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“indefatigable self-destructiveness” of enlightenment;”® such pes-
simism ignores the diversity of ends for which science can be prac-
ticed, not to mention the power of scientia to act in opposition, in
resistance, in restoration.

What I do _believe, though, is that we need to better understand
how the routine practice of science can so easily coexist with the
routine exercise of cruelty. The history of Nazi cancer suggests that
not everything the Nazis did can be regarded as stifling public
health, and in some instances Nazi policies actually promoted it—
at least for a time, and for certain segments of the population. The
exclusive focus on the more horrific aspects of Nazi scientific prac-
tice makes it easy to relegate the events of this era to the monstrous
or otherworldly, but there is more to the story than “medicine
gone mad.” The Nazi campaign against tobacco and the “whole-
grain bread operation” are, in some sense, as fascist as the yellow
stars and the death camps. Appreciating these complexities may
open our eyes to new kinds of continuities binding the past to the
present; it may also allow us better to see how fascism triumphed
in the first place.
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CHAPTER 1
HUEPER'S SECRET

1. Hueper gave as a reference his brother, Heinz, a Nazi party functionary
(Ortsgruppenleiter) in Bochum who had joined the NSDAP in the fall of 1932.
Hueper’s brother was an early member of the Nazi Teachers’ League (no.
21,327) and listed his religion on the NSDAP party form as “nat.-soz.” See
Heinz Hueper’s party file in the Bundesarchiv Berlin (BDC) and W. C. Hueper
to Bernhard Rust, Geheimes Staatsarchiv, Preussischer Kulturbesitz, Berlin-
Dahlem, Rep. 76 Va Sekt.1 Tit. IV, no. 5, vol. 27, p. 19. Robert Réssle, director
of Berlin’s Pathologisches Institut, evaluated Hueper’s letter (which also con-
tained a list of publications and a two-page biography), noting that since “pa-
thology in America was not the same as in Germany,” it was difficult to say



