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TIBETAN TRIANGLE

German, Tibetan and British Relations in the Context of
Ernst Schifer’s Expedition, 1938-1939

Isrun Engelhardt

It’s a funny old game. We want to study the world of insects,
while British generals sit in India wagging their heads and
worrying that the Nazi expedition could set the Empire
aflame from the icy deserts of Tibet. ~ ERNST SCHAFER'

Abstract

The aim of this paper is to view German-Tibetan-British relations in the context of the Ernst-
Schafer-Tibet-Expedition of 1938/39. All its members were officers of the SS. The expedition was
the first scientific German expedition to receive an official invitation to Lhasa from the Tibetan
government.

After briefly outlining Ernst Schéfer’s scientific career, I intend to focus on the expedition’s
planning and objectives, and a short description of the expedition to demonstrate that the 1938/39
Tibet expedition, although planned by its members as a purely scientific venture actually fell into the
area of conflict between politics and science from the very outset of its planning stage. The paper will
then turn to the expedition’s relationship to the Regent, Reting Rinpoche and a discussion of the
letters the Regent wrote to Hitler. The paper subsequently attempts to present the expedition in the
field of conflict between the German, Tibetan and English standpoints.

1 Ernst SCHAFER, Unpublished and hand-written notes, Library of Congress, Washington,
Manuscript Divsion, German Captured Documents, Container 828, Reel 492. This bulk of
handwritten notes on microfilms is in great disorder, and as the folios are unnumbered by
the Library, no folio numbers can be given. (Henceforth quoted as Library of Congress and
the reel number).

AS/EA LVIII+1+2004, S. 57-113
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1. Introduction

1.1 Preliminary remarks

Recent years have seen growing international interest in one of the 20" century’s
most controversial Tibetan expeditions of over 60 years ago: Ernst Schéfer’s
Tibetan expedition of 1938/1939.

What is it about this expedition that fascinates and electrifies us now, or
triggers such controversy? For discussions do not centre on the expedition’s
actual - and important — scientific findings. There was nothing singular or spec-
tacular about the expedition from a technical point of view; nothing to compare
with the adventures experienced by, say, Sven Hedin or Wilhelm Filchner. It
involved little uncharted territory, explored few new routes, no expedition mem-
bers were ambushed by predatory tribes, and no-one was killed. Even Ernst
Schifer’s earlier expeditions to Eastern Tibet had involved considerably more
adventure and excitement.

The expedition’s spectacular aspect concerns the era in which it took place,
shortly before the outbreak of the Second World War, and the uniquely explo-
sive political feature that all its members were officers of the SS. The expedition
was the first scientific German expedition to receive an official invitation to
Lhasa from the Tibetan government, and its members were finally permitted to
stay in the Tibetan capital for two full months. Given the Tibetan government’s
strict policy of refusal of entry to foreigners in the 1930s, this fact alone is a
minor sensation. The fraught and complex state of Anglo-German relations at
the time generated further tension.

To date the expedition, the declared aim of which was the gathering of new
research findings in several disciplines, primarily in the field of natural sciences
such as geology, biology, medicine etc., had largely been forgotten. Another
forgotten aspect is that its members collected a quite astonishing quantity of
scientific material, some of which still awaits analysis.

Only popular scientific and esoteric literature has long cited the expedition
in repeated attempts to establish new, far-fetched connections between the Third
Reich and Tibet and occult relationships between Hitler and Tibet in particular,
and also as a model with which to instrumentalise the Tibetans’ friendship with
the Nazis.” The majority of more recent publications also fall into this category

2 E.g. Louis PAUWELS, Gurdjieff. Douglas, Isle of Man, 1964; Louis PAUWELS and Jaques
BERGIER, The Morning of the Magicians. New York 1964; Trevor RAVENSCROFT, The Spear
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or can be classified as ideological preconceptions.” Exceptions are Reinhard
Greve, Martin Brauen® and Nicholas Goodrick-Clarke® and in some ways James
Cooper.”

1.2 On methodology

Our theme can be seen in the light of Thomas Nipperdey’s vivid formulation:

We have always railed against the un-historical anachronism, against the application of
yardsticks from without and in retrospect, against the moralisation of good and evil...,
against criticism of the past in the name of an ideally located future or present. It is not the
historian’s task to show the way things were not but should have been... Historians that
strive to do justice to the past surrender to deliberation, to On-the-one-hand and On-the-
other-hand, to the counter of And-yet, the limitation of Admittedly, the dichotomy of Both-
and; they emphasise the ambiguities, the ambivalences of reality and the assumed systems of
reality ... The fundamental colours of history are not black and white, its fundamental pat-
tern not the contrasts of a chessboard; history’s fundamental colour is grey, in an infinite
range of shades.®

of Destiny: The Occult Power Behind the Spear, which Pierced the Side of Christ. New
York 1973; Dietrich BRONDER, Bevor Hitler kam: Eine historische Studie. Genéve 1975;
Adolphe D. GRAD, Le temps kabbaliste. Neuchatel 1967; Jean-Michel ANGEBERT, The Oc-
cult and the Third Reich: The Mystical Origins of Nazism and the Search for the Holy Grail.
New York 1974; J. H. BRENNAN, The Occult Reich. New York 1974; Gerald SUSTER, Hitler,
the Occult Messiah. New York 1981; Lee FEIGON, Demystifying Tibet. Chicago 1996.

3 Victor und Victoria TRIMONDI, Hitler, Buddha, Krishna: Eine unheilige Allianz vom Dritten
Reich bis heute. Wien 2002:115-174; Christopher HALE, Himmler’s Crusade: The true story
of the 1938 Nazi expedition into Tibet, London 2003.

4 Reinhard GREVE, Tibetforschung im SS-Ahnenerbe. In: Lebenslust und Fremdenfurcht, ed.
Thomas HAUSCHILD, Frankfurt 1995:168-199.

5 Martin BRAUEN, Traumwelt Tibet, Bern 2000:53-81; (English translation: Dreamworld
Tibet: Western Illusions, Bangkok: Weatherhill, forthcoming); the master thesis of Mark J.
ROGERS, The SS-Ahnenerbe and the 1938/39 German-Tibet Expedition, Atlanta: Georgia
State University, M.A. Thesis 2000, mainly contains a retelling of Ernst SCHAFER, Ge-
heimnis Tibet: Bericht der deutschen Tibet-Expedition Ernst Schdfer, Miinchen 1943.

6 Nicholas GOODRICK-CLARKE, Black Sun: Aryan Cults, Esoteric Nazism and the Politics of
Identity, New York 2002:107-127; Ip., The Occult Roots of Nazism, New York 1992:217-
228.

7 James COOPER, The Swastika & Tibet. The Tibetan Review 36 (July 2001):19-23.

8 Thomas NIPPERDEY, Deutsche Geschichte. Vol. 3, Miinchen, 1992: 888, 891, 905.
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Doubtless this attempt can still be regarded in the “process of fact-oriented re-
construction, only the conclusion of which truly enables research into causes to
be conducted.” The attempt should be made to present the expedition in
comparison and “in relation to contemporary conditions, paths of thought and
values,”'’ rooted in both a viewpoint of objective distance and an understanding
of the conditions of life and scope for action'' under a dictatorship as a horizon
of interpretation,'> and in order to avoid a “template of good and evil that deliv-
ers little scientific information.””® By applying this process to place events in
context, ahistorical moralism is avoided and a more balanced assessment of the
protagonists, their “actions, their merits, achievements and weaknesses, against a
contemporary background”'* is achieved.

1.3 Qutline

After briefly outlining Ernst Schifer’s scientific career, I intend to focus on the
expedition’s planning and objectives', to demonstrate that the 1938/39 Tibet
expedition, although planned by its members as a purely scientific venture in

9 Frank-Rutger HAUSMANN (ed.), Die Rolle der Geisteswissenschaften im Dritten Reich 1933-
1945. Miinchen 2002:XXIII.

10 Johannes FRIED, Eréffnungsansprache auf dem 42. Deutschen Historikertag. In: Intentionen -
Wirklichkeiten/ 42. Deutscher Historikertag in Frankfurt am Main, 8.-11. September 1998,
Berichtsband, Marie-Luise RECKER (ed.), Miinchen 1999: 4, 6. “Searching for racist
quotations is not enough.”

11 On the complex issues, see also the Introduction and Conclusion of: UNABHANGIGE EXPER-
TENKOMMISSION SCHWEIZ — ZWEITER WELTKRIEG, Die Schweiz, der Nationalsozialismus und
der Zweite Weltkrieg: Schlussbericht. Ziirich 2002.

12 Ulrich SIEG, Strukturwandel der Wissenschaft im Nationalsozialismus. Berichte zur Wissen-
schaftsgeschichte 24 (2001):255-270: 256.

13 Jiirgen ELWERT, Geschichtswissenschaft. In: HAUSMANN (ed.), 2002:113.

14 “As a historian one cannot refrain from understanding individual statements in their context
and treating the protagonists in their own era, also in comparison to others and in compari-
son to the customary linguistic usage of the time. (n. 11: Such a contextualisation corre-
sponds to scientific historical works and the principles of historic justice; however, contex-
tualisation does not lead to apology or trivialisation. Thus it is only contextualisation that
enables a just assessment of individuals to be made)”, Jiirgen KOCKA, Zwischen National-
sozialismus und Bundesrepublik. In: Deutsche Historiker im Nationalsozialismus. Winfried
ScHULZE and Otto Gerhard OEXLE (eds.), 2nd ed. Frankfurt 2000:343.

15 I have concentrated particularly on describing the anthropological goals, since these are still
the object of the greatest attention.
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comparison to earlier US Tibet expeditions in which Schéfer had participated,
actually fell into the area of conflict between politics and science from the very
outset of its planning stage. Heinrich Himmler and the “Ahnenerbe” (the SS
Ancestral Heritage Society) wanted to influence and determine the venture
from a political, esoteric and pseudo-scientific viewpoint. The expedition fi-
nally landed in the area of conflict of foreign affairs when official permits
were required from the English. At this point it becomes clear to what extent
NS foreign policy, political affiliations and propaganda ultimately damaged
the expedition’s goals and created enormous obstacles. England’s political
attention to and fears concerning the expedition were in inverse proportion to
its size and scientific objectives. I will subsequently attempt to present the
expedition in the field of conflict between the contradictory German, Tibetan
and English standpoints.

1.4 Sources

In order to follow historical facts as closely as possible in my reconstruction of
the expedition, I have largely drawn on unpublished sources, as contemporary as
possible, despite the four reports of the expedition published to date.'® This
principally involved the laborious decoding of several hundred pages of
Schifer’s diaries and notes, written in scarcely legible Siitterlin script. Further
sources of material were the comprehensive collections of archive material be-
longing to the Sven Hedin Institute, the “Ahnenerbe”, the Oriental and India
Office Collections of the British Library, Schéfer’s unpublished correspondence
and the Hugh Richardson Papers in the Bodleian Library.

16 ~ SCHAFER, 1943; ID., Fest der weifen Schleier: Eine Forscherfahrt durch Tibet nach Lhasa,
der heiligen Stadt des Gottkonigtums. Braunschweig 1949; Ip., Uber den Himalaya ins Land
der Gotter. Braunschweig 1950; GEER-BEGER, Wir ritten nach Lhasa: Nach dem Tagebuch
von Edmund Geer, ergidnzt durch Berichte von Dr. Bruno Beger, unter Mitarbeit von Dr.
Joseph Knott, Mitglied der Internationalen Expeditionsgesellschaft 1950. Murnau n. d;
Bruno BEGER, Mit der deutschen Tibetexpedition Ernst Schdfer 1938/39 nach Lhasa.
Wiesbaden 1998.
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2. Preparations

2.1 Schafer’s scientific career up to 1937

“I was born to be an explorer. There was never any decision to make. I couldn’t
do anything else and be happy ... The desire to see new places, to discover new
facts — the curiosity of life always has been a resistless driving force in me.”"
These words by US explorer Roy Chapman Andrews could have come from
Ernst Schéfer.

Schifer — a brilliant, ambitious, energetic and impulsive man — was born in
1910 in Cologne. After graduating from high school in Mannheim in 1929, he
started to study zoology and geology in Géttingen. He had extremely clear ideas
of his goals from the outset, writing to the famous ornithologist Erwin Strese-
mann to outline his ideas for his dissertation subject after only his second se-
mester.'® In 1930 Brooke Dolan, a rich young American, came to Germany to
recruit scientists for his zoological expedition. Although only twenty at the time,
Schéfer participated in the first Brooke Dolan expedition to Western China and
Tibet, returning to Germany in 1932 to resume his studies.'” In 1934 he followed
the call of Gottingen’s mayor to join the SS, probably for career-related reasons
and with a clear elitist attitude. “Unlike the ‘plebeian’ SA, from its early stages
the SS was highly attractive to young academics from solid middle-class fami-
lies, including many law students. Its attraction consisted in both the opportuni-
ties it offered for a rapid career and its elitist image.””” Over 70% of all biolo-
gists aged under 40 in 1933 had joined the NSDAP.?' However, poor career

17 Cited in Charles GALLENLAMP, Dragon Hunter: Roy Chapman Andrews and the Central
Asiatic Expeditions. New York 2001:3.

18  Schafer to Stresemann, 23 April 1930, Staatsbibliothek Berlin, PreuBischer Kulturbesitz,
Nachlass Erwin Stresemann, (Nachlass 150), Ordner 57, I. (Henceforth quoted as Nachlass
Stresemann).

19 Ernst SCHAFER, Berge, Buddhas, Bdren. Berlin, 1933.

20 Volker DAHM, In: Die Tédliche Utopie: Bilder, Texte, Dokumente, Daten zum Dritten Reich,
Horst Méller / Volker Dahm / Hartmut Mehringer (eds.), Miinchen 1999:173; This probably
also applied to Schéfer: “Young men in particular were fascinated by the radical promises of
renewal announced by National Socialism, its promise of ruthless modernity,” KOCKA,
2000:343.

21 Ute DEICHMANN, Biologen unter Hitler. Frankfurt 1995:257.
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prospects for future academics doubtless influenced their decision to join one of
the Nazi organisations.*

On the one hand Schéfer was driven by an enormous impatience to gain his
doctorate as rapidly as possible.”* On the other hand, however, in 1934, ignoring
the advice of his professor Alfred Kiihn, he again interrupted his studies to head
the second Brooke Dolan expedition to Eastern Tibet and China, concluded in
1936.** The great scientific success of this expedition is acknowledged even
more than 50 years later in Schéfer’s brief obituary in 1992 by the Academy of
Natural Sciences, Philadelphia. It mentions that Schifer and Dolan “collected
scientific data and specimens of the region’s birds and mammals that have never
been equalled in size and importance.” In recognition of his many scientific
contributions Dr. Schafer was elected to life membership in the Academy in
1932.7%° After this expedition, he initially stayed in Shanghai and told the Ger-
man Consul General Hermann Kriebel®’ of his fears that Germany held no career
opportunities for him, thus forcing him to take up negotiations with the USA
with a view to an American career. For these negotiations with the Americans to
be successful, he required some promises of non-material and financial support
from Germany. Evidently impressed by the young explorer’s stubbornness and
successes, the Consul-General wrote to the German Research Association
(Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft, DFG) and the Deutsche Akademie Miin-

22 E.g. Michael GRUTTNER, Studenten im Dritten Reich. Paderborn 1995:23; Jiirgen HAFFER,
Erwin Stresemann, (1889-1972) — Leben und Werk eines Pioniers der wissenschaftlichen
Ornithologie. Halle 2000:143.

23 Atthe age of 24 before departing on the 2nd. expedition: “My comedy of doctorate will now
drag on for a further 2 years... One grows older and older and does not have the time to work
in the fields by which one is truly fascinated and interested,” Schéfer to Stresemann, 20 Feb-
ruary 1934, Nachlass Stresemann I.

24 Ernst SCHAFER, Unbekanntes Tibet: Durch die Wildnisse Osttibets zum Dach der Erde,
Tibetexpedition 1934/36. Berlin 1937; ID., Dach der Erde. Berlin 1938; Brooke DOLAN /
Ernst SCHAFER / Rodolphe MEYER DE SCHAUENSEE, Zoological Results of the Second Dolan
Expedition to Western China and Eastern Tibet, 1934-1936. Proceedings of the Academy of
Natural Sciences of Philadelphia 90:159-294.

25  See also a letter of Robert McCracken Peck, Academy of Natural Sciences, of 10 March
1989, to Richardson, in which he mentions that thanks to Schéfer the Museum of the Acad-
emy of Natural Sciences, Philadelphia owns one of the world’s most comprehensive re-
positories of Tibetan fauna, of, Bodleian Library, MS. OR. Richardson 27, fol. 14.

26  Robert McCracken Peck in “News of the Academy,” (undated copy).

27  On Hermann Kriebel, see Astrid FREYEIESEN, Shanghai und die Politik des Dritten Reiches.
Wiirzburg 2000:71-77.



64 ISRUN ENGELHARDT

chen to enquire about possibilities of such support for Schifer that would en-
courage him to turn down offers from the USA and return to Germany.*®

Schifer then accompanied Brooke Dolan to the United States in January
1936, to the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia. In Philadelphia he
received a telegram from the German government congratulating him on his
successes and indicating that his return to Germany was desired. Shortly there-
after, a second cable arrived, informing him that in recognition of the success of
his expedition he had been nominated by Himmler as SS Untersturmfuehrer (SS
Second Lt.) with retrospective effect from 15 December 1935.%

The President of the Deutsche Akademie Miinchen, Karl Haushofer, then
appealed to the DFG “... that it is in Germany’s interest to secure the valuable
research findings of this young scholar. The Academy would be extremely
pleased to receive notification expressing the desire of the relevant Reich au-
thorities to share in his work.”*” Walter Greite, the biology expert with the DFG,
immediately informed Haushofer that the DFG had already taken action, and
asked Erwin Stresemann, who was at the Academy of Natural Sciences in Phila-
delphia at the same time as Schéfer, to draw up a statement concerning the find-
ings of Schifer’s expedition and his new plans.”’ Stresemann immediately re-
sponded, giving an extremely positive assessment of the expedition’s findings
and warmly applauding Schifer’s plans.*

28  “Schifer now faces the issue of whether to enter the services of America wholly or commit
himself to China. In both cases we will lose a man who could become an illustrious orna-
ment of our long line of explorers. However, it is not necessary for us to lose him. His dear-
est wish is to be the German leader of a German expedition to the region... He has now de-
veloped the plan of launching a Sino-German expedition in around two years, together with
a young team of German scientists trained by him and — unavoidable these days — in con-
nection with Chinese scientists,” Kriebel to DFG, 13 January 1936, Bundesarchiv (hence-
forth BA) Koblenz, Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft, R 73/1498, Akte Ernst Schafer.

29  BA Berlin, NS 48/69, fol. 287.

30 Haushofer to DFG, 12 February 1936, BA Koblenz, R 73/1498.

31  Greite to Haushofer, 11 February 1936, BA Koblenz, R 73/1498.

32 “Schiéfer has an exceptional gift for research travel that demands the full exercise of a strong
personality, and throws himself passionately into any task he sets himself. I would wish for
nothing more urgent than that he is offered the opportunity in future of travelling in Central
Asia on German orders. The way things are here, the Americans will have almost the entire
benefit from Schafer’s diligence and take the credit for his successes themselves. Schafer
has a very clear picture of what he wants and where potential success is to be sought. I can
therefore commit myself fully to seeing that his applications to further his goals, whatever
they may be, are given serious consideration ...It is surely in the national interest of us Ger-
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Schifer evidently received information of his prospective support by the
DFG and returned to Germany in April 1936. He resumed his studies in Berlin
and completed his doctorate in 1937, no longer with Alfred Kiithn in Gottingen
on the subject of cleft deer hair, but now with a thesis of unusually comprehen-
sive sc%pe for its time concerning bird life in Tibet with Erwin Stresemann in
Berlin.? |

2.2 Himmler’s Ideas

At the time, the “Reichsfuehrer-SS” Himmler was already trying to avail himself
of Schiéfer’s reputation for Nazi propaganda purposes, and in June 1936 Schifer
was summoned by Himmler, who inquired about his future plans. Schifer told
him of his desire to lead a further expedition to Tibet. At this interview,
Himmler said that he would like to facilitate Schéfer’s future plans for explora-
tion, and that he would take over the sponsorship of Schifer’s next expedition.

Although Himmler believed in the idea of a global battle between “Europe”
and “Asia” and viewed “this war as the unquestionably unavoidable sequel to
millennia spent in struggling to repel hostile forces that attempt to penetrate the
‘heart of Europe’ from the steppes of Inner Asia,”’ he also had a genuine inter-
est in Tibet.*® He was an adherent of a bizarre mixture of mystical and esoteric
ideas,”” which were laughed at by Hitler.*® Believing in karma’” and reincarna-

mans to prevent such powerful gifts from lying fallow or being exploited by others,” Stre-
semann to DFG, 6 March 1936, BA Koblenz, R 73/1498.

33  Ernst SCHAFER, Ornithologische Ergebnisse zweier Forschungsreisen nach Tibet. Journal
Siir Ornithologie 86 (1938), Sonderheft, 349 pp.

34  Final Intelligence Report (OI-FIR/32), “The Activities of Dr. Ernst Schaefer, Tibet Explorer
and Scientist with SS-Sponsored Institutes,” February 12, 1946, National Archives, Wash-
ington, RG 238, M-1270 roll 27, fol. 3.

35  Lothar-Frank KRroLL, Utopie als Ideologie: Geschichtsdenken und politisches Handeln im
Dritten Reich. Paderborn 1998:216.

36  See Sven HEDIN, Ohne Auftrag in Berlin. Buenos Aires 1950:140-141.

37  An examination of this aspect of Himmler’s character can be found in: Joachim FEST, Die
andere Utopie: Eine Studie tiber Himmler. In: Fremdheit und Nihe: Von der Gegenwart des
Gewesenen. Stuttgart 1996:138-166.

38  Hitler, who regarded National Socialism as a “cool doctrine of reality derived from the most
incisive scientific findings and its expression in thought” (Max DOMARUS, Hitler, Reden und
Proklamationen 1932-1945, vol 1.2, Miinchen 1965:893), mocked Himmler’s mysticism and
his romanticism of the Germanic myths. “What nonsense! Here we have at least reached an
age that has all mysticism behind it, and now he wants to start all over again. We might just
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* which was linked to his cyclical concept of history as recurrence,”

Himmler appears to have seen himself as a reincarnation of Emperor Henry I.,**
who lived around the turn of the first millennium and had conquered the Slavs.*
Possibly Hans Horbiger’s so-called “World Ice Theory”,

with its theory of the recurring battle between ice and fire as the driving force of all cosmic
events,44

had influenced Himmler in his idea of recurrence.

Himmler was immediately interested in instrumentalising Schéifer for his

own interests, asking him

39

40
41
42

43
44

... whether I [Schéifer] had met people in Tibet with blonde hair and blue eyes. When I re-
plied in the negative, he questioned me on my opinion of how mankind had come into being.
[ listed the precise findings of anthropological research, spoke of Pithecanthropus erectus, of
Heidelberg and Neanderthal Man and the exciting finds of the French Jesuit father Teilhard
de Chardin in the caves of Peking. Himmler listened in silence. Then he shook his head:
“Academicians’s opinions, book-learning, arrogant university professors enthroned on their
chairs like popes ... but without the slightest idea of the true forces that set the world in mo-
tion ... Well, that may apply to the inferior races, but the Nordic people came directly from
the sky after the last moonfall...You have a lot to learn,” continued HH in a pedantic tone,

as well have stayed with the church. At least it had tradition.” He found Himmler’s image of
the original ur-Germanic people equally absurd: “When for example, the Japanese presented
[Himmler] with a samurai sword, he at once discovered kinships between Japanese and
Teutonic cults and called upon scientists to help him trace these similarities to a racial com-
mon denominator,” in Albert SPEER, Inside the Third Reich. Phoenix 1998:147-148.

Yet “Himmler never committed his thoughts to even a roughly cohesive system of thought,
nor did he publicise pseudo-scientific investigations. As a result, his philosophy did not re-
ceive a universally valid expression which would have familiarised it to a wider contempo-
rary audience. Its official effect was correspondingly small, its scope limited.” KROLL,
1998:210.

Felix KERSTEN, The Kersten Memoirs, 1940-1945. London 1956:149-153.

KROLL, 1998:248-251.

However, the actual existence of Henry [ or Henry the Lion cannot be clarified beyond all
doubt. See KERSTEN, 1965:152-153, 296; Michael RIsMANN, Hitlers Gott: Vorsehungsglau-
be und Sendungsbewufitsein des deutschen Diktators. Zirich 2001:264, n. 677; Karl-Heinz
JANSSEN, Himmlers Heinrich: Wie ein Konig des frithen deutschen Mittelalters zum Patron
der deutschen Vernichtungspolitik im Osten wurde. Die Zeit, (19 October, 2000):84; Helmut
ZANDER, Geschichte der Seelenwanderung in Europa: Alternative religiése Traditionen von
der Antike bis heute. Darmstadt 1999:564-566.

Klaus VOIGTLANDER Die Stiftskirche St. Servatii zu Quedlinburg. Berlin 1989:39-58.
KROLL, 1998:248.
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"principally the runic script and the principles Of Indo-Aryan philology. And you must nataiy

study the works Of Horbiger... The Fihrer has long been a student ofthe World Ice
Theory.45 Many remains ofthe tertiary moon people can still be found, last witnesses ofthe
lost culture Of Atlantis that once spanned the world. In Peru, for example, on Easter Island
and, as | suspect, in Tibet."46

Himmler now also wanted Schéafer to conduct research based on Horbiger's
"World Ice Theory", which stated that Atlantis was destroyed by a mighty flood
resulting from the collision of an ice moon with the Earth. "Himmler believed
that ancient emigrants from Atlantis had founded a great Civilisation in Central
Asia."47 gchafer, who had no interest in pseudo-science and whose thoughts
were wholly occupied with his goals in the field of natural science, persisted in
his refusal to allow Edmund Kiss, a disciple Of this theory,48 to join the planned
expedition. Although Himmler recognised this, a few weeks later he repeated his
attempt to assert his ideas, urging Schéfer to take along an adherent of prehistory
and religious science and runic researcher.49

2.3 Expedition Plans

As early as August 1936, Schéfer had presented the DFG with a detailed plan Of
an expedition to Eastern Tibet, including the work Of the participating archaeologists,
ethnologists, geologists and botanists.

But the primary focus ofthe expedition was to be the Amnye Machen region, previously
uncharted in ayery sense Ofthe word. A region that contained the last completely undiscovered
area Ofthe Central Asian region from a geographical, but also an ethnological, botanical and
faunistic viewpoint... Linking the tertiary Himalayas on the borders of China and the Central
Asian highlands, the Amnye Machen region was the retreat Of ancient Aryan tribes and
endemic |ife-forms, ofthe highest anthropological and biological interest, and Of far-reaching
significance for us Germans.

45 See Brigitte Nagel, Die Welteislehre: lhre Geschichte und ihre Rolle im "Dritten Reich",
2nd ed. Stuttgart 2000.

46 Rudiger Siinner, Schwarze Sonne: Entfesselung und Missbrauch der Mythen im National-
sozialismus und rechter Esoterik. Freiburg 1999:48.

47 Final Intelligence Report (OI-FIR/32), "The Activities of Dr. Ernst Schafer," fols. 3-4.

48  "Then our suggestion ofthe Government Architectural Officer (Baurat) Kiss was rejected,"
Sievers to Wolff, 23 Januaryl938, BA Berlin, NS 21/682.

49  Schafer, Unpublished Memoirs.
















































































































































