A STORY OF ATTEMPTED COMPROMISE:
JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES, ANTI-SEMITISM,
AND THE THIRD REICH

M. James Penton

Since the Second World War, the Watch Tower Bible and Tract Soci-
ety has taught Jehovah’s Witnesses that while the German churches,
both Catholic and Protestant, were guilty of compromise with Hitler
and the Nazi Party, their German brethren, then commonly known as
“Earnest Bible Students,” stood solidly against the principles of the
Third Reich. Because of the brave stand taken by most ordinary German
Witnesses in the face of a terrible persecution which cost many of them
their lives in Hitler’s concentration camps, they have been praised by
secular historians—a fact which the Watch Tower Society has used to
buttress its assertions. For example, in an article entitled “Impressed by
the Integrity of Jehovah's Witnesses,”The Watchtower magazine of
October 1, 1984 (p. 8) reported the findings of Christine E. King and
Michael Kater to the effect that the number of Witness imprisonments
and deaths brought about by Nazi persecution had been greatly under-
estimated. Quoting Dr. King, it stated: ““Theological principles were
adhered to; Witnesses remained ‘neutral,’ they were honest and com-
pletely trustworthy and as such, ironically, often found themselves em-
ployed as servants of the S.5.”” What has not generally been known ei-
ther by most Jehovah’s Witnesses or many independent scholars, how-
ever, is that while ordinary German Witnesses did generally maintain
their integrity and commitment to their principles, their leaders—the
Watch Tower’s second president, Judge Joseph F. Rutherford, and the
man who succeeded him in office in 1942, Nathan H. Knorr, plus high
German Watch Tower officials—did not. Furthermore, Rutherford and
his lieutenants tried to save the German arm of their movement by
scapegoating the Jews and attacking Great Britain, the United States,
and the League of Nations in the harshest terms.

THE BIBLE STUDENTS’ EARLY ZIONISM

During the first half of the Bible Student-Jehovah’s Witnesses’ his-
tory, which began in the 1870s, they were notable for their sympathy
to the Jews. Even more than most late nineteenth- and twentieth-cen-
tury American Protestant premillennialists, the Watch Tower Society’s
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first president, Charles T. Russell, was a thoroughgoing supporter of
Zionist causes. He refused to attempt the conversion of the Jews, be-
lieved in the Jewish resettlement of Palestine, and in 1910, led a New
York Jewish audience in singing the Zionist anthem, Hatikva.l For
more than a decade after Russell’s death in 1916, Judge Rutherford fol-
lowed in his footsteps. In 1925 he produced a small book entitled Com-
fort for the Jews, based on a series of radio broadcasts he had given, and
in 1927 he published a similar volume called Restoration.2 In both, he
proclaimed himself a friend of the Jewish people and asserted that
Jewish migration to the ancient Holy Land was a fulfillment of biblical
prophecy. Identical Publisher’s Forewords to Comfort for the Jews and
Restoration stated:

THE rebuilding of Palestine is claiming the attention of Jews throughout the
earth. Some of the Gentile world powers are outwardly favoring the movement
but manifestly for selfish reasons.

JUDGE RUTHERFORD, known throughout the world as a friend of the Hebrew
people, is vigorously supporting the claim of the Jews to the Holy Land. He is
opposed to proselytizing the Jews, holding that such is not only wrong but con-
trary to the Scriptures. His lectures to large audiences, which have been broad-
cast throughout the world, on “JEWS RETURNING TO PALESTINE”, have created an
intense interest. There is a good demand for them in printed form. He has
simplified these lectures and now presents them in book form. This volume will
be of profound interest to Jews and Gentiles alike. It is the first unbiased pre-
sentation of the subject from the Scriptural viewpoint published.

The Publishers send forth this volume confident that it will do much good.

RUTHERFORD’S REPUDIATION OF THE JEWS

In 1930 Rutherford produced a larger volume called Life on the theme
of the Jews return to Palestine. But suddenly Life was withdrawn from
circulation3 as the Watch Tower president prepared to make a dra-
matic change in Bible Student doctrine. Then, in 1932, Rutherford pro-

1 For a full recent account of Russell’s Zionism, see David Horowitz, Pastor
Charles Taze Russell: An Early American Christian Zionist (New York: Philo-
sophical Library, 1986).

2 J.E. Rutherford, Comfort for the Jews (Brooklyn, N.Y.: Watch Tower Bible and
Tract Society, 1925) and J.F. Rutherford, Restoration (Brooklyn, N.Y.: Watch

Tower Bible and Tract Society, 1927). ‘
3 For a Watch Tower review of Life after Rutherford had changed the Society’s

policy toward the Jews, see The Golden Age of October 26, 1932.
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claimed that “fleshly Israel” had no specific role to play in salvation
history. He wrote:

The Jews were evicted from Palestine and ‘their house left unto them desolate’
because they rejected Christ Jesus, the beloved and anointed King of Jehovah.
To this day the Jews have not repented of this wrongful act committed by their
forefathers. Many of them have been returned to the land of Palestine, but
they have been induced to go there because of selfishness-and for sentimental
reasons. During the long period elapsing from the time of their expulsion to
the present day the Jews have not “borne the shame of the heathen” for Jeho-
vah'’s sake, nor for the name of Christ. During all this period of time, and par-
ticularly during the World War, the true followers of Christ Jesus devoted to
God, and to his kingdom, have been bearing the shame of the heathen and
have been hated by all the nations for Christ’s sake and the sake of Jehovah's
name. (Matt. 24: 9: Mark 13: 13) In contrast to this, during the World War the
Jews received recognition of the heathen nations. In 1917 the Balfour Declara-
tion, sponsored by the heathen governments of Satan’s organization, came
forth, recognized the Jews, and bestowed upon them great favors. In this the
seventh world power [the British Empire] took the lead. Now Big Business and
other wings of Satan’s organization place the Jews alongside of and in the same
category as the Gentiles. Heretofore even God's people have overlooked the
fact that the affairs of God’s kingdom with reference to the things of the earth
are of far greater importance than the rehabilitation of that little strip of land
on the eastern side of the Mediterranean sea. The Jews have received more at-
tention at their hands than they have really deserved. Therefore this prophecy
[of Isaiah] must have its chief fulfillment upon the true people of God’s king-
dom which are now on earth. 4

Perhaps the judge was simply anxious to assert that Jehovah’s Wit-
nesses were the “true Israel of God,” but it seems that he had other rea-
sons for making such a dramatic doctrinal switch without any more de-
tailed- explanation. While he may formerly have proclaimed himself
a pro-Zionist “friend of the Hebrew people” in the tradition of his pre-
decessor, he occasionally manifested a streak of deep-seated anti-
Semitism. For example, while giving a talk on biblical prophecies re-
specting the return of the Jews to Palestine at a Bible Student conven-
tion in Winnipeg, Manitoba, in the early 1920s, he interjected: “I'm
speaking of the Palestine Jew, not the hooked-nosed, stooped-shoul-
dered little individual who stands on the street corner trying to gyp you

4 The new policy statement appears in J.F. Rutherford, Vindication (Brooklyn,
N.Y.: Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society, 1932), Vol. 2, pp. 257-8.
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out of every nickel you’ve got.”5 But there were no doubt other factors in
1932 which impelled him to abandon the Bible Students’ long tradition
of philo-Judaism besides simple personal bias. During the late 1920s
and early 1930s anti-Semitism was becoming rampant in the United
States and Canada with the rise of a variety of movements both reli-
gious and political.6 And with the start of the Depression in 1929, it
began to appear possible that the violently anti-Jewish Nazis could
come to power in Germany—something which happened on January 30,
1933. So it seems clear that Rutherford was anxious to dissociate the
Witnesses from the Jewish community as definitively as possible. Yet
these facts can in no way excuse what he and his aids were shortly to do
during the first year of the Third Reich.

JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES’ RESPONSE
TO EARLY NAZI PERSECUTION

Early in April 1933 the Nazis moved against Jehovah’s Witnesses.
Their branch headquarters at Magdeburg were seized, and their reli-
gious activities were temporarily stopped. But on April 28, the German
authorities returned the properties of the Watch Tower Society to its
American owners, no doubt to keep from offending the United States.”
However, Witness leaders and Jehovah’s Witnesses in general knew
that they were not popular with the Nazis. So according to an official
Witness account, Judge Rutherford and the German Witness community
decided to take a bold stand against the Hitler dictatorship. The book
Jehovah’s Witnesses in The Divine Purpose, published by the Watch
Tower Society in 1957, states:

5 Based on a statement by my father, Levis B. Penton, who heard Rutherford’s
remark personally. My father died a Jehovah’s Witness in good standing in
May 1972.
6 The most important of these movements was the Ku Klux Klan which existed
on a widespread scale in both countries. But the Klan—which was also anti-
Negro and anti-Catholic—was only one of such movements. Anti-Semitism was
also quite rampant among American and Canadian Catholics, some of whom
were openly pro-fascist. This was particularly true in the province of Quebec.
Some of the German Linder or states had banned the Witnesses earlier,
and these bans remained in force after April 28, 1933. For a detailed chronology
of these events, see the 1974 Yearbook of Jehovah's Witnesses (Brooklyn, N.Y.:
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society, Inc., 1973), pp. 108-9.
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Judge Rutherford had been watching the German situation closely and was
well acquainted with its development as it affected the witness work. With this
serious turn of events he lost no time in going to Germany, accompanied by N.
H. Knorr, to see what could be done. On June 25..., a convention was called in
Berlin. There arDeclaration of Facts was presented to the 7,000 in attendance in
protest against the Hitler government for their highhanded interference with
the witness work of the Society, and was unanimously adopted. The declaration
was mailed to every high officer of the government from the president down to
the members of the council, and 2,500,000 copies were given public distribution.
Retaliation came quickly. Three days later, on June 28, for the second time the
Society’s property was seized and occupied, and by government decree its
printing plant was closed.8

But was the seizure of Watch Tower property by the German govern-
ment on June 28, 1933 really because the Declaration of Facts was a bold
protest against Nazi actions? No, quite the contrary. In a tape recorded
account of the history of Jehovah’s Witnesses in Germany, former
Watch Tower Society “branch servant” or “overseer” Konrad Franke
tells that when he and another Jehovah’s Witness arrived at the Ber-
lin Sporthalle Wilmersdorf where the 1933 Witness convention was be-
ing held, they were shocked. The building was bedecked with
Swastika flags—evidently to please the Nazis. Then during the con-
vention itself, the Witness faithful were called on to sing a hymn that
they had not sung in Germany for years. While they had no objection to
the words, the music was the same as that of the German national an-
them, “Deutschland, Deutschland iiber alles.”® As for the Declaration
and an accompanying letter sent to Adolf Hitler personally, they were
nothing short of self-serving statements which attempted to ingratiate
Jehovah’s Witnesses with the Nazis. Under a sub-section entitled
“Jews,” the Declaration reads:

It is falsely charged by our enemies that we have received financial support
for our work from the Jews. Nothing is farther from the truth. Up to this mo-
ment there never has been the slightest bit of money contributed to our work
by Jews. We are the faithful followers of Christ Jesus and believe upon Him as
the Savior of the world, whereas the Jews entirely reject Jesus Christ and em-

8 p.130.

9 Franke's statement is given in full in one of the documents following this arti-
cle. It is reproduced both in the original German and in English translation.
Franke died a faithful Jehovah’s Witness ‘on July 31, 1983. See The Watch-
tower, November 1, 1983, p. 31.
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phatically deny that he is the Savior of the world sent of God for man’s good.
This of itself should be sufficient proof to show that we receive no support from
Jews and therefore the charges against us are maliciously false and could only
proceed from Satan, our great enemy.

The greatest and most oppressive empire on earth is the Anglo-American
empire. By this is meant the British Empire, of which the United States of
America forms a part. It has been the commercial Jews of the British-American
Empire that have built up and carried on Big Business as a means of exploiting
and oppressing the peoples of many nations. This fact particularly applies to
the cities of London and New York, the stronghold of Big Business. This fact is
so manifest in America that there is a proverb concerning the city of New York
which says: “the Jews own it, the Irish Catholics rule it, and the Americans pay
the bills.” We have no fight with any of these persons mentioned but, as wit-
nesses for Jehovah and in obedience to his commandment set forth in the
Scriptures, we are compelled to call attention to the truth concerning the same
in order that the people may be enlightened concerning God and his pur-
pose.10

That was not all. Besides damning the League of Nations, the Declara-
tion said: “The present government of Germany has declared against
Big Business oppressors and in opposition to the wrongful religious in-
fluence in the political affairs of the nation. Such is exactly our posi-
tion....”11 Then it proclaimed: “Instead of being against the principles
advocated by the government of Germany, we stand squarely for such
principles, and point out that Jehovah God through Christ Jesus will
bring about the full realization of these principles.”12

The letter sent to Hitler was equally compromising in nature. To in-
gratiate the Witnesses with the Nazi Fiihrer, it claimed that the
Watch Tower Society had been and was “outstandingly friendly to
Germany.” But more than that, it falsely asserted that Rutherford and
seven members of the Board of Directors of the Watch Tower Society
had been sentenced to eighty years in prison “because the [Watch
Tower] president refused to use two magazines published by him in the
United States for war propaganda against Germany.”13

10 This quotation is taken from the English language edition of the 1934 Year
Book of Jehovah's Witnesses (Brooklyn, N.Y.: Watch Tower Bible and Tract So-
ciety, 1933), p. 134.

11 1bid,, p. 135.

12 pid,, p. 136.

13 This letter appears in both in the original German and English translation
among the documents that follow this article. The statement that the eight
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As Jehovah’s Witnesses were soon to discover, the Nazis were not im-
pressed by -either their Declaration or the Society’s letter to Hitler.
Many Germans were thoroughly aware that they had long been pro-
Zionist, and Nazi officials were hardly so stupid as not to know thatin
many ways they stood in direct opposition to what Hitler and his asso-
ciates proclaimed and demanded. The Witnesses were internationalists
in a religious sense and were generally quite tolerant.of persons of other
races; they regarded secular authority as of the devil; and, above all,
they were openly anti-militaristic4—all factors which caused the na-
tionalistic, racist, and militaristic Nazis to despise them. Thus the
German government unleashed a wave of persecution against the Wit-
nesses almost immediately. On June 27, 1933, one day after they began
sending copies of the Declaration by registered mail to German offi-
cials, the Prussian Land or state banned them, and the police began to
carry out widespread raids on their homes and places of business. As
has been noted above, the Society’s Magdeburg offices were seized
again on June 28. Ultimately, between two and three million marks
worth of Watch Tower property was confiscated and destroyed by the
Nazis.15 But it was then, and only- then, that Rutherford and the
Watch Tower Society decided to oppose Nazi policies in-an uncompro-
mising fashion. For some time thereafter, German Witnesses were di-
vided over what they should do.16

- SHIFTING THE BLAME

Although after the Second World War few ]ehovah's Wltnesses or
others were aware of the compromising actions taken by Witness lead-

Watch Tower officers were sentenced to eighty years in an Atlanta, Georgia
federal penitentiary appears in many Watch Tower sources, evidently -for
shock effect. In fact, seven of them were sentenced to four terms of twenty
years, all of which were to run concurrently. Thus the seven were really sen-
tenced to twenty years incarceration, not elghty The elghth member of the
group was sentenced to ten years.

While it is true that the Watch Tower Society did not ordinarily censurée Ger-
many any more than it did the Allies during the First World War, it did pubhsh
statements and cartoons quite critical of German “autocracy.”

14 See, for example, the booklet The Crisis (Brooklyn, N.Y.: Watch Tower Bible
& Tract Society, 1931) which exemplifies these views. It was distributed widely

throughout Germany in 1932.
151974 Yearbook, pp. 111-12.
16pid., pp. 131-33.
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ers with respect to the Germany of 1933, there were some who still re-
membered the Berlin convention. Furthermore, copies of both the Dec-
laration and the Watch Tower letter to Hitler remained extant. So
when the Watch Tower Society published a history of Jehovah’s Wit-
nesses in Germany in the 1974 Yearbook of Jehovah's Witnesses, it was
necessary to deal with what were very embarrassing data in a way
which would not make the Society’s Brooklyn leaders look guilty of vi-
olating their own teachings. Thus the full responsibility for the at-
tempted compromise with Hitler and the Nazis was placed on the
shoulders of Paul Balzereit, the Society’s German branch servant at the
time. Because of the importance of the Society’s present official posi-
tion on this matter, the 1974 Yearbook account of the 1933 Berlin con-
vention is given in full. It reads:

By the summer of 1933 the work of Jehovah’s Witnesses had been banned in
the majority of German states. The brothers’ homes were being searched regu-
larly and many brothers had been arrested. The flow of spiritual food was par-
tially hampered, although only for a time; still many brothers were asking how
long it would be possible to continue the work. In this situation the congrega-
tions were invited oti very short notice to a convention to be held in Berlin on
June 25. Since it was expected that many would be unable to attend because of
the various bans, the congregations were encouraged to send at least one or
several delegates. But, as it turned out, 7,000 brothers got there. For many of
them it took three days, some riding bicycles the entire distance, whereas
others went by truck, since the bus companies refused to rent buses to a
banned organization. :

Brother Rutherford, who, together with Brother Knorr, had come to Germany
just a few days before in order to see what could be done to ensure the safety of
the Society’s property, had prepared a declaration with Brother Balzereit to be
presented to the convention delegates for adoption. It was a protest against the
meddling of the Hitler government into the preaching work we were doing. All
high government officials, from the Reich’s president on down, were to receive
a copy of the declaration, if possible, by registered mail. Several days before
the convention started Brother Rutherford returned to America.

Many in attendance were disappointed in the “declaration,” since in many
points it failed to be as strong as the brothers had hoped. Brother Miitze from
Dreseden, who had worked closely with Brother Balzereit up until that time, ac-
cused him later of having weakened the original text. It was not the first time
that Brother Balzereit had watered down the clear and unmistakable language
of the Society’s publications so.as to avoid difficulties with governmental
agencies. .

A large number of brothers refused to adopt it just for this reason. In fact, a
former pilgrim brother [traveling evangelist] by the name of Kipper refused to
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offer it for adoption and another brother substituted. It could not rightfully be
said that the declaration was unanimously adopted, even though Brother Balz-
ereit later notified Brother Rutherford that it had been.

The conventioners returned home tired and many were disappointed. They
took 2,100,000 copies of the “declaration” home with them, however, and made
fast work of distributing them and sending them to numerous persons in posi-
tions of responsibility. The copy sent to Hitler was accompanied by a letter that,
in part, read:

“The Brooklyn presidency of the Watch Tower Society is and always has
been exceedingly friendly to Germany. In 1918 the president of the Society and
seven members of the Board of Directors in America were sentenced to 80
years’ imprisonment for the reason that the president refused to let two
magazines in America, which he edited, be used in war propaganda against
Germany.”

Even though the declaration had been weakened and many brothers could
not wholeheartedly agree to its adoption, yet the government was enraged and
started a wave of persecution against those who had distributed it.17

The question now arises, how well does this account stand up? In the
first place, it continues to assert in the tradition of Jehovah’s Witnesses
in the Divine Purpose that there were 7,000 present at the 1933 Berlin
convention, while the Declaration is clear in repeatedly asserting that
there were only 5,000 delegates there. But that is a small matter. Per-
haps the Declaration was printed before a final count was.taken. What
is more significant is that the 1974 Yearbook account assumes—appar-
ently on no more authority than the unsubstantiated beliefs of a
“Brother Miitze from Dreseden”—that Paul Balzereit was the one who
“weakened” the Declaration. Balzereit may well have been responsi-
ble for having the Declaration translated into German, and he may
also have been responsible for drafting the letter to Hitler. Yet there is
clear evidence to suggest that he did not tamper with the wording of
the Declaration. First, the English version of the document—which is
nearly identical to the German—is clearly written in Judge Ruther-
ford’s own bombastic style. Second, the statements directed against the
Jews in the Declaration are more in keeping with what an American
such as the judge would have written rather than a German. How, for
example, would Balzereit know the “proverb,” so called, concerning
New York which says: “the Jews own it, the Irish Catholics rule it, and
the Americans pay the bills”? Third, Rutherford had been guilty of a
similar compromise with secular authority in the United States in 1918

71id., 110-11.
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in a vain attempt to escape imprisonment.18 Then finally, he was an
autocrat supreme who would not have brooked the serious type of insub-
ordination that Balzereit would have been guilty of had he
“weakened” the Declaration.

While it must be admitted that this evidence, although strong, is cir-
cumstantial rather than direct, this makes little difference in the long
run. Regardless of who wrote, edited, or “weakened” the Declaration,
the fact is that it was published as an official document of the Watch
Tower Society. Thus the American leaders of the Society—and Judge
Rutherford in particular—were directly responsible for what was
outright anti-Semitism and a willingness to compromise their loudly
trumpeted principle of “Christian neutrality” in order to continue their
publishing and preaching work in Germany. So the leadership of Jeho-
vah’s Witnesses, like those who led almost every other church, sect,
and cult in the Third Reich were willing, under the circumstances of the
times, to betray their most sacred values.

A HISTORICAL COVER-UP

But that is not all. The Watch Tower Society is presently guilty of an
ongoing cover-up of its past concerning these matters. While the Society
still boasts of the bravery of German Jehovah’s Witnesses in their re-
fusal to submit to the dictates of Nazism, it also continues to try to hide
its leaders’ attempt to compromise with the Nazis in 1933. Although
The Watchtower of October 1, 1984 quoted from Christine King’s The
Nazi State and the New Religions, its publishers failed to note what
Dr. King had written about the Society’s 1933 Declaration of Facts. For
example, in a brief evaluation of that document, she makes what, from
a Witness standpoint, is a rather damning remark. She says: “The docu-
ment is a master of its kind and worthy of the other four sects [the
Christian Scientists, the Latter-day Saints, the Seventh-day Adven-
tists and members of the New Apostolic Church] all of whom sup-

18 In the June 1 and 15, 1918 issues of The Watch Tower magazine, Bible Stu-
dents were called on to join other Americans in praying for Allied victory over
German “autocracy” and were told that the purchase of Liberty (war) bonds

had nothing to do with religion. See The Watch Tower, Reprints Vol. v, pp.
6257, 6268, and 6271. This was a dramatic shift in stance on the part of Watch
Tower leaders. Rutherford and his cohorts were facing possible imprisonment.
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ported, in one way or another, the Nazi state.”19 In another para-
graph, she remarks: “Having attempted to assure the authorities by
the Declaration of Facts, of their good citizenship, having interpreted
and explained their teachings in a way, which given the preoccupa-
tions of the regime, was designed to allay fears and offer a hint of com-
promise, the Witnesses seemed to have expected little further harass-
ment. Had the Declaration not condemned with the Nazis, the League
of Nations, had it not described National Socialism as standing out
against the injustices Germans had suffered since 1919 and had it not
ended with a personal appeal to the Fiihrer?”20 So it is hardly possi-
ble that the present-day leadership of the Society can be ignorant of
the Declaration and its compromising, anti-Semitic nature.

Despite such statements by Dr. King, however, in an article entitled
“Nazism Rejected—By Whom?”, the June 8, 1985 Awake! (p. 10)
damned both the Catholic and the Protestant clergy for supporting
Nazism and proclaimed: “However, there was one group in Germany
that courageously championed Christian principles. That group was
Jehovah’s Witnesses. Unlike the clergy and their followers, the Wit-
nesses refused to compromise with Hitler and the Nazis. They refused
to violate God’s commandments. They would not break their Christian
neutrality in political affairs. (See Isaiah 2:2-4; John 17:16; James4:4.)
They did not attribute Heil, or salvation, to Hitler, as did the over-

whelming majority of their flocks.” And more recent issues of both - k

Awake! and The Watchtower have taken much the same tack.

Awake! published several articles on the Holocaust in its April 8,
1989 issue in which it argued rightly that many others besides Jews
had died as a result of Nazi extermination policies. Dealing with the
persecution of Jehovah’s Witnesses from 1933 to the collapse of the
Third Reich in 1945, one of these articles, “The Holocaust: Victims or
Martyrs?”, states on page 12: “They [Jehovah’s Witnesses] were of
many nationalities but were misconstrued as a pacifist threat to Ger-
many’s National Socialist regime because of their Christian stand of
neutrality and refusal to be incorporated into the war effort of any na-
tion. Hitler called them a ‘brood to be exterminated.”” Significantly,
this article also quotes Christine King, but it makes no mention of ei-
ther the Declaration of Facts or the Society’s 1933 letter to Hitler.

19 Christine Elizabeth King, The Nazi State and the New Religions: Five Case
Studies in Non-Conformity (New York & Toronto: The Edwin Mellen Press,
1982) pp- 151, 152.

201pia.
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Then, just after the publication of the April 8, 1989 Awake!, a series
of articles appeared in the April 1 and 15 and May 1 and 15, 1989 issues
of The Watchtower on the subject of “Babylon the Great.” Referring to
the great “whore” or “harlot” described at Revelation 17, these arti-
cles identified her as the world-wide empire of false religion which
has “committed fornication with the kings of the earth.” Accordingly,
The Watchtower censured both Catholicism and Protestantism—which
they regard as parts of Babylon the Great—in the harshest terms for
having supported various European secular governments in past cen-
turies and, especially, for having been in league with Nazism during
the Second World War. But not once in these articles does the anony-
mous author admit that, from the standpoint of their own teachings,
Watch Tower leaders were also willing to commit “fornication” with
the rulers of the Third Reich had the Nazis been willing to let them
get into bed with them. ' — :

What is even more serious is that when confronted with the facts re-
lating to the Watch Tower German Declaration of 1933, the Society’s
spokesmen have denied them categorically. In 1985, when I published
a brief synopsis of the nature of the Declaration in my book Apocalypse
Delayed,2! Watch Tower officials attacked me in the strongest terms,
practically calling me a liar. The Society’s public relations officer for
Canada, Walter Graham, claimed “the declaration was neither to pla-
cate Hitler nor anti-Semitic,” and he said respecting me: “Penton does
have an axe to grind. He has been trying to discredit the Jehovah’s
Witnesses ever since he was removed from the society.” Yet curiously,
he admitted that he had not read the evidence that I had presented.
He said: “We aren’t interested in reading it. We’re not interested. in
what James Penton does, writes or thinks, because he has chosen not to
be one of us.”22 In a similar vein, Eugene Rosam, another Canadian
Watch Tower official, refused to comment on Apocalypse Delayed.
- “We have no comment on the publication,” said Rosam. “Anybody can

write a book and get it published. It’s just surprising some people refer
to it as if it were Gospel.”23 -

It is not surprising that Jehovah’s Witness leaders are reluctant to
discuss the nature of the Declaration, the Watch Tower letter to
Hitler, or the Berlin convention of June 1933 any more than is necessary.

21 M. James Penton, Apocalypse Delayed: The Story of Jehovah's Witnesses
(Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1985), pp. 147-9.

22 See The Toronto Star, Saturday, July 20, 1985, p. L 12 and the Spokane
Chronicle, Saturday, August 10, 1985, p- 11.

23 The Hamilton Spectator, Saturday, September 7, 1985, p. D 12.
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After all, no religious organization is anxious to broadcast its past sins.
Yet the cover-up surrounding the nature of those events is hypocritical,
especially since the Watch Tower Society is so uncharitable towards
other religions over their collaboration with Nazism. Nonetheless, the
Watch Tower Society has no other real option than to attempt to
continue that cover-up. Jehovah’s Witnesses claim that the collective
body of persons who have governed them since 1919 have been and are
the “anointed footstep followers of Jesus Christ, described as ‘the re-
maining ones of her [God’s heavenly organization’s] seed, who observe
the commandments of God and have the work of bearing witness to Je-
sus.””24 Thus to admit that they had compromised with a regime such
as that of Hitler would be contradictory to this claim. On the basis of
their own teachings, it would make them just another part of Babylon
the Great!

In order to demonstrate clearly that the account given in this article
is historically accurate and that the basic facts presented are ir-
refutable, we reprint full documentation in both English and German in
the pages that follow.

That anti-semitism was an ongoing aspect of Judge J. F. Rutherford’s
and the Watch Tower Society’s policy for many years after 1933 is
made evident by Enemies, an official Watch Tower publication written
by Rutherford and published in 1937. In that book Rutherford shows vi-
cious contempt, not only for Jewish clergymen who were the targets of a
general anti-clericalism, but for the Jewish people as well. Jewish
clergy and organizations are called “Yiddish clergy,” “Yiddish organi-
zations,” and “poor simpletons” (pp. 222-3). Rutherford specifically
says: “Amongst her [the Roman Catholic Hierarchy’s] instruments that
she uses are ultraselfish men called ‘Jews’, who look only for personal
gain, and who therefore readily yield to and join with the Hierarchy
in any unrighteous schemes” (p. 281).

24 The Watchtower, August 15, 1958, p. 486.



Jehovah’s Witnesses” Claim to
Being “God’s Channel”

Acting on behalf of the Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses, the
Watch Tower Society claims that Jehovah’s Witnesses are the only
true religion and Jehovah’s sole “channel” of communication with
mankind since 1919. This means that the Witnesses, as a group function-
ing under the direction of their leaders in Brooklyn, New York, are
held to be a holy community—God’s organization—“unspotted by the
world.” Note the following identical statements in English and German
from Jehovah’s Witnesses in the Divine Purpose (Brooklyn, N.Y.:
Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society, 1959) and Jehovas Zeugen in
Gottes Vorhaben (Wiesbaden: Wachtturm Bibel- und Traktat -Ge-
sellschaft, 1960). Both quotations are taken from page 127 of the respec-
tive publications.

“Yet now [1931], more than ever before, Jehovah’s hand of approval could be
seen upon the channel he had singled out decades before. From the time Pas-
tor Russell had stood firm for true worship in 1878, throughout all the years The
Watch Tower and its publishers had continued the war against compromise
and apostasy, the evidence had been mounting to identify this body of Chris-
tians as having a singular place in the divine purpose. Snatched from the jaws
of death in 1919 and inspired to a bold and fearless stand against Satan and for
Jehovah, their position in the divine purpose was now secured for them in be-
ing unmistakably identified with the name of the Supreme Sovereign.

»~Doch konnte jetzt [1931], mehr als je zuvor, erkannt werden, daf Jehovas
Hand, seine Anerkennung, auf dem Kanal ruhte, den er sich Jahrzehente
vorher erwihlt hatte. Von 1878 an, also von der Zeit an, da Pastor Russell fiir die
wahre Anbetung standhaft eingetreten war, und all die Jahre hindurch hatten
Der Wachtturm und seine Herausgeber den Kampf gegen Kompromisse und
Abtriinnigkeit fortgesetzt, und der Beweis war immer deutlicher zutrage ge-
treten, dafl diese Kdrperschaft von Christen eine einzigartige Stellung im
Vorhaben Gottes einnahm. Da sie im Jahre 1919 dem Rachen des Todes ent-
rissen und zu einer tapferen, fruchtlosen Stellung gegen Satan und fiir Jehova
angespornt worden waren, war ihre Position im géttlichen Vorhaben nun
gesichert, indem sie durch den Namen des hdéchsten Souverdns in
unmifverstindlicher Weise gekennzeichnet worden waren.”




