio Commentator],
1942

Royal Order of American Defenders,
1941-1942

Russians, 1938-1946

Sahli, W. H. "Doc" [Christian
American Guards], 1941; 1944; 1945



Scannell, Francis [Columnist, "One
Man's Opinion”], 1939

Schwinn, Hermann Max

Sherrill, [Mrs.] Frances [Informed
Voters of America], 1943

Shol, [Mrs.] Edith Marian [American
Freedom, Association], 1940-1943

Shuler, [Rev.] Robert [Bob] P. [Pastor,
Trinity Methodist Church, Los
Angeles], 1942-1946

Silver Shirt Legion of America, 1938-
1939; 1940

Socialists, 1939; 1942; 1946

Springer, [Rev.] Harvey: 1939; 1943-
1946

Stadt Verband, 1938-1942 [a.k.a.
German-American League of Los
Angeles]

Steuben Society of America, 1938;
1944-1946

Tauer, Lucille [America First], 1941-
1944

Technocracy, 1942; 1943

Ten Million Americans [Charles Franz
Connelley and P. W. Gilmore], 1939

Terminiello, [Rev.] Arthur W. [Catholic
Priest, Alabama], 1941-1946

Terry, G. Collins [Candidate, Mayor of
Los Angeles], 1940 -1941

Thomas, Martin Luther, 1938
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Vindicators [Senator Robert Rice
Reynolds], 1939; 1941

Vollbehr, Otto H.Franz, 1939; 1940;
1943

von Bach, Violet, 1940

Von Buelow, [Dr.] Ernst Ullrich [Count
Ernst Von Buelow], 1938; 1939; 1941

Von Wegerer, Alfred, 1940

Watkins, Louise Ward, 1942-1944
We the Mothers Mobilize for America,
Inc. [California Unit], 1940; 1941;

1943-1946
Weber, Joseph O., 1940
Webster, Nesta H., n.d. [ca. 1939]
Woodford, Jack, 1940; 1943-1946
Wrede, Heinz G., 1938

Yankee Minute Men, 1942; n.d. [1942]



Appendix 8:
Flyer, Old Fashioned Christmas Market at Deutstheass, 1939

Source CRC Papers
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Appendix 9:
Aryan Book Store Price List, 1939

Source CRC Papers
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Appendix 10:
“Snowstorm” Flyers, 1938

JEWS! JEWS!
Jews E\ri_rywhere!

The Roosevelt Administration is Loaded with Jews

e ——

12 Million White American Workers Jobless

T

OVER %4 MILLION EUROPEAN JEWS ARE NOW COMING TO UNITED STATES
TO THROW WHITE AMERICAN WORKERS OUT OF JOBS
Benjamin Franklin Said:
Hgliwd‘iﬂ a menace to this country if permitted entrence And Should Be Ex-
inded.”

Samuel Roth Said:
“We Jews are a people of vultures, living on the labhor of the rest of the

world.”

The Jewish Talmud Says:
“Jews are human beings, Gentiles are nol human beings, but beasts.” (Baba

Mezia, 114, 6.)

Samuel Roth Says:
“WE JEWS, who come to the Nations, PRETENDING to escape ?ERSECU-
TION, are really the MOST DEADLY PERSECUTORS OF MEN."

CommunismisJewish

OUT WITH JEWSI
LET WHITE PEOPLE RUN THIS COUNTRY AS
THEY DID BEFORE THE JEWISH INVASION

Wake up! Wake up! Wake up! Wake up!

Gat in touch with your nearest Ant-Communiat Organization

Source CRC Papers
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