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The discipline of German pre- and proro-
historic archacology separated iwself in 1949
from the kind of politically slanted and
biased archacology that had characrerised the
discipline between 1933 and 1945, marking
the end of the tendency for science o try 1o
eurry favour with politics, a tendency that was
the result of an increase in the value of the
subject within the germanocentric National
Socialist stare and the falsification of scientific
interpretation to the detriment of critical
scientific discussion. For a long time, no one
questioned the responsibility of the 200 other
archacologists (aparc from those in the circle
atound Reinereh) towards politics and socicry
ot how far scientific principles were sacrificed (o
ideology during this time. Recent publications'
- of the biographics of important archacologists
provide a new basis for understanding the
events of the National Socialist era.

The archacologist Hans Reinerth (fig. 1)
readily volunteered himsell in the service of
National Socialist cultural politics, using the
newly emerging possibilities of the ethnocen-
{'ﬂi'ﬁ and nationalistic imperarive (Gustaf Koss-
Fﬁ.’;inm}..;.nd national socialist imperatives (Alfred
berg/Bernhard Rust) after his own aca-
¢ carcer had stalled. Reinerth promored
these imperatives, and enforced them with
oral means. He was punished for this
the war by exclusion from the academic
L. Beginning with his studies in Tiibingen
18, throughour the Weimar Republic to
‘expulsion from rhe Nazi Party in 1945,
nerth’s carcer pach can be seen as an example
rise and fall of an outsider and ingenious
tist, who never really became integrated

mainstream research, His career ok him
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Hans Reinerth: From Archaeologist to Reichsamtsleiter
(1918-1945)

Gunter SCHOBEL®

from lecturer in 1923 and professor (1935-45)
in Berlin and through various policical offices,
including “Reichsamusleiter der Abrteilung fiir
Ur- und Frithgeschichte im Ame Rosenberg”
[Head of Department Pre- and Early History
in the Rosenberg Office] (1934), “Reichsamts-
leiter im Reichsamt fiir Vorgeschichte der
NSDAP" [Head of Department in the Head
Office of Prehistory of the Nazi-Party] (1937)
and finally “Leiter des Sonderstabes Vorges-
chichte im Einsarzstab Rosenberg” (Head of
the Rosenberg Stafl Special Task Force on Pre-
history) (1942) until his fall from Favour.

At their first meeting on 10" June 1949 in
Regensburg, southwestern German historians
unanimously distanced themselves from the
“politically slanted and biased archacology
practised between 1933 and 1945 by one of
its members, Professor Doctor Hans Reinerth,
the former Nazi official who poses as having
been persecuted by the Nazi regime and is cur-
rently lecturing in the French occupied zone™
(fig. 2). As a result of this pronouncement,
Hans Reinerth (1900-1990) became “persona
non grata” within the archacological commu-
nity in Germany even before he was formally
denounced by the political cleansing process on
9th August 1949,

Die Prahistoriker tagten
Distanzierung von der NS- ' Wissenschaft®
enshurg (NZ). — Die in aaf einer
Arbe m mmu mmhﬁm
Prahi haben sich in ciner Resolution von dee
anzaclichen tendenzifsen
" deutsche Vargeschichte® Rrichs-
anvtaleiter” der mﬁﬁh Professar ]?nmﬂi?:il:i}hﬁ.
5 ]k iy R ol et T AL g
ter ement aufg en habe, In der Entschlicfeng wird

vor allem auf die Schadi des dentschen Anschens
it In- und Awsland d ¢ von Professor Reinerth

Fig. 2: Newspaper cutting, 1949,
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The lifelong exclusion from research of this
scholar by his own colleagues is a unigue inci-
dent in this branch of academia and was viewed
as an act of self cleansing by the discipline in
democratic post war Germany. Not only did
this act permit a new start tor a misused sub-
ect’, 1t also allowed distincrions 1o be made
between the scientifically well founded and
the pseudo-scientific study of pre- and proto-
history in the years between 1933 and 1945,

Miched aganse twelve years ol the misuse of

archacology by willing henchmen of the Naz
Party was a continuation of positive scientific
research carried our under the protection of the
55 dt‘-“}‘il:.' the constant threat from the Rosen-
berg Office’.

The question of the culpability of the 200
or so archacologists in Germany other than
those in the Reinerth group® was rarely asked
because their innocence was presumed on
the basis of their internal power struggle
against Reinerth in the context of a rotalitar-

jan regime. Based on the sources avatlable o

Fig- 3 : Hans Reineeth in 1918

Fig. 3: Hans Remmereh it Lige de 8 aws, en T9S,

them, historians . Bollmus and M. Kager®
painted a picture of groups of researchers
acting, and reacting in turn an their publica-
nons in the 1970s, They present different
facets of ingraciation, dilectantism and popu-
lavisation on the one hand and polarisation,
the taking of sides and an emphasis on qual-
ity on the other, which defined the suruggle
between the two groups along politcal and
ideological lines. The scientific and personal
backgrounds of the protagonists remained
unexamined by Bollmus and Kater because,
as historians, they were not suthciently well
versed in the threads of development wichin
archacology and their informarion came
mosily from pruiudim‘{i sources. Pollowing
the apening of many archives after 1989,
a more source oriented approach to the
examinarion of the history of the subject has
become possible, which throws more light on
the transition from nationalism to Nanonal
Socialism and Germany'’s subsequent selt-
imposed relinquishing of its role in the van-

guard of European archacology .

Fig. 4: Hans Remnerth, "Rex der Coeten” (hrst in his vear)
in |918,
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s Reinerth’s scientific career

berween 1918 and 1930

Karl Heinz Reinerth was borm on 13" May
1900 in Bisrritz, Sichenbiirgen, at that time
still part of the Austro-Hungarian  Empire,
the son of a military officer (fig. 3)%. After a
serious bout of polio, he obtained his high
school diploma shortly before the end of the
first World War (ﬁg. 4). He Er.],duamd art the
twp of his year among all the schools in the
province. As a member of the Prorestant elite,
he won a scholarship to Tiibingen in the same
year, where in the winter term of 1918 he
began reading theology. According to his file
he studied nine further subjects at the univer-
sity, including human prehistory under LR,
Schmide who acted as his PhD thesis advisor
until he obrained his PhD) on the subject of
Neolithic chronology in Southern Germany in
1921, Reinerth then served as Schmide's assis-
ant between 1921 and 1923,

In 1922, after having legally, as a residenr of
Siebenbiiegen, been first Hungarian and then
in 1219 Romanian, he became a German
citizen, Before the completion, ar the age of
25, of his post-doctoral thesis on Neolithic
Switzerland, he travelled as a scholar in maore
than 12 countrics. Berween 1919 and 1921 he
ok part in seminars led by Gustal Kossinna in
Berlin and Hans Flahne in Halle, He also con-
ducted more than 10 oustanding excavations
rogether with the Tibingen Research Institure.
Turf cumring in the Federsee bog near Ulm had
revealed a large quantity of well preserved finds
and serdements that Reinerth documented in
the 19205 using the best methods available ac
the time both on land and underwater”. OF par-
ticular merit was his photographic documenta-
tion of the excavations (fg. 6, 7) and the use
of acrial photography, paleoborany, sedimen-
UWAFILE 1950, pp. HE: HAKELBERG 2001,
“CRATER 1974, p. 81; BOLLMUS 1970, p. 167,

“ PAPE 2002, p. 190,
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Fig. 5: "Die Dewniche Vorgesehiclie i die Schule!”
"G Germun prelistary into schoals!™), 1920,

Fig. §: « Die Deussche Vorgeschichie in die Schuld «
(= L Prebuseoive allemanele dites fos dooles? <), 19240,

tology and zooarchacology. He commissioned
I'I'ludt'ls of reco nstmc{{:d hﬂuscs -'ri.l'ld mrri::d out
experimental archacology as carly us 1919 (fg.
8) and began conscruction of an archacological
open air museum ar Unterubldingen, modelled
on excavations and on the folklore museums in
Scandinavia, in 1922 (fig, 9).

Like his role models Schmide, Kossinna and
Virchow, Remnerth was strongly commitred 1o
archacological education. The subject, seill in
its infancy at the time, was brought to public
attention and sought support through the use of
slogans (hg, 5) such as “Ger German prehistory
into schools!™ as well as through school trips to
excavations. Journals throughout Europe were
supplied with popular and illustrated articles on
prehistory (colour plate Ia). Early silent movies

"SCHMIDT 19200 GRONERT 2002, o 290 Mus,
Pd, Dicnst Bedin (Educioonal Service of Musewms,
Terling 2M2,
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Fig. 7 : Buchau palisacle, 1927,

Fig. 6= Eclfinedage poser prises de v suee le vite de Riediohachen
o [

Fig. 7 Dégagement de la paltisade du sise de Buchaw en 1927,
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Fig. 9: Ohpen aie mscurn an Ungerahldingen, 1931,
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Fig- 10 Excursion with Tiibingen University students ro
Sweden i the summer of 1930

such as the 1926 Unterubldingen film “Narure
and Love - Mother Natre the Creator” fir the
concepr of the popularisation of prehistory. The
impact on the public of the Tiibingen institure
within the research community led not only w0
support but also w eridcism of Schmidr's and
lier Reinerths methods, Their  eccentricity
{Schimide) and success, their interdisciplinary
{(German Anthropological Society), and progres
sive approach caused strong oppositon within
the archacological establishment. In addition o
the scientific publications, populas pamphlets
appeared thar made increasingly  exagperated
ethnocentric claims abour “delenders of Nordic

advanced coleure” against the “stronghold of

humanism™ and rhar contained references o the
groundbreaking works of Kossinna. As ecarly as
the 19205 such publications illustrate the lea-
nings of the young Reinerth and many others as
well, That the enthusiastic embrace of nationa-
listie ideas was an opportunity for the emerging
seience was a widespread view in the academic
world, not only in Tiibingen.

Fig, 10: Vigaye en Sutde avec des évudiants de lwniversied de
Fiifngen pendant éed 1930,

In 1928 Reinerth wok the job of deputy
secretary of the Society for German Prehistory
under Kossinna, which published "Mannus”
and “Newsletter for German Antiguity”. With
the help of Kossinna and Schmide, Reinerth
began o look for a professorship in 1928, He
wis considered for chairs at the universities of
Prague, Heidelberg, Jena, Hamburg, Tiibingen
and Berlin. Despire the fact that he had the
best references and scientific credentials, he
did not succeed. Times were difficult and paid
jobs were rare, Only his students from Tiibin-
gen, with whom he went on an excursion to
Scandinavia in 1930, (hg. 10) shared the dream
that he would go o Berlin as a professor and
rake them wich him. They were intrigued by
ethnocentric and German thinking and saw a
bright future for themselves as young scientists
i the hated Weimar era if they could succeed
in gaining ground aganst the representati-
ves of Classical archacology who were more
established and had a greater presence in the
world of German academia. To the right in the



picture is the institutes photographer Heinz
Diire, 2 member (Number 832) of the Nazi
larty since 1920, From 1926 onwards he was
in charge of the local branch of the party in

Titbingen and from 1928 he was the head of

the local SA unir''. He paved Remerth’s way
into the NSDAP although Reinerth’s mother
also had written to him asking him o join.

s Political rise and fall of Reinerth
the scientist: 1930 to 1945.

A break with established science came afer
1930, when Reinerth was accused of harching
a plot within the student body for the dismissal
of his mentor Schmide? - erroncously as we
know today bur with grave consequences for
the young man, who found himself seripped
of his academic prospects. On the advice of his
mother and through the mediation of Diirr,
Reinerth was introduced 1o Alfred Rosenberg
at a book launch on 23* March 1930, On 127
.‘i:*pttrn‘l.l}l:r 1931, the CRECT Voung .'Irt.'|l.'l-:.'u|uginl
joined the NSDAP and on 20% Seprember, the
day of Kossinna’s death. composed his now
infamous paper “Deutsche Vorgeschichte im
Diritten Reich” (German prehistory in the Third
Reich) which appeared in June 1932 alongside
Kossinna's obituary in the Natronal Soctalise
Monthly. Tt contains all the main points of his
agenda up undl 1945, revealing his leanings
regarding methods, education and polirics.
Key points include: public rclations, lecrures,
hook promotion, educarion, homogenisation, a
Reichs-institute, new academic appointments,
promotion of museums and regional heritage
deparrments, borderland archacology, central
publicarion for German prehistory and closer
t'mppfr',l.[iuﬂ with Nordic counrries. By 1933,
according 1o his own account, Reinerth had
organised three quarters of all German pre-
historians, mainly young colleagues. into the
“Fachgruppe firr deursche 1In-'ri.lu'gl.'s.v:'|li|.'|ln."' and
the “Kampfbund fiir deutsche Kulour™. In that
year the reaction of the Romano-Germanic
faction to the Rosenberg Offices campai-
gns began o mantfese el In the ensuing
strupgle for power within the community of
German prehistorians over the establishment

NSCHONHAGEN 1991, p. /1.
ESTROBEL 2002, p. 335,

of a central Reichs-instituie and over the con-
wol of universities, heritage departments and
muscums.  Reinerth sided  with Rosenberg,
while the German Archaeological Instinute and
the Romano-Germanic Commission '.l]igllml
themselves with the Reichs-Education Minister
Rust and Himmler.

Reinerths new collaboration brought imme-
diate successt in 1935, through the mediation
of Alfred Rosenberg he became Professor in the
Department of Philosophy at the University of
Berlin and achieved, through political means,
his long cherished ambiton. His work con-
cerning the consolidation of the associarions
*Reichsbund” and “Kamptbund™ and the sys-
tematic integration of propaganda and educa-
tion scored him his first points in archacology's
power struggle, bur thar victory was counte-
red by the 5§ working on Himmler’s behalf.
Without going into details (these have been
explained by Kater and Halle) a feud followed
which continued uniil 1945, Reinerth inidally

Fig. 11 : Alfied Rosenberg and Hans Reinerth visit the like
dwellings of Uneeruhldingen on 16" Okrober 19357,

Fig. 11 : Alfed Rewenfrerg and Hans Retnereh vigieent les pals-
_||"r'.'m ﬂ'ulr"!.I.I'r'rn.".'f:r.l"r'stqe'n fe 16 netalive 1937,



Fig. 12 : Ulpening of the exhibition “Lebendipe Viezedr"
[“Laving prebistory™) in Berding 12 Febriary 1957,

Fig. 12 franguration de Depoczion < Lebendige Vorren o
fa Pedbisraiee vimnte o) 3 Beefin fe F_:"_II‘:-:-r."r'u 1937

appeared 1o have the upper hand concerning
popular educarion and quality of method bu
seemed ro lose ground in the political posturing
over finances. The row, which was conducted
with defamatory methods rypical of the period
with regard imputations regarding character
and scientific eredibility led to a0 small victory
for Remerch (fig. 11) when he succeeded in
taking over the open air museum at Unter-
uhldingen in 1937 thanks wo his connections w
its board of trustees, a site of great propaganda
value. He accomplished this despite the face thar
Himmler tried, from 1935 on, to take it under
his care, as he had done with the Externsteine.!
By that time in Unteruhldingen, Reinerth had
already orchestrared the ransformarion of the
“jolly lake dwellers” into tearsome Germanic
warriors thar were better suited to the image
of prehistory as required by the new political
imperative and o the promoton of ethnocen-
[LY1S |ﬂkl' d'i'-"l.'”irl!,’ lﬂllll-‘ll'l'l.-“ I'I-‘!]l'l Iil”_'l-" I:“'[“"UL'T'I

" HALLE 2002, p. 42% SCHOBEL 2001, pp. 454,
"ALTDORFER 2004, p. 94; SCHOREL 2004,

1934 and 1938 the Reichsbund, the Nazi Tea-
chers Association and the Berlin Institute were
engaged not only in disseminating propaganda
but alse in reaching a wider public using the
principles of reform education (Reformpidago-
gik) of the 1920s.

Popular editions published by the Kabitzsch
Press in Leipzig quite often carried, on the fly-
leat, work by the artist Wilhelm Petersen, well
known for his depictions of Germanic subjects.
The painnings he supplied were the result of a
competition held by the Reichshbund in 1936.

These, Hllhnugh 5L‘ict'|1.i|‘|u1]||'.' AccUrale, were
nonctheless designed 1o be in line with Natio-
nal Socialist ideology as were the guidelines for
teacher training, “Germanic cultural supre-
macy’, “military strength”, the “leader-prin-
ciple” and Germanic claims of expansionism
and superiority, including in family life, are all
in alignment with whar we know of National
socialist cultaral politics. Several educanonal
publishers ofter & wide selection of publications
abour German prehistory. The Nordic element
appears on collectors’ cards and  classroom
chars {colour plate 1b) as well as in the illus-
rrated  saennhe  penodical  “Germanenerbe”
("Giermme ]"11.’I'il:ll.',l.’uj. The mobilisation of
the masses was atempted at conventions of
the Reichsbund for German Prehistory held
berween 1934 and 1939, which had more in
commaon with party rallics than with archaco-
logical conferences. Politicians were given an
opportunity to appear at the introductions
and air their views on subjects such as the
ideological struggle or foragn  policy  wich
an archacological emphasis or the change n
values of German history, as was expounded by
Rosenberg in Halle in 1934, For the ideological
rrining, of the population, |r;:'n.'|:|]i;1‘_g|r exhibi-
tion “Lebendige Vorseit” (Living Antiquity)
was developed. [n 1937 (ﬁg. 123 this exhibicion
was shown under a new name: “Our Ancestors’
Heritage Obliges”, with the men of the Reichs-
Arbeitsdienst forming an honour guard. Scale
models of ancient dwellings were on display in
front of a backdrop of swastika Hags. Life sived
Ciermanic warriors illuserated lite in the Bronze



Fig. 13 The model workshop of Uneerhldimgen m 1934,

Age beneath propaganda slogans (colour plare
lla). The business of supplying replicas and
reconstrictions o schools and  exhibitions
was booming (fig. 13). Altogether, hive new
open-air muscums were crecred, from Lake
Constance to Eastern Prossia and even more
were planned bur could not be built because
of the war. In these reconstructed villages, a
*Flihrer's house” was built in a prominent
pasition, even when no archacological evidence
existed to support such a concept (colour plare
Ib)." Ac the same time, Reinerth direcred
numerous archacological excavations thar were
superior in the methods employed than those
conducted by the 88, prime examples being the
excavations at Diimmer Buchau and ar Unreru-
hldingen. These successes however. could not
conceal the facr thar Reinerth's star was fading
after 1935, Reinerth struggled as Reichsamis-
leiter to assert himselt politically againste his
colleagues despite the supposed consolidation
Cof 10 associanions with 126,000 members and
despite his numerous publications, including

FSCHOBEL 20021,

Fig. 13 : Liatelier e migpuestes d Untevslledingen en 1939,

127 arncles in the Vilkischer Beobachier in
1935 and 64 in 1937,

In addition, Reinerth directed archacological
ficld schools from 1938 on in Germany and
occupied counrries such as Brittany (colour
plates HI-VI, Alsace (Odilienbery) (colour
plates X=X as well as Greece (Velestinos) ',
The outhreak of World War 11 brought with
it the piiﬁ:ﬂihi'il}' of research in the eastern
occupied rerritories, anthorised by Rosenberg,
Berween 21 Su:ph.-mlwr and 23" November
1942, Remerth undertook a supervisory trip

to Ukraine in his capacity as chicf of staff of
the Rosenberg task foree (hg, 14), The theft of

ih‘:m ol L‘uftl.lnl.l imp::rmnc{: and ther n.'|un::te
on o German museums is one of the darkest
chapters in National Socialist archacology.

Despite the conditions prevailing because of

the war, exhibitions were held for the training
and educarion of German military personnel,
Faar r.‘x:lrl'tplc the 1942 exlubition in Charkow

" SCHNITZLERSCHOBEL 2002, p. 39,
THANSEL 2000, po 1735,
HEUSS 2002, p, 545.
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Fig. 14: Fortfication erccted by the Coths I:f:}.lrﬂ.'.‘.lmxl in
Uhrainng, 1942,

ﬁg. 14 Ve ol une _ﬁ'l.l‘a'::}'r'r'.'r.rfw.' e Compli U Lr:l:rnhurg! ]
L femarne e 1042,

(fig. 15). In 1947, the stolen items were retur
ned from Munich' bur the seizure of these
artetacts and cheir handling played a major part
in Reinerths de-nazificarion after the war, The
existence of these objects was produced as evi-
dence of his illegal acavities during excavations
and of the theft of artefacts, Remerth's permits
tor the excavations were dismissed as invalid,
as was his claim that he had taken the objects
mte safekeeping against the ravages of war
The appropriation lor safekeeping of artefacts
Fromm Ukriine gave Reinerth and the Rosenberg,
Office some importance within the feuding
cammunity of prehistorians, Despire the clo-
sure of all facilities not vital o the war effort,
storage units were established such as Schloss
Hachstide” in Bavaria and Schloss Salem in
Baden and stafted with scienufic personnel,
However, in 1942 The Reichssicherheitshaup-
tame (55 hu:ldqu:lrh:r.-i} in Beelin t|;|m:|gt.'l.{ Rei-

TRCEOBEL 1999,
MRCHNENER 2002,
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Fig. 15 : Archacological exhibition in Charkow (Ukraing)
in 142,

Fig. 15 Expasstion archéodogngur & Kharbone (nifne) en
{42

nerth’s reputation with a series of” publications
discrediting him, painting him as a fantasist
and a scientist of low credibility, especially over
the “Plahlban question” (the argument as to the
whether the lake dwelling houses were on stilts
in the water or built on dry land) — wrongly so,
a5 we now konow, Inoa clever PR move {ﬁg, 163},
i 150 publications, from Strasbourg to Vienna
o Lemberg in Ukraine, he was scorned as " Rei-
nerth the stile house romanticise™. In January
1943, despite all his efforts, an internal party
Investigation was h-:'gun against him by Reichs-
leiter Martin Bormann., On 27" February
1945 he was expelled from the Nazi Party, The
reasons given were friendship with Jews such ay
Gerhard Bersu (former director of the RGK)
and Mori Vierfelder, the head of the Jewish
community in Buchau besides “dishonouring,
veterans of the movement”, in particular those
functionaries who supported the Rhineland



faction of archacology. The initiative for this
procedure came from circles within the 58 who
were eager o rid themselves of an unwanted
political competitor. Reinerth as Rosenberg's
protégée ultimately failed despire his attemprs
1o ingratiate himsell with those in power and
his manipulation of archacology to fit the ideo-

logy of the day.

w1945 and after: how did
archacology solve its problem?

Characteristic of Reinerths atempts w adjust
his research according 1o the changing political
dimate are the labels he used for a Bronze Age
house in the open air museum ar Unteruhldin-
gen (fig.17); the “Herrenhaus™ (mansion) built
in 1931 became the “Fithrerhaus” (leaders
house) in 1937 and appeared in 1951 in the first
post-war museum guide as the “Haus des Dorf-
‘oberhauprs” (House of the village headman).

He was unable to change his own label so easily
however. He had been a staunch opponent of
Wirth and Teudr (ck. articles by Lisw and Halle).
He had been o huneer of the RGK and was
himsell hunted by Bormann and Himmler, He
was an ardent admirer of Kossina and an accom-
pllsbﬁd excavator bur he was also an “ambitious
ethnic German from Romania”, In March 1946
“he was arrested by the French military police ar
Lake Constance after being denounced by his
colleagues and in 1949 he was classified as a
perpetraror of the Nai regime by the allies, Afer
the required period of penance he was rehabilica-
ted in the eyes of the law but not in those of his
ml,lcaguﬁ. The second half of his life, from 1945
~undl his death in 1990 (fg.18), was spent as
 director of the open air museum in Unteruhldin-
gen at Lake Constance excepr for the period of
 his internment, which was spene at the hospital at
Ubﬁimgcn, and the period during which he was
prohibited from practising his profession.

Sowho or what was the real Reinerth? — scientist,
activist or opportunist in a tomlitarian system?
Does the harsh judgement of his mll-::ugucs after
the war help us to answer the question, or was
this merely self exculpatory on their pare?
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Fig. 16: The “lake dwellings comroversy™ (“Fabibansrei ),
19421943,

Fig. 16 La « comroverse des parbaffises » (o PMahlbavstreir o),
1942-1943,

A.L van Scheltama, one of Reinerth’s students,
a narive of Amsterdam who was responsible for
the work on the Oscberg ship, stated on 6"
December 1946:

“Ar some considerable risk to his own person
and to his position as leader of the Reichsbund
for German prehistory, Reinerch repeatedly
stood up for me against herce arracks from
Party and S8 circles and proved that he, a5 a
person and as a researcher, did nor allow him-
self 1o be influenced by opporrunistic and poli-
tical considerations at a time when showing chis
kind of character was dangerous,™

(. Bersu, the former divector of the RGK whao
had been defamed because of his Jewish family
ries and was prematurely pensioned, wrote as
follows from Dublin on 1" December 1948:

1 Quotes; Schehama, Hawkes, Bersi, Vierlelder: PRl
fusimsmseten-Avilive,

ss [l
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“If 1 am commenting on the case of Hans
Reinerth. it is with the intention of trying ro
F‘TE\-'L"I'I'[ rcncw:'d Li.}lﬂ-ﬂg:‘ Ly ':.;r:rll'l;u'l. Fl'ﬂ.!‘l'liﬂ—
tory. It is also to prevent Reinerth from being
given the opportunity o work in Germany
again and once more abuse the hospitaliry of
the German people. I would nor be surprised
il this characrerless opportunist now porcrays
himsell as an alleged victim of Narional
Socialism ... Mr. Reinerth was the man whao,
as a scientist, delivered the material for M,
Rosenberg’s false doctrines by knowingly
falsifying facts and who was rewarded in
the form of his appointment as Professor
of Prehistory at the University of Berlin, ...
It is clear that in decisive ways he was the
intellecrual originator of the reachings of the
“special representative of the Fiilirer for spi-
ritual and ideological educarion in the Nazi
Pa |'|_'r" (Rosenbe rg Office).”

C.E Hawkes of Oxtord University stared on
12" December 1948:

I want to give testimaony as o foreign obser
ver, which makes me more qualified, tha
everywhere where his career and writings
were known, Reinerths name was inestris
cably linked with the opinion, voiced by
some in Germany, that prehistory is clearly
a nationalistic science, which means that it
should nor be called an objective science but
that 1t, above all other professions, justihes
and supports the subjective German claims
to racial and culrural predominance, It is true
thar the Germans were nor the only people
to put such a patriotic gloss on their science
of ]_nu.'hi:.tur:r. bt such an milation of nano-
nal ambition and the atempt 1o create from
this a system by promoting and pushing o
the fore, everything “Nordic”, “Aryan” or
“Germanic” and d::l.'|'.1ring the treatment ol
German prehistory as a prominent national
task, are the deeds of a special faction of a
German docrrinal school of thought founded
and developed by Gusrav (sic?) Kossinna and
atter Kossinna's death became a fundamental
part of the political philasophy of the Nazis.

Thar such men are also cnp-.ﬁ:-ic of conduc-
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2bh. 7. Das Baus bes Dorfoberhanptes

Fig. 17: House 10 : “Heren-, Fiders, Dorfoderiuimpee Haus”
Cevvansion, deader's bose, village chicts honse) (1939- 19510,

Fig. 17: La maiion 16, secepivennene ponanee: « Herren-,
Fuibyrer-. Doefoberhaupe-Haus o (wiedenee whmeariale, misn
ol Fidhror ol rillape, seiisern ofes ohef e eiflege) (19391951,

ting excellent excavations of lake dwellings
and writing and publishing books thar con-
win usetul derails goes without saving, The
Russians. oo, have occasionally conducred
very good excavations and their publications
often include very interesting material. Skills
and experience i this held are wide spread
today, We are far more concerned about
mterpretation, ideas and pedagogy ..."

I“IUI“.{. Viﬂl'rﬂ']‘.ii’h “'lIU L'”Ii"c",fi“'.'d. o ‘I’Ullllg-'i'
town, Ohio and was the former head of the
Jewish community in Buchau as well as a
member of the Board of Directors of the
Buchau Heritage Association undl the expul-
sion of its Jewish members in 1934/35 and
had excavared with Reinerth, swated on 10%
February 1947:



... Dr. Reinerth has always been a character
who did nor allow himself 1o be influenced and
i all eases acted i a humane and fue manner,

Dr Reinerth is accused , so | have heard, of

having been a great Nazi. [was in Germany unil
1939 and. as a Jew had 1o suffer, together with
miy family. ... But [ can prove that Dr. Reinerth
never, not even in the Nazi period, changed his
political dispasition. He always remained what
he wsed 1o be for me, during the years of scien
tific cooperation before 1933, a true and good
friend who always stood up for me. ... When in
the autumn of 1938, the synagogue in Buchau
was burmed and destroved, 1w was again D
Reinerth who made it possible for the important
valuable cultueal irems and documents from the
synagogue to be saved from the Nazi plunders
and rook them for satekeeping o the Federsee
Musetum. | can furthermore testify that, ar my
request, Dr. Reinerth returned the 18 valuable
Torah serolls to the Jewish community.”

Professor Flerbert Kithin, Universicy of Maine,
who had been denounced as a Jew, wrote as
follows ro Reinerch on 6™ March 1950:

Fig. 18: Hans Reinerth in 1979,

Fig. 28 : Hawi Reinersh oo 1979,

“Bur | believe that your views are dangerous
because they are false, not only for science
but also for politics, and you demonstrated
in a horrific way that they were like this, with
endless blood and rears, Also, saienufic things
lead, when they are wrong, to death, | believe
therefore that the opinion about the supremacy
of the North must inevitably lead o death
simply because itis not true, Had Dwritten tliis
10 you some years ago and expressed such views,
I would have been arrested and would have
perished in a concentrmtion camp.... Matianal
sentiment is justified and necessary and 1 have
those national feelings in a very srrong way, bur
such circulars as | once saw published against
Bersu already hine at mental illness and some-
thing began there akin w a medieval witch-
hunt. ... | hive viewed your condition rather as
an illness, as a feverish madness, a misfortune
that came over you.™™

Reinerth allowed himself to be influenced by
politics from 1930 onwards and was conse-
quently engaged in “contemporary  history”
according to Eggert. This was born out of his
everyday experience and had ties w the pre
sent’’. Under the influence of his socialisation

by Kossina, he wsed ethno-theorencal means o
support this politcally motivared scholarship.”'
Reinerth used politics to pursue his scientific
gﬂ:th-. As a representative ol a small academic
discipline he polincised the spirit of scholarship
by applying principles from history 1o the pre-
sent.” Initially everyone (ef. the Kamplbund)
was enthusiastic abour such a course of action.
He operated in a more international and popu-
list way than his colleagues in the 55, This made
it easy to ostracise him. He was no Fantasist and
no racist member of some secret order but a
precise archacologist and Nazi who urilised the
labels " Fithrer”, “Nordic” and "Aryan” initially
1o his own advantage. For him, the end justified

the means and chis included the defamaton of

ul]h‘:lgurﬁ like Bersu and Kihn and p.lrtinl

responsibility for driving them from office.™

[etter from Eiilin w Reinerth, privare correspondence

Reinereh AMM,
' BGGERT 2002, p. 128,
*BERTEMES 2002, p. 115.
CDOLL 2003, p. 995,
KRAMER 2002, pp. a0ll: KLUNOW 2002, po 154,



While this does notr make him a symparheric
character, ar the same tdme out of friendship
.'.Il".l L'l.llltlr:l]. Lll:'ld{':l'.‘d!al:l:.lillg IIL' ﬁlli}l’{"'lﬂd lllt.'
Jews of Buchau, His personal style and his
increasing role as an outsider in the politically
fading Rosenberg Office made it easy both
betore and after 1945 to condemn him,

The Kossinna and Schmidt school of thou-
ght that had stood in opposition o the RGK
no longer existed after 1945, For misusing
archacological research, Reinerth and his stu-
dents, predominantly women, were punished
with exclusion. The same was not true however
for the many S8 scientisis who as members of
a former military elite were exonerated by the
Allies, and following their political cleansing
continued to work in high positions.

The general need for a scapegoat and a form of
methodical sel-ampuration cased the way tora
new beginning within a democratic Germany
after 1945, sarished the ouside world and
rendered further internal and exrernal probing
and evaluation unnecessary. The biographies of
archacologists other than Reinerth remained
under wraps for a long time. The complexity of
the situanion, which so far has not revealed any
resistance fighters but merely different degrees
of collaboration with the Nazi regime, makes
it difficult wday to judge guilt or innocence in
the sense of ethical principles. The continua-
tion of source-oriented analysis is therefore still
necessary for historical accuracy.

* Gunrer SCHOBEL
Piahlbawnissern
Straneprontenade 6

13 BE69) Ulldingen-Miililhoffen
(Dentselilatried)

Bibliography

ALTORFER, 2004: ALTORFER, K.R. Plahibauiounsnus
wnd PMahlbuentdeckungen im Ausbind, in Pfladffiebe,
(L] Anrﬁr;u.-:m:. f:.‘.:rmﬁ:.ff{ﬂ:u'farrn. Alveptirers, Hinedlern
wned Plelifansyehen, Airich, 2004, 69 101,

ARNOLDY - HASSMANN, 1995 ARNOLL, B, and
H. HASSMANN : Archacology in Mari Germany, in 111,
KOHL and C, FAWCETT (eds), Natiomalim, Politics,
and the Practice of Arhaevlogy, Cambridge, 1995, 70
—&l.

BERTEMES 2002: BERTEMES, E: Dic miteleuropiische
Archiolopie: Eine Standorbestimmung pwisclien Ost
el West, in Bichl PE, 2002, 99-118,

BIEHL-GRAMSCH-MARCINIAK, 2002  BIEHL, PE,
GRAMSCH, As and MARCINIAK. A, [ads), Arcliacols-
g of Erope. Miinszer, 2002,

BLOEMERS, 2000: BLOEMERS, LHLE, German
Archacology at Risk?, in HARKE, H. (ed.), Archuealogy
Menloy atned Soveety ehe Germman Expersence, Prankfurs)
Main. 2000, 375 - 397,

BOLLMUS 1970: BOLLMUS, R., fs Ame Rosentoery
wited seine Ciegner, Stutegare, 1970,

BOLLMUS, 2002 ROLLMUS, R., Das "Am:
Rosenberp”, das “Ahnenerhe”™ und die Prahisoriker,

Anmerkungen cines Historikers, in LEUBE, AL (ed.),
2002, 21 - 48,

DOLL, 2003 DOLL, N.. Politisierung des Geistes, in
B DIETYE, H. GABEL and U, TIEDAL (eds). Grff
weatcds Wisiten, £ "'Ir".":a..:f.:unnﬁunj;" der piillseh-nateonglen
Wisremichaft zum  wordwerrenropidiichen Nawm (1919
— T964), Minster, 2003, 979 - 1015,

EICKHOFF, 200%: EI/CKHOFE M., e m:}n:m:g o
et ";.‘l':;ﬂf-. MNederlands troenpste verleden, arch i €3
ratlondit-soctalisne, Amsterdam, 2003,

EGGERT, 2002: EGGERT, MUK H., Between facts and
fiction: Reflections on the archacologist's cralt in BE
BIEHL, a0, 2002, 119 - 1351,

GRONERT, 2002; GRONERT, Ho, Girsraf” Kossinna
{1858 - 1931), Rahden, 2002,

HANSEL, 2000: HANSEL, K., Ausgrabungen im
thessalschen Velestinos wihrend des 2. rll:lcrin:gcx. n

Fesasehrafi frir Harale Hanpomann, 2000, 173 = 179,

HAKELBERG, 2001; HAKELBERG, D,, Deut-
sche Vorgeschichie als Geschichiswissenschalt, in H.
STEUER (ed.), e Dervnrmigend mitiomale Wiscen-
sehafi, Berlin and New York, 2001, 199 - 310,

HALLE, 2002: FIALLE, W, “I¥e Extericieine sind Bic
anf westeres germanieeh!” Prithistariche Archialogie im
Drstten fesch, Bielefeld, 2002,

HELSS, 2002 : HEUSS, A., Prihistorische Raubgra-
butigen i der Ukiaine, in LEUBE A {ed.). 2002, %4‘!
- 555,

KATER, 1974; KATER, M., Dws Abwenerbe dler 55
1933 1945, Swaetgart, 1974,

KOSSACK. 1992 KOSSACK, G, Prehistorie Archac-
ol ry i (:crm:rt}'r les History and Current Sirnation,

Norrer Arcl, Rers 25, N 2, 1992, 73 - 104,



ROSSINA, 1902 KOSSINA, G Die indogeomanische
Fruge archiologisch beanoworcer, Zefechoife fite Ethuodie.
gie, 1902, 161F,

KRAMER, 2000 KRAMER, E.. Gerband Bersu - ein
dewnscher Prihiscoriker, TREY - 1904, Berrehe RGK H2,
2000, 1.

RUNOW, 2002: KUNON, Entwicklung archiiologis-
cher Olppanmisationen wed Tostitutionen 0 Deoschlaod,

inn PE BIEHL, ao0 feds), 2002, 147183,

LEUBLE, 2002 LEUBE, A, (ed.), HMiverie und Natie.
nalssialivmus, (Ve mitel- wnel oseurmpiiche U wmel
Frfih .:-_»T.l';_i':'f.l.ffﬂ:n‘rhuulq in derwr fabiven 1933 Jaia,
Synchron: Hrir|r|hrri;. 200,

M|Lpﬂ:mipii{hﬂnglmh:f Ihenst Berlin (edl), 2002;
Rudalf Verchrase, zunsehen Chaerté send Retchstag, Berlan,
2002,

PAPE, 2002; PAPE, W, Zur Entwicklung des Faches
U= wnd Frithgeschichoe in Deurschland bis 1945, in A,
LEUBE (ed.), 2002, 163 = 227,

PIPER, 2005 PIPER, K., Affeed Rosesbherg Hitlers Chef
irff'arﬁ-f_qr. Rlessin i Minchen, 2005,

REINERTH, 1929 REINERTH, H., L Federseemonr
als Stealungilond dee Vorzeitmenschen, Augsburg, 19259,

REINERTH. 1938: REINERTH, H., B Palildarf

Sipplingen am Bodenace, Leipeig, 1938

ROCKERT, 1980 RUCKERT AM. Phblbaulenre
ained Mationalismus, 1920 — 1945, Cheones, 1989, K7
- 101,

SCHMILYT, 12 SCHMIDT, R, B Dentsehe Vor-
seseivivhe i die Sefadel Stungare, 1920,

SCHMIDYT, 1930: SCHMIDT, R.R., fusguteimsestsicd-
fenpent i Fedderseemar, Augsburg, 1930,

SEITY, 2002 SEITE R, Hechsadr, Schrifenreibe
der Museen des Bericks Schwaben 30, Oberschanfeld,
2002,

SCHOBEL, 1999 SCHOBEL, G., Bicher aus der
Ukraine, eine kleine Gesre an die Ulkrine: Rickgalbe
van verschleppten Biichern: Displaced Books, Biicher-
:li.iukf;.;l:c ans wwererlel Siche, Dawrenifo Sﬂm.l"rrfyfﬁ,
Hunmowver, |9949, 5601,

SCHOBEL, 2000; SCHOBEL, G., Die spachronzeseir-
liche Ufersiedlung ™ Wasserburg Buchau®, Kr. Biberach
in fuiely in der Arcliolopie, 1}?['" earberachit Surnbery
1998, Hayerisehe Gesellschaft fiir Unterwanerarchiologte
.V, Miinchen and Freiburg, 2000, 85-100,

SCHOBEL, 2001: SCHOBEL, G., Plabfbawmmnsenm
{ .ﬂr]‘rn.r.ErH:ngfm .I'!fﬂ_\‘ﬂrmigr.m{rfr'ﬁ!f Terl f (1922-1949),
Oberlingen, 2001,

SCHOBEL, 2002 SCHOBEL, €., Hans Reinerth,
Foraher-MNS-Funktonir-Musenmsleiter, i A, LEUBIE
{ed, ), 2002, 321-3%,,

SCHOBEL, 2002 SCHOBEL, G Das Plahlbaumisenm
Um:mhldinp:m ewischen  Nationalsomialismus  und
Machkricgsren, in Landestelle Bir Muscunisbetreuung
Baden-Witrttemberg (ed. ), Newerelunenpen, sivdiestdenssche
Musees i eler a"v'd:'i’tj:n'qz.\:ffr. 2002, 169- 187,

SCHODBEL, 04 SCHOBEL, G, l.jkt--tlwrlliug
misenis: Academic Research and Public Infarmarion,

in A Menotei {ed), Eiofng on che Lade in Preliscaric
Furape: 150 Years nfhr.['r. Ju.u-ﬂiu.{: Feioarch, J:'au.r!ﬂfﬁrr,
Onford, 2004,

SCHOBEL, 2005 SCHOBEL, (., Geschrefree der
Assstellrmgibonzepte o Bfillbanmusenmy Untevabielingen
e Bodleenee, Della Csa PPh. & Trachsel M. (eds)WES 04
— Wetland Economics and Sodctics. Proceedings of
the International Conlerence in Zurich, 10-13 March
204, Collectio 1‘|.1'L‘|'|.'u:u]1.r1!;i|_".| 3, Chronos, Surch,
25, 2H3-290,

SCHNITZLER-SCHOBEL, 2002 SCHNITZLER,
B, and SCHOBEL, G., Les fouilles de Hans Reinerth
et du Reichshund fir Deursche Vargeschichie (19410 -
1), i e mone Sainse-Chdile, Hivoet frere de EAlece, Les
Musces de la Ville de Strasbourg. Musée Archeéolopique,
Strasbopeg, 2002, $8-47,

SCHONHAGEN, 1991 SCHONMHAGEN, B, Tibin-
gen wontersn Hakenbeens, Eine Universisiagicnady in der Zeit
ales Nutfomafiozialiomes, Sturgarn, 1991,

STEULR, 2000 STEUER, H, {ed,). fine er-r'mrm;gaHu’
wacionele Wisienaehalt, dewnche Prabisorider. cwivhen
FO00 and 1995, Berlin and Mew York, 2001,

STROBEL, 1002 STROBEL, M., Die Ausgrabungen
dex Retchobundes for Deveche Vorpeschichee, {3::5
Beispicl der Schusseieder Sicdlung Taubried 1 und
die Witrtembergische Vorgeschichistorschung ewischen
1933 und 1945, in A, LELIBE {ed.}, 2002, 277 - 288,

WAHLE, 1950 WAHLE, E. Geschichie der Prishisto-
rischen I"nr,u'.hurig. f{n.r.rlmlpm 45, 1950, 1 = 6.

Origin of the figures

Fig. 14, 12, 14, 15: Plablbawmuseun,

Fig, 0-8, 10, 13: Mahlbaumusenmd | 1D
I:ig. B "Lkl bawmsenm/ L Srahle,

Frgr. 11, 18: PlahlhaumusenmdS. Lamerwasser,
Fig. 5. 16,17: Plahlbaumusenm/G.Schahel.



