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ABSTRACT

The dental emigrés who chose to leave Germany and Austria
between 1932 and 1939 were required to make that decision after being
deprived of their livelihoods and their economic and social existences, and
were ultimately in fear of their lives.

The primitive statistics on dental disease in Britain recorded in the 1930s
show that disease was rampant and the commonest form of treatment was full
mouth extractions and full dentures. The theory of focal infection underlined
the primitive treatment that was available. Out of the total 15,000 dentists on
the Dentists Register, only 8000 had been trained at a dental school.

An analysis of the teaching in both German and Austrian dental schools
showed that it was at a far higher level than that available in Britain.

There were three main barriers to refugee dentists entering Britain.
Firstly the misuse of the 1878 Dental Act. The General Medical Council
searched for any variation from the basic British requirement of four years’
study to reject candidates. Secondly, the Home Office operated a ban on
practice from February 1936. Thirdly, prior to 1939, the dental refugees were
only allowed a limited amount of time in Britain, from four weeks to ten months.

A positive side to this sad period of history were the various refugee
organisations, of whom the Jewish Refugee Committee was the most
important, providing financial help for those refugee dentists who were unable
to work after the February 1936 ban and who were living in poverty.

In the 1930s Britain was offered the gift of over 1000 well-trained
dentists from Germany and Austria. 300 were accepted and over 700 rejected.
The British response was ungenerous, bearing in mind the appalling dental
health and standard of dental teaching and research at this time. This thesis
has been able to turn the spotlight onto this specialist group of refugees
forgotten by history.



Say this city has ten million souls,
Some are living in mansions, some are living in holes:

Yet there's no place for us, my dear, yet there’s no place for us.

Once we had a country and we thought it fair,
Look in the atlas and you'll find it there:
We cannot go there now, my dear, we cannot go there now.

The consul banged the table and said:
If you've got no passport, you're officially dead’,
But we are still alive, my dear, but we are still alive.

Went to a committee; they offered me a chair;
Asked me politely to return next year:
But where shall we go today, my dear, but where shall we go today?

Came to a public meeting; the speaker got up and said:
'If we let them in, they will steal our daily bread";
He was talking of you and me, my dear, he was talking of you and me.

Thought I heard the thunder rumbling in the sky;
It was Hitler over Europe, saying: "They must die';
We were in his mind, my dear, we were in his mind.

Saw a poodle in a jacket fastened with a pin,
Saw a door opened and a cat let in;
But they weren't German Jews, my dear, but they weren't German Jews.

Abridged from Refugee Blues, W. H. Auden,
Collected Shorter Poems 1927-1957
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INTRODUCTION
Before this research, virtually no data was available in the library of the

British Dental Association on the refugee crisis in relation to dentistry which
began with the Nazi takeover of Germany in 1933 and the Austrian Anschluss
in March of 1938. The history of British dentistry in the first half of the 20th
Century was incomplete, and the same would apply to the historiography in
relation to dental refugees. Doctor Ekkhard Haussermann, a past editor of the
German Dental Jounal, in a review of the book' Les Dentistes Allemands sous
le Troisieme Reich by Doctor Xavier Riaud? states that in 1932 there were 1500
“non-Aryan” dentists in Germany who disappeared, “some to their silent fate in
the great cemetery with forgotten graves without names”. No author so far has
written a comprehensive history of these dentists.

Although just about all the original dental refugees that came to Britain
have now died, there is still a great deal of data available. The microfiche
archives of the General Medical Council (G.M.C.) and the annual Dentists
Register contain information, and families of the refugees have fortunately kept
much original data, including passports, letters and photographs. From these
and other sources, the intention is to reconstruct the history of this small group
of refugees and to analyse them as far as possible.

Refugee groups often comprise hundreds of thousands of people and
analysis is almost impossible except on a gross scale. In contrast, the group of
Jewish refugee dentists that were accepted into Britain during the period 1933-
1945 adds up to 299 so that virtually each person can be assessed.

Nazi Germany's so-called “Law for the reconstruction of the professional
civil service” of 7™ April 1933, which forced the dismissal or premature
retirement from government service of persons who were not of “Aryan”
descent was only the beginning of a large forced exodus, mainly of Jewish
scholars and scientists including dentists and doctors®. The emigration of
these highly-trained scholars and professionals is probably unique in history for
three reasons. Firstly because it was so large and so sudden, secondly that

! Hiussermann, Ekkhard. Deutsche Zahnérzte in der SS und in den NS-Konzentrationslagern,
Zahndrztliche Mitteilungen, 96 (5), 1* March 2006, p. 72

2 Riaud, Xavier. Les Dentistes Allemands sous le Troisiéme Reich, Paris, L’Harmattan, 2005.

3 Ash, Mitchell G. & S8liner, Alfons (Editors), Forced migration and scientific change, Emigrés
German-speaking scientists and scholars after 1933 , Washington DC, Cambridge University Press,
1996, p.1



the émigrés after 1933 were not to choose to leave on the basis of criteria
comprehensible to them but were required to make that decision after being
deprived of their livelihoods and thirdly, not only their economic and social
existences but ultimately their lives were at stake®.

A survey of European countries chosen by non-Aryan dentists as
prospective destinations for emigration showed that surrounding countries such
as France, Holland, Belgium, Czechoslovakia and Italy would not allow dentists
to practice with a German degree. There was also the problem of language.
America was high on the list of choice but the temporary suspension of
immigrations in December 1920, followed by the quota system in 1921-1924
meant the end of America as an automatic place of entry for any refugees or
other would-be immigrants®. Exceptions were sometimes made for Jewish
dentists who could find sponsors in the United States, especially if they were
eminent in their fields, but a German dental degree was not accepted due to
the resistance of the National Association of Dental Examiners and most State
Boards®. British-mandated Palestine seemed to provide a haven for
immigration until the MacDonald white paper of 1939, which reduced Jewish
emigration drastically7. While more German Jews, including many dentists,
migrated to Palestine in the years 1933-1936 than to any other country, the
numbers are surprisingly small, especially in view of the Haavara Transfer
Agreement which allowed Jews to transfer a larger share of their capital to
Palestine than elsewhere®. The reason for the reluctance of German Jews to
emigrate to Palestine, especially among academic groups such as dentists,
was its backwardness and remoteness. Dentists, however, had the advantage
that they could practice there with a German dental degree. The G.M.C. in
Britain used the same regulations for Palestine as for Britain, which was the
Dental Act of 1878, sections 9 and 10, which allowed foreign dentists to
practice providing that they could prove that they were properly trained and had
the necessary documents®.

4 Ash, Mitchell G. & Séliner, Alfons, Forced Migration, p- 18

5 Rubinstein, William D., The Myth of Rescue , London, Routledge, 1997, p. 33

¢ Kremenak, Nelly. W. and Squier.Christopher, Pioneers in Oral Biology, Journal of Dental Education
66, No. 1, Jan. 2002, p. 9

7 Mendes-Flohr, Paul R. and Renharz, Jehuda, The Jew in the Modern World, Oxford, Oxford
University Press, 1990, p. 467

8 Rubinstein, William D., The Myth of Rescue, London, Routledge, 1997, p. 30

® The Dentists Register, London, Constable, 1933, p. xvl



Britain would appear to be the best choice for German and Austrian
refugee dentists, especially in 1938 and 1939 when the number of countries
receiving refugees was rapidly shrinking. German dentists with a D.M.D.
degree from a German university dental school should have been acceptable to
the G.M.C. licensing authorities since the dental curriculum in both countries
was almost completely compatible. In both countries the time taken for
studying amounted to four years'®. For purposes of comparison, a “schedule”
was prepared so that the time spent on the various subjects in the curriculum
could be compared for each candidate against the British template and this
added up to four years’ study. In relation to Austrian dentists, who started to
appear in Britain after the Anschluss in 1938 in large numbers, a more difficult
problem existed. After acquiring an M.D. degree at the University of Vienna,
only two years’ dental training was necessary before practising dentistry. This
was considered inadequate by British standards, although after 1935 when an
examination and a diploma was set up in Austria, the G.M.C. in 1938 chose to
accept this despite the disproportionate lack of training'".

In the 1930s Britain was largely seen as a port of transit as far as
refugees were concemned'?. Passports were therefore stamped on entry to the
country allowing a stay of somewhere between 4-12 weeks'>.

Home Office policy was to restrict closely the admission of foreign
doctors and dentists who wished to set up in practice in Britain after being
admitted to the British Medical and Dentists Registers. Since March 1935 the
rule had been not to permit foreigners to engage in medical practice in Britain
save in the most exceptional circumstances and the same rule had been
applied in cases of foreign dentists since February 1936'. The Home Office
incorporated the insecurities of the British Dental Association and other dental
political groups and tured against prospective continental immigrants who
despite their often superior academic qualifications were stigmatised as

untrained in “national methods”, “conditions” and “language™'>. Similar

1% The minutes of the General Medical Council (G.M.C. London) Volumes 1933-1939. Reports on the

Applications for Registration of Foreign dentists under the Dentists Act 1878.

"'"The General Medical Council minutes (dental education and examination sub-committee), comments

of the Chairman, November 1938

121 ondon, Louise, Whitehall & the Jews, 1933-1948, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2000,
.18

& Passport samples supplied by families of refugee dentists via Association of Jewish Refugees

Journal

Y British Dental Journal, 1% July 1937, 62: p. 51

5 Admissions and removals from the register, British Dental Journal, Vol. 61, July 1936, p. 724



sentiments were expressed by A.E. Rowlett'®. He was a general dental
practitioner and Secretary of the Fédération Dentaire Infemationale. He was
also a friend of Dr. Ernst Stiick, the Reichzahnarztfuhrer'’. Having described
the problems of non-Aryan colleagues, it stated that “we offer sympathy but no
city of refuge for the door which the hand of compassion might open is firmly
closed in obedience to our own law of national necessity and duty.”

The Board of Deputies of British Jews issued a guarantee in 1933 that
no refugee would become a burden on public funds. All expense, whether
temporary or permanent, accommodation or maintenance would be borne by
the Jewish community without ultimate charge to the state'®. Jewish leaders
intended the refugees’ stay to be temporary and re-emigration played a crucial
part in their proposals. It was accepted by the Board of Deputies that many of
the refugees would be made up of the professional classes following the
German law of 7" April 1933 for the reconstruction of the civil service. The
Board saw the danger of this type of refugee as raising the profile for anti-
Semitism.

As if all these problems were not enough, in May 1940 most of the
dental refugees were arrested and interned on the Isle of Man'®. The British
press saw refugees as potential fifth columnists and it was not until the sinking
of the Arandora Star that was taking refugees to Canada that this attitude
changed and internment ceased”.

Britain possessed fewer dentists of whom a smaller proportion were
qualified than any other western nation. The Dentists Register of 1936%' shows
14,505 dentists of whom 6,462 (44.55%) were registered under the provisions
of the Dentists Acts of 1878 and 1921, which meant that they had been throUgh
an apprenticeship but had not been formally trained in a dental school. This
works out at roughly one dentist to every 3,300 people?’. The medical historian
Webster noted that in the British Dental Association Review of 1941 National
Health Insurance dental benefit was dismissed as a breakdown service®.
Dental disease was serious and widespread with a lamentable failure to

16 Rowlett, A. E., The Austrian Dental Profession and the Anschluss, British Dental Journal, Vol. 65,

1% August 1938, p. 161

17 Haussermann, Ekkhard, Deutsche Zahnirzte 1933 bis 1945, Zahndrztliche Miueilungen, p. 18
181 ondon, Louise, Whitehall & the Jews, p. 28

' Gilman, Peter and Lennie, Collar the Lot, London, Quartet Books 1980, p. 161

2 Gilman, Peter and Lennie, Collar the Lot, p. 192

2! The Dentists Register 1936, London, Constable, p. LXXXI

22 The Dentists Register 1938, London, Constable

B Webster, C., The Health Services Since the War, London, 1957, p. 357



appreciate the importance of dental hygiene and a danger to health of oral
sepsis. The demand for even the available services was very low and where
treatment was sought the only treatment usually possible was wholesale
extraction of teeth and the provision of dentures.

On 3™ October 1910, William Hunter, a lecturer in pathology at Charing
Cross Hospital in London published a paper in The Lancef?* indicting dentistry
as the cause of what he called “oral sepsis”, which in turn caused rheumatic
and all other types of chronic disease. He suggested the chief seat of sepsis
was the gum tissues and that the cause or connection between the sepsis and
its ill-effects could be demonstrated by the simple expedient of removing the
teeth and noting the striking effect that occurred. Hunter's theory seemed to
give the seal of approval for the British “rush for dentures”. After a quarter of a
century of providing a major influence on the practice of medicine and dentistry,
the focal infection theory fell into disrepute partly due to the excesses
committed in its name®.

In Austria, dentistry was a post-graduate medical specialism whereas in
Britain it was regarded as a low-grade profession which still retained the aura of
a craft skill?®. The dental profession in Germany followed its Austrian
counterpart with the major emphasis on research and the relationship between
research and practice. However, unlike its Austrian counterpart, dentistry in
Germany was independent of medicine. In the 1920s German dentistry tended
to follow the American route which had been based on the Gies Report?.
Although American dentistry had been renowned throughout the western world
for its technical excellence, serious doubts arose concerning the quality of care
following Hunter’s paper on oral sepsis. The Gies Report acknowledged the
validity of Hunter’s charge that dentists too often were ignorant of fundamental
truths connected with the anatomy, physiology and pathology of teeth and that
American dentistry although being technically advanced, was weak in its
biological foundation. The Gies Report called for a more vigorous research
enterprise in dentistry and this was to be taken up in the late 1930s by the
leaders of dental education in the Chicago dental schools. This thesis will
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demonstrate that German and Austrian dental training was far more advanced
than that in Britain.

In Britain there was an almost total lack of dental research. The first
time this was addressed was in a report of the Nuffield Foundation in 1943
which supported an advisory committee on dental education and research®®. In
keeping with its place in the medical hierarchy, there were no dentists on the
committee. However it virtually reiterated point by point the urgent need for
dental research as outlined in the Gies Report some 17 years before.

Following the Anschluss in Austria in March 1938, the University of
Vienna dismissed more than 75% of their world-renowned medical facuity®.
Among the senior faculty members forced to abandon their homes and careers
on the basis of racial persecution were three internationally respected leaders
in the biological sciences basic to dentistry®®. Bernhard Gottlieb was the leader
of the so-called “Vienna School” of researchers who also practiced dentistry.
Gottlieb together with Harry Sicher and Joseph Peter Weinmann had all applied
to the G.M.C. in Britain for permission to practice and also hopefully to teach®".
American dentistry was alerted to the excellence of the Vienna School by the
papers that were given at the 1926 meeting of the Feédération Dentaire
Intemationale (F.D.1) in Philadelphia where Gottlieb’s series of enlarged
histopathologic micro-photographs of the structural changes of severe
periodontal disease were presented®”, The three dental schools in Chicago:
North-western, Loyola and the University of lllinois, had during the 1930s
started to implement the findings of the Gies report and moved rapidly to offer
academic positions to the members of the Vienna School.

Harry Sicher was turned down by the G.M.C. in London despite the
considerable efforts of Esther Simpson who was the secretary of the Society for
Protection of Science and Learning (S.P.S.L.)33. Joseph Peter Weinmann also
applied to the G.M.C. for registration and was due to be interviewed by the joint
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committee on refugee dentists on 31% December 1938*. According to the
minutes Weinmann failed to attend, obviously taking up the invitation to go to
the United States instead. Weinmann was a prolific researcher and published
more than 160 articles on bone physiology and pathology, amelogenesis,
normal and pathologic oral epithelium and periodontal disease®. His greatest
achievement was the creation of a department of periodontology and oral
pathology at the University of lllinois that for 20 years trained many post-
graduate students who would lead academic dentistry in the United States and
elsewhere in the world.

The original stimulation for this research project stems from discussions
with Professor Harry Sicher during the mid-1960s when | was a post-graduate
student at the University of Pennsylvania School of Dental Medicine. His
graphic accounts of the problems of dental refugees in the 1930s stayed with
me. My interest was further stimulated by the considerable number of refugee
dentists who worked in the medical area of the West End of London and
referred patients for specialist periodontal therapy to my practice. | wrote down
many of the conversations in the hope that one day | would have the time to
write up the history of this amazing group of refugees and the contributions that
they had made to British dentistry.

This thesis should ideally have been written 25 years ago when many of
the refugee dentists were still active. At the present time only three living
refugees could be contacted and they were happy to be interviewed. It was
therefore necessary to try to contact the families of deceased refugee dentists
in the hope that they had kept much of the documentation including passports,
letters and photographs. Fortunately an advertisement in the Association of
Jewish Refugees (A.J.R.) magazine proved to be very successful. It was also
possible to elicit a substantial amount of information from Paul Weindling’s
archive of medical and dental refugees based at Oxford Brookes University.
The data was set out on a standard form either by the refugee involved or one
of his close family outlining his personal history. The major breakthrough as far
as research was concerned was in getting permission to use the G.M.C.
microfiche archive which extended from 1922-1956. It took many months of
negotiation before permission was finally obtained. Fortunately the names of
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the refugees who had been acceded to or denied were printed in the G.M.C.
Minutes year by year from 1933-1945. These names could be cross-
referenced to the microfiche archive to obtain the data on the individual
refugees. A further major help was the Dentists Register of the G.M.C. and
notably the Foreign List situated at the back of the Annual Register.

This thesis examines and analyses the plight of German and Austrian
refugee dentists 1933-45 and the British authorities’ response to them. There
is now an extensive historiography on Jewish refugees’ attempts to come to
Britain during the 1930s and 1940s to escape the ever-increasing persecution
by the Third Reich.*” Data is also available on doctors and medical scientists*®
and nurses®®. In contrast, information on dental refugees is virtually non-
existent with the exception of the personal written experiences of Desider Furst
and his daughter Lilian*® who arrived in Britain in March 1938 from Vienna.

The aim of this thesis is to show that British policy towards refugee
German and Austrian dentists in the 1930s was totally ungenerous, to the
detriment of the dental health of the country which was in a parlous state. Over
1000 dentists and dental researchers should have been taken “en bloc”.
Instead the majority either died or disappeared during the holocaust.
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LITERATURE REVIEW
Adolf Hitler took office as Chancellor of the German Republic on 30"

January 1933. Nazi policy towards the Jews was rapidly put into effect and
was to be one of rescinding Jewish emancipation and to eliminate Jews from
pubilic office and from economic and cultural life*!. The exclusion of Jews from
German medical and dental practice was achieved through a combination of
propaganda, harassment and legislation*2. According to Efron*®, the
programme of National Socialist discrimination against Jewish doctors and
dentists occurred in three phases. In the first phase, the Law of 7™ April 1933
for the Reconstruction of the Civil Service, Jewish doctors and dentists were
expelled from the National Insurance scheme and were replaced with Aryans.
This virtually signalled the end of viable Jewish dental practices and dentists
were largely restricted to treating fellow Jews. The Nuremberg laws of 1935
forbade the licensing of new dentists of Jewish descent. The second phase
began in the summer of 1938 when Jewish dentists and doctors were
decertified; thus began the migration of the largest group of highly trained
scholars and professionals that the world has seen. Michael Kohn*, in
discussing the chronology of the dismissal of dentists, emphasises the fact that
exceptions were made in the 1933 laws for exclusion of Jewish dentists
working in the German health insurance scheme, for those who had served on
the front in the first world war or who had sons or fathers who had fallen in the
war and who had set up their practices before 15t August 1914. However, the
13™ February 1935 law however specifically stated that non-Aryan dentists
were no longer permitted to practice in the health insurance service under any
circumstances so that the exceptions for war veterans and those who set up
practice prior to 1914 no longer applied. Although the so-called Jewish
question was a central part of its rhetoric and ideology when the Nazi party
came to power, it had no idea about what practical steps to take between 1933
and 1936%. In the final phase, which covered the war years, any healthcare for
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Jews was confined to the few Jewish hospitals permitted to remain open by the
Nazis*.

In 1933 there were approximately 1,150 Jewish dentists practising in
Germany. By 1936 this had been reduced to 750*’. Anti-Semitism directed
against the medical and dental professions from Germany and Austria was not
a creation of the Nazi party, however, but finds its origins in the 1840s where
there was an undercurrent of anti-Semitism that replaced religious
discrimination with a secular concept of the Jews as a separate race*®. Atthe
beginning of the 20th century, within the increasingly urbanised and rapidly
enlarging Jewish communities in the big cities with universities such as Berlin,
Frankfurt, Breslau and Heidelberg, university trained professionals were no
longer considered outsiders and opted for the professions that were open to
them in medicine, dentistry and law*S. Nearly half of all Jews attending
German universities in 1900 were studying medicine or dentistry. At the turn of
the century about 50% of Vienna's doctors and 63% of its dentists were
Jewish®. This preponderance of Jewish doctors and dentists was a lightening
rod for anti-Semites. Jewish doctors and dentists were rarely able to rise to
high levels in the academic areas of the medical and dental schools due to anti-
Semitism®'. The majority of Jewish doctors and dentists therefore went into
private practice or into the insurance system that had originally been set up by
Bismarck in 1883 and which set a pattern of state-regulated social welfare®?,

Anti-Semites tirelessly repeated the claim that the Jews had introduced a
culture of commerce into medical and dental practice echoing the sentiments of
those who railed against Jewish doctors in the Middle Ages®. The charge was
that the Jewish doctor and dentist did not see the healing of the sick as a
learned profession, but as a means to earn money>*. Anti-Semitism in the
University of Vienna was more vitriolic from the late19th Century onwards. In
Germany, the anti-Semitic movement also continued to grow, together with a
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backlash against Jews in medicine and dentistry. In German universities, anti-
Semitism manifested itself largely as the exclusion of Jews from medical and
dental fraternities and the refusal of German duelling fraternities to accept
challenges from Jews®. According to one historian, “the multi-ethnic Hapsburg
empire was the cradle of the most successful modern political movement based
on anti-Semitism to emerge anywhere in 19th Century Europe™®. During the
Weimar Republic (1919-1933), the economic outlook was precarious for
German doctors and dentists. They were confronted with professional
overcrowding, insufficient numbers of patients and inter-generational battles
between younger and older doctors and dentists, scrambling for patients and
experiencing a decline in earningss7. The growth of anti-Semitism in the
German medical and dental professions was tied to this broader climate of
dissatisfaction with the economic organisation of the professions.

There are several elements to this dissatisfaction. First, the Jews were
a conspicuous and growing minority within the medical and dental community.
Secondly, they also played an active role in the administration of Germany’s
social insurance companies, companies the Nazis would later identify with
Jewish Bolshevist capitalism®®. Long-term hostility to the Jews in German and
Austrian medicine and dentistry caused German doctors and dentists to
become the most easily Nazified of any of the professional groups®. On 3™
August 1929 the National Socialist German Doctors League was founded at a
Nuremberg rally and they were joined by dentists in 1932. The eagerness of
German doctors and dentists to join this organisation saw its membership rise
from 2,786 in January 1933 to 11,000 by October and by 1942 there were
42,000 doctors and dentists who were members®’. Odette Keun®" berated the
Jews themselves for failing to take seriously the warnings provided by the
Nazis in the nine years before 1933 as to what their fate would be.

The urbanisation of the German Jewish population, like its demographic
development, had anticipated a trend towards leaving the countryside among
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the general population for some time prior to the Nazi period. In 1933 this trend
had accentuated because of the economic dislocations of the Depression and
had concentrated 49.6% of the country’s Jewish population in six German
cosmopolitan cities, Berlin, Frankfurt, Breslau, Hamburg, Cologne and
Leipzig62 Of this urban community, between 250-300,000 either chose or were
forced to emigrate by 1939 but nearly the majority, some 250,000 remained
behind. Many of them escaped in the final months before the start of the
second world war but nearly one in four German Jews (over 120,000) perished.
A further 134-144,000 Jews emigrated from Austria, the majority after the
Anschluss in March 193863.

Alan Steinweis&4 quotes Friedrich Burgdorfer, one of Germany’s leading
statisticians who analysed the Jewish census published in 1936. He showed
that 500,000 Gtauben Juden, together with 50,000 Reform full Jews, 200,000
half-Jews and 100,000 quarter-Jews, amounted to the alarming figure of
850,000. After the Anschluss 300-400,000 had to be added, even taking into
account emigration since 1933. Over a million people with Jewish ancestry
lived within the borders of the expanded Greater Germany. The figures quoted

by Straussb of 1,500 Jewish dentists would, therefore, seem to be too low.
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The Home Office, following the Anschluss in Austria, resolved that visas
were needed to check the flow of both Austrian and German refugees. This
was to prevent the accumulation of undeportable status aliens in Britain and the
fears of fostering the growth of anti-Semitism although the latter was a
subsidiary factor®. This changeover to visas came into force on 21% May 1938.
Viennese dentist Desider Furst in his autobiography, Home is somewhere else,
describes the necessity of getting a visa to anywhere in order to get out what
had become a gigantic prison®. Furst followed up a rumour that the British
would allow in a select group of Austrian dentists and allow them to requalify
and he registered on the list of dentists whose names were forwarded to the
Home Office. It struck him as a fantastic fairy tale too good to be true. As a
guarantor he gave the name and address of an English patient who he had
treated®®. Furst ended up by buying a visitor’s visa to Liberia: while he knew
they would never go there, “no other country would have given us a transit visa
for fear that we might try to stay™®®. The visa in question allowed them to leave
Vienna for Brussels. During their stay in Brussels, a letter arrived from Vienna
' stating that Desider Furst was one of the 40 Austrian dentists selected for
immigration into Britain but that he would be required to study for six months in
an English dental school and pass the final examination of the Royal College of
Surgeons. A visa to this end was also enclosed™.

By 1939 Jewish emigration from the Reich had become a major
European problem. A total of 226,000 Jews are estimated to have left
Germany between the Nazi seizure of power and the beginning of the war. A
further 134-144,000 emigrated from Austria making a total of 360-370,000
émigré Jews who left the expanded borders of the Third Reich between 1933
and 1939: this represented more than one third of the approximately 913,000
Jews who lived in this area in 19337". Included in these figures are some 1,104
German and Austrian dentists who attempted to migrate to Britain. Of this
number, only 299 had their credentials acceded to by the G.M.C.”2. As time

went on the proportion of assets which it was possible for the Jewish emigrant
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to transfer abroad decreased. A Reichsfluchtsteuer, or emigration tax, was first
introduced in 1931 and was conceived as a fiscal deterrent against capital
flight. The Reichsfluchtsteuer tax was originally imposed on persons owning
upwards of RM 200,000 or owning RM 20,000 in property in 1931. In 1934 the
tax base was changed to include those owning RM 50,000 at any time since
1931 or having earned above RM 20,000 per annum since that date. The
increase in flight taxes by 422% had to be paid by refugees in 1938/1939 and
corresponds roughly to the increase in emigration from Germany following
Kristalinacht. The data suggests clearly that the more wealthy German Jews
emigrated in 1932, 1933 and 1934 in the earlier years of the Nazi regime™. In
1938 it was almost impossible for Jewish emigrants to transfer any of their
remaining assets abroad’®. This meant that the majority of German and
Austrian dentists arriving in Britain were virtually penniless, although some
were able to crate up their dental equipment and send it to Britain via a
sponsor’>

Britain's immigration laws and the way they were implemented played a
crucial role in the treatment of refugee German and Austrian dentists in their
attempts to emigrate to Britain in the 1930s. During most of the 19th century
there was a lack of official hostility to immigrants and this was due to the
relatively small numbers. Emigration of British subjects to the colonies (e.g.
Canada and Australia) and the United States relieved the pressure of
overpopulation whilst amongst the immigrants many treated Britain as a port of
call en route to North America’. The 1905 Aliens Act was first introduced to
stem the ever-increasing influx of Jews from Eastern Europe’’. In order to
preserve the British tradition of granting refuge, an inclusion was made in the
1905 Act in relation to asylum seekers. No mention was made of racial
persecution or refigious persecution™. As far as aliens were concerned, liberal
treatment by the British government was overthrown in 1905 and was never to
return’.

The Aliens Act of 1905 was a watershed in British history, marking as it
did a victory for the opponents of unrestricted alien access into Britain. It was
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the first such legislation to be passed in peacetime. In the context of what was
to follow, it was the point at which the liberal “open door” approach to
immigration began to close, a process that was to continue throughout the 20th
century®®.

Two new acts instituted the statutory basis for immigration control in the
inter-war period. The Aliens Restriction Act of 1914 gave the Home Secretary
a free hand to regulate aliens as he saw fit. The 1914 act was amended in
1919 so that the provisions would apply permanently and were not limited to
wartime®!. This simple but devastating change converted emergency
legislation into general law and confirmed the style of UK emigration®?,

Jewish refugees who had left Germany owing to persecution or fear of
persecution had now begun to arrive at the ports in Britain. They were given
permission to land as visitors for a limited period. The number of aliens rapidly
started to increase far in excess of the normal traffic. Many of them admitted to
the immigration officer that they were refugees. The bulk of this increase was
due to an influx of Germans, mostly Jews of the professional classes, including
doctors and dentists. Formal notification was given to other Government
departments that the Home Office had adjusted their practice in order to control
the entry of refugees.®

The Anschluss produced a noticeable increase in the number of Jews
with Austrian passports arriving at the ports. Whereas in Germany the
restrictions on the Jewish community were introduced gradually over a number
of years, in Vienna they struck immediately and with full force.** The Home
Office now resolved that visas were needed to check the flow of both Austrians
and Germans; the main concern was to prevent the accumulation of
undeportable stateless aliens in Britain®. Louise London, in her analysis of the
factors qualifying people for entry into Britain, concludes that it was not the
sympathy for the persecution that they were trying to leave behind but what the
émigrés could bring into the country with them. For some, the key to admission
was their capital assets, expertise or learning, others qualified through their
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youth. Persons aged over 45 were usually regarded as unsuitable, although
some exceptions were made on strong personal or compassionate grounds®.
Thus the principles of selection emphasised the needs of Britain, the country of
refuge, rather than the plight of the refugee .  Alongside the statutory code,
Britain’s prerogative powers of the Crown continued and the Government of the
day exercised them without the need for Parliamentary approval. In this way
the Home Office was able to take arbitrary action against aliens®®. Britain was
largely seen as a port of transit which meant that entrants needed to have the
prospects of re-emigration®.

Refugee dentists attempting to come to Britain from Germany and
Austria had a further barrier to overcome. The Dental Education and
Examination Sub-committee of the G.M.C. implemented the provisions of the
Dentists Act of 1878. Sections 9 and 10 of the Act enabled the G.M.C. to
authorise the registration of foreign dentists on the Dentists Register without
further examination providing that the applicants showed that they had obtained
a certificate granted in a foreign country (Approbation) which was recognised
by the G.M.C. as furnishing sufficient guarantees of the possession of the
requisite knowledge and skill for the efficient practice of dentistry or dental
surgery9°. Being on the Foreign List of the G.M.C. Dentists Register did not
entitle a refugee dentist to practice. Permission had to be obtained from the
Home Office before they were allowed to open a practlce in Britain. They also
had to register with the local police®'.

The medical and dental professions registered immediate alarm at the
prospect of increasing numbers of refugee doctors and dentists. Lord
Templewood (the previous Home Secretary Sir Samuel Hoare) in his memoirs
Nine Troubled Years™ wrote

When for instance | attempted to open the door to Austrian
doctors and surgeons, | was met by the obstinate resistance of the
medical profession. Unmoved by the worldwide reputation of the
doctors and dentists of Vienna, its representatives, adhering to the
strict doctrine of the more rigid trade unionists, assured me that
British medicine had nothing to gain from new blood and much to
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lose from foreign dilution. It was only after long discussions that |
was able to circumvent the opposition and arrange for a strictly
limited number of doctors and dentists to enter the country and
practice their profession. | would gladly have admitted the Austrian
medical schools en bloc for the help that many of these doctors
subsequently gave to our war effort seemed to prove how great was
the country’s gain from the new Diaspora and how much greater it
might have been if professional interests had not restricted its
scope.

A.J. Sherman's book Island Refuge®® discusses the humanitarian issue
involved with the plight of refugees to which ministers such as the Home
Secretary, Sir Samuel Hoare were notably responsive. This outlook had to be
weighted against the dilemmas posed by the still large unemployment issue.
There was also pressure from anti-refugee groups within certain organised
professions and associations and a pervasive reluctance to accept any sizeable
number of foreigners, whoever they might be, into Britain. Sherman feels that
when the balance sheet is nevertheless drawn up and Britain’s refugee policy
compared with that of other countries, it emerges in the context of the pre-war
period as comparatively compassionate and maybe even generous®. Norman
Bentwich?® discusses the history of the Anglo-Jewish effort towards German
and Austrian refugees and believes that the conduct of the refugee
organisations and of various individuals such as Otto Schiff (see REFUGEE
ORGANISATIONS) were exemplary.

Bernard Wasserstein® is sympathetic and even positive about the efforts
made by the Anglo-Jewish leadership taking into account the difficulties of the
period. This would include the Board of Deputies of British Jews which was the
most influential, the Chief Rabbinate headed by Dr. Hertz, the Jewish Refugees
Committee, founded in 1933 by Otto Schiff and the Central British Fund for
Jewish Relief and Rehabilitation, also formed in 1933. Particularly important
was the formal guarantee of 1933 by the Board of Deputies of British Jews that
no refugee would become a charge on public funds. Wasserstein states that it
was very doubtful that the British government would have admitted so many

refugees to the country at a time of high unemployment and considerable anti-
Semitism. He states that Britain’s record on the Jewish question during the
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Nazi period was unimpressive although that of other countries was often far
worse. Wasserstein was perhaps the first of a new school of British historians
who began to reappraise the role of the British government as well as that of
Anglo-Jewry and the pendulum now seems to swing sharply in the direction of
adverse criticism®. David Cesarani®® makes a scathing attack on the Board of
Deputies of British Jews and especially its President, Neville Laski. Cesarani
maintains that the Board as leaders had ceased to represent the mass of
British Jewry and that matters only started to change with the election of Selig
Brodetsky®.

Richard Bolchover'® is a revisionist historian who maintains that the
Holocaust and the period before were a supreme crisis facing western Jewry
but which was marginalized by British Jews. Bolchover pointed to the fact that
they were preoccupied with fears of increased domestic anti-Semitism. He
concludes that Jews were hamstrung by the political philosophy of
emancipation and their belief that they were bound by contract with a British
society that determined how they should behave. In consequence Anglo-
Jewish political strategy was to maintain a low profile and shun any suggestion
of Jewish autonomy'®".

Jeffrey Alderman'® is equally sweeping in his criticism of the Anglo-
Jewish leadership, emphasising how communal policy resulted and was
designed to result in the admission into Britain of a minimum number of Jews
from a particular social and economic background and of a particular age. This
would provide a further barrier to professionals such as dentists for example,
who found it difficult to enter Britain despite their qualifications.

William D Rubinstein'® in the conclusion to his book, states that “turn to
any proposal for rescue you wish, one will invariably find either that it was
wholly impractical (and very likely irrelevant) or not actually proposed by
anyone at the time”. He also argues that the refugee policies of the western
world in the years 1933-1940 were remarkably generous. This generosity did
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not seem to extend to well-qualified dentists attempting to immigrate to Britain
during the 1930s.

Pamela Shatzkes in her book Holocaust and Rescue,'™

emphasises
the fact that the government saw the Jewish refugee problem as a side issue of
the war. Nazi Germany did not see it this way and nor did the Jews. Her
findings also uphold Wasserstein’s contention that conscious anti-Semitism
should not be regarded as an adequate explanation of official government
behaviour'®. In viewing the role of Anglo-Jewry during the 1930s she feels that
the leadership was far from indifferent to the tragedy of European Jewry but
was impotent to act directly. The poor reputation of Anglo-Jewry’s leadership is
the natural concomitant of its intrinsic inadequacy. This has to be balanced
against the selfless efforts of the community as evidenced by the large number
of refugee committees and the extraordinary number of unpaid volunteers who
staffed them.

Jewish professionals, including dentists, constituted collectively an
industrious achievement-orientated group with a spirit of enterprise and a
dynamic urge to succeed'®. Jewish refugee dentists arriving in Britain were
often penniless and spoke poor, accented English. Werner E. Mosse draws a
distinction between the German-speaking Jewish refugees of the 1930s and
Jewish immigrants from Eastern Europe during the period 1880 to 1914. The
German refugees came from a middle-class background and many of them had
been exposed to the quality of the German educational system. It was largely
the younger and more enterprising members of the German-speaking Jewish
community who tended to leave their countries of origin. A further selection
process was operated by the British immigration authorities by picking out the
eminent and the useful who were most likely to integrate and to succeed.
There thus occurred a double selection procedure, resulting in something like
an elite group of potential achievers. This combination of Jewish and German
characteristics, whether environmental or genetically based, provided some of
the tools for achieving success'”. Refugee committees, with one exception,
started to proliferate from 1933. The exception was the Jews’ Temporary
Shelter whose chairman was Otto Schiff. He was a city banker but was himself
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born in Germany. The temporary shelter had been in existence since the first
world war'®.

With the increasing size of the refugee community, combined with
political problems in 1933, the Central British Fund for German Jewry (C.B.F.)
was set up with five joint Presidents representing all sections of Anglo-Jewry'®,
Schiff, representing the C.B.F., led a deputation including the President of the
Board of Deputies of British Jews to the Home Office to assure the government
that no refugees admitted to Britain would be permitted to become a public
charge. This pledge was honoured up to the end of 1939 when, as a result of
the war, substantial financial contributions to public appeals could no longer be
secured''®. Money was raised by public appeals and in the first ten months
over £200,000 was subscribed and by 1939 this had risen to £500,000'"". A
sister organisation was set up by the C.B.F. called the Jewish Refugee
Committee (J.R.C.) and this dealt with the cases of refugees including many
dentists, while the main C.B.F. organisation dealt with weighty political
problems 2. The J.R.C. was fathered by Otto Schiff and worked initially from
Woburn House and later Bloomsbury House. Al staff were volunteers'*,
Such “hands on” social service by men and women of independent means was
not unusual in the 1930s when academic education for social work was still in
its infancy in Britain''%. The J.R.C. was the main body of support for Jewish
refugee dentists who were not “too proud” as they tried to settle in Britain or for
those who wished to re-emigrate, usually to America or Palestine''>.

Non-Jewish organisations also played a role in helping academic
refugees. In April 1933 the Academic Assistance Council (A.A.C.), later the
Society for the Protection of Science and Learning, was set up on the initiative
of Lord Beveridge, then the Director of the London School of Economics. The
A.A.C., whose members were prominent academics and scientists, devoted its
efforts towards the placement of academic exiles in universities''®. There were
initially hardly any refugee scholars amongst its council members, and only
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very few Jewish members. Beveridge himself admitted that this was deliberate
to attest to the fact that this refugee organisation was a genuine British
initiative''”. The A.A.C. received £2,500 from the CBF and thereafter annual
increments but there was always a constant shortage of money''®. The
practical work of the A.A.C. concentrated on two areas: provision of an
academic information service about possible openings for temporary or long-
term employment at British or foreign universities and research institutions, and
the allocation of so-called “temporary maintenance grants”. Maintenance
grants were relatively modest, £250 for a married person and £182 for an
unmarried academic'’®. In 1936 the A.A.C. underwent a total restructuring
particularly financially and emerged in March 1936 as the Society for Protection
of Science and Learning (S.P.S.L.) with donations from some 2,000 subscribers
and funds from the CBF and the Lord Baldwin Fund'?’. The S.P.S.L. had very
little success with the placement of dental researchers and clinicians and had to
deputise the placement of the majority of these dentists to other less well
funded and placed organisations'?!

The Germany Emergency Committee (G.E.C.) was set up on 7™ April
1933 by the Meetings for Sufferings of the Society of Friends'??. Staff of the
G.E.C. was small with only 10 relief workers'®. In view of the restrictive British
immigration policy which allowed refugees to enter this country only for a
limited period of time, they were offered support but the major task was to
handle the necessary negotiations with the Ministry of Labour and the Home
Office so that these immigrants could be entitled to work'?*, Many foreign,
mainly Jewish, dentists with their names on the G.M.C. Dentists Register were
not allowed to practice following the February 1936 ban by the Home Office'®.
The G.E.C. was of particular help to Jewish dentists, some of whom had been
helped out of Germany and especially Austria after the Anschluss and were
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supported in Britain and their children sent to school with the funds they
provided'?.

By the time war broke out on 3™ September 1939, somewhere between
55,000'% and 74,000 men, women and children of German and Austrian
descent were living in Britain'?®, Several thousand of these were long-term
residents including the dentists who had made their homes in Britain many
years before. The great majority however were refugees from Nazi Germany.
By far the largest number of refugees were Jews who had arrived in increasing

129

numbers as Nazi persecution gathered pace after the Anschluss'<®. Included in

this number were 299 dentists'®.,

The British Government believed that a small number of refugees could
be subversives who might pose a risk to national security. The precedent for
this was a policy of mass internment that had been followed in the first world
war where 29,000 aliens were imprisoned'!.

During the autumn of 1939 the Home Office set up tribunals across
Britain, whose responsibility was to place all “aliens” into one of three
categories: A for those considered to be of high risk, to be immediately
interned; B for those who had not to be interned but instead to be subjected to
restrictions, and C for those who were considered no risk and could remain at
liberty. By January 1940 out of almost 80,000 cases considered, around three
quarters were considered category C'*2. By this time the 299 German-Austrian
dentists on the Foreign List of the G.M.C. would have been included under
category C'*%. On 10" June, with a deteriorating war situation, Churchill issued
the instruction “collar the lot” and at this time all class C men under the age of
70 were interned in transit camps all over Britain before being shifted in the
general direction of Liverpool. This bought the total number of internees to
27,200 which was perilously close to the figure of 29,000 reached in the first
world war™*.  Internment affected most of the refugee dentists who came to

Britain after the February 1936 ban, including the Austrian 40. Refugee
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dentists such as Max Walter, Hans Turkheim, Walter Reif and Meinert Marks,
who came earlier, often with high academic standards gained in Germany, had
time to build successful practices and had more influence to avoid internment
via their well-known patients.

Desider Furst in his book, Home is Somewhere Else, describes how he
was removed from his practice in Bournemouth during the police round-up of all
male aliens on channel coasts opposite Europe even before he was interned'.
Furst describes his four-month internment in the camp at Ramsey in the Isle of
Man and how he was allowed to carry out emergency dental treatment on
fellow inmates. He was eventually released after the change in public attitude
following the sinking of the Arandora Star. He was in fact released at the
beginning of September 1941 but he was not allowed to return to Bournemouth
since it was still a restricted area. Having lost everything, his only asset was
his licence to practice dentistry in Britain. Fritz Engel was also a Viennese
dentist. Like Furst, Engel was among the 40 Austrian dentists granted the
chance to requalify in Britain so they could eventually practice'®®. Engel was
interned in 1940, also on Ramsey on the Isle of Man. He was also allowed to
carry out dental treatment on his fellow internees. In contrast to Desider Furst,
Fritz Engel was allowed to return to his practice in Bournemouth.

In The Internment of Aliens Twentieth Century Britain, **’Kushner and
Burletson exposed the undemocratic, secretive and illiberal nature of mass
internment. Sponza and Kochan indicated the tragi-comic consequences.
The confusion, errors and blatant injustices which characterised the process
occurred due to the degree of secrecy, whereby an operation was made
unaccountable to the public and was also concealed from Parliament and the
Press.
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COMPARISON OF BRITISH, GERMAN AND AUSTRIAN DENTISTRY

The paths taken by the dental profession varied between countries,
even among those who shared a common language, such as Germany and
Austria. In Austria dentistry was dealt with as a post-graduate medical
specialty while in Germany, dental education developed in separate institutions
as was the case in the United States'®®. In both Germany and Austria dental
education and dental practice benefited from the strong research background of
the biological and medical sciences. The achievements of the Vienna Medical
School in the 19th Century enriched the scientific basis of every area of
medicine including the specialty of dentistry. This established a pathway that
would extend into the first part of the 20th century'®®. Moritz Heider'*®
proposed a philosophy for dental education that has echoed down the ages:
“the tooth must be seen in its connection with the entire organism”. As Erna
Lesky quotes, “Dentistry must not be considered as an independent theory
which is unconnected to medicine”'*!. In 1891 Julius Scheff published the
Handbuch der Zahnheilkunde [Handbook of Dentistry]'*? that made Vienna the
focus for dental research in the German-speaking countries. Scheff's book re-
emphasised the philosophy enunciated by Heider some 50 years earlier and
provided information not only on the macroscopic and microscopic anatomy of
the oral cavity but also on the relationships between dentistry and general
medicine’*3. The University of Vienna did not establish clinical training in
dentistry until 1890 and it was not until 1925 that Austria required practitioners
of medicine to have completed two years at dental school before they could
practice dentistry.

In Germany dentistry grew up unsystematically and emerged from the
efforts of dentists outside academia with or without medical qualifications. The
state was unwilling to engage with dentistry other than in an observer role. Up
to 1900 the government did not recognise dental disease in the way they
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recognised other disease processes such as Ear, Nose and Throat'*. At this
time therapy was often restricted to extractions at surgical poly-clinics and was
carried out by medical students. The training or teaching of dentists who did
not enjoy the same academic status as doctors was left to private initiatives.
As German dentistry approached the 20th century, it followed the role of the
American dental profession which was regarded as a model and dentistry grew
independently of medicine, eventually acquiring equal status. In 1919,
following the war, regional governments introduced the D.M.D. (Doctor of
Medicine & Dentistry) and took over the private institutions and many dental
schools started to appear, especially in larger cities such as Berlin, Frankfurt,
and Breslau'®. Somewhat belatedly the dental profession in Germany foliowed
its Austrian counterpart with the major emphasis on research and the
relationship between research and practice. However, unlike its Austrian
counterpart, dentistry in Germany was independent of medicine. Approbation
was achieved by the student after four years of study and this was followed by
a doctoral thesis one year later'®.

Although the beginning of scientific dentistry was making great strides in
Austria and later in Germany in the latter part of the 19th and early part of the
20th century, the true father of scientific dentistry came from Britain in the form
of William Hunter and his two books entitled the Natural History of the Human
Teeth, and A Practical Treatise on the Diseases of the Teeth, published in
1771. Several editions later, in 1839, they were published in Germany and
America'’. These works of genius came at a time when dentists were
principally blacksmiths and quacks and were charlatans to say the least'®.
The situation did not improve until the Royal College of Surgeons was allowed
to grant a licence in dental surgery (L.D.S.) in 1858 and by this time two dental
hospitals, the Royal Dental Hospital and University College Hospital, were set
up in 1860. These set the trend for the future, being dental hospitals in their
own independent right and independent of medicine’*®. Few dentists obtained
the new L.D.S. qualification partly because the only recognised dental hospitals

144 Eulner, Hans, The Development of Medical Specialties in the Universities of the German-speaking

areas, Stuttgart, Enke Verlag, 1970, p. 419

145 Eulner, Hans, The Development of Medical Specialties, p. 420

146 Fulner, Hans, The Development of Medical Specialties, p. 420

147 poswillow, David, Hunter the Dentist, Annals of the Royal College of Surgeons of England,
sgpplement 2005;87:p. 54

148 poswillow, David, Hunter the Dentist, p. 54

¥ Hillam, Christine, The Roots of Dentistry, London, British Dental Association, 1990, p. 42

25



were in London. In an attempt to raise dentistry above a craft skill administered
by incompetent amateurs, the Dentists Act of 1878 together with the first
Dentists Register was set up'™® and this was administered by the G.M.C. Only
those people who were on the Register could call themselves a dentist or
dental surgeon. There was an amnesty for those that were in practice before
the passing of the Act and did not have an L.D.S."'. Loopholes were found in
the Act and exploited from the first. Unregistered practice and blatant
exploitation by ignorant practitioners became so wide-spread that the Dentists
Act of 1921 was brought in by the Government to restrict the practice of
dentistry to registered persons'®2. Once again an amnesty was given to those
people who were engaged in dentistry in any five of the seven years
immediately preceding the Act or had attained the age of 23 years before the
commencement of this Act'®. The dental profession was therefore split into
two sections who were often at loggerheads, so-called “1921 men” and those
that had a dental qualification. In 1938 there were 14,680 names on the
Dentists Register of whom half had no dental training except an apprenticeship
compared to those who had four years of dental training to achieve the L.D.S.
of the Royal College of Surgeons. Britain possessed fewer dentists of whom a
smaller proportion were qualified compared to Germany or Austria'®,
According to Dr Harry Campbell’®®, “the British have the worst teeth in
the world, their condition beggars description”. Despite this, the demand for
dental treatment was low. In the second world war, only 5% of recruits to the
armed forces were dentally fit and in three ordnance factories surveyed, figures
sank to just 1%'%. Compared with other western nations Britain possessed
fewer dentists and a smaller proportion of qualified dentists, giving rise to a
poorer service and lower expectations among the public'®’. By 1938 there
were 14,680 dentists on the Dentists Register, roughly one dentist to every
3,300 people'®®. In the 1930s Britain was offered over 1,000 well-trained
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German and Austrian dentists. Paul Weindling'*® describes the situation well:
“With dentistry one was dealing with what in Austria was a post-graduate
medical specialism whereas in Britain it was regarded as a low-grade
profession which still retained the aura of a craft skill.” He points out the large
numbers of extractions in Britain contrasted to the more frequent treatment at
an early stage made possible by the Austrian and German sickness insurance
schemes. The professional insecurities of the British Dental Association and
other dental political groups were turned against the prospective Continental

immigrants who, despite their often superior academic qualifications, were often

stigmatised as untrained in national methods, and language'®°.

The Teviot Committee later reported in 1946'! and suggested that
20,000 dentists would be needed to meet the demands of a comprehensive
dental service. In 1953 it was noted that 24,000 dentists would be required to
produce a staffing standard equivalent to American dentistry'®2.  In the
circumstances, it was totally illogical to turn away over 700 German-speaking,
well-trained dentists during the 1930s.

British dental schools noted declining numbers of students from the
1920s onwards. The Royal Dental Hospital reached a low of 20 students in
1928, with only two women, and even in 1938 the average entry was 27'%.
The School also made the decision to stop admitting women. The British
Medical Association (BMA) and the Royal College of Surgeons staunchly
resisted the settlement of their persecuted German and Austrian colleagues'®.

Comparison of German and Austrian dentistry with that in Britain shows
a number of major differences. In Germany and Austria there was a blend
between scientific research and clinical practice, the best example being the
Jewish researchers of the Vienna School in the laboratories of Dr Bernhard
Gottlieb. All the members of this group had been students of Professor Julius
Tandler, the Professor of Anatomy who always emphasised the relationship
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between anatomy and clinical practice’®®. There were only two specifically
dental research laboratories in Britain: the very small Hampton and Hale
Laboratory at the Royal Dental Hospital under Wilfred Fish'® and the
laboratory of A.E.W. Mills at the London Hospital. Compared to their
compatriots on the continent British dentists, without the title Doctor, held
themselves in lower esteem and dentistry was largely looked upon as a craft
skill rather than a specialist branch of medicine'®’. The radical pressure groups
opposed to the immigration of German and Austrian dentists made up a
peculiar group of bed-fellows: the highly conservative elite of the hospitals and
Royal Colleges; the mass of general practitioners that either belonged to the
British Dental Association, the Incorporated Dental Society (non-university
trained) or the Public Dental Service Association'®®; and lastly the Board of
Deputies of British Jews and Jewish professional leaders who saw a threat of

rising anti-Semitism with prospective admission of cultured and university-

trained immigrants'®®.
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CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS AND DECREES LEADING TO THE
EXCLUSION OF NON-ARYAN AND POLITICALLY UNACCEPTABLE
DENTAL SURGEONS IN GERMANY 10 171

30th January 1933 - National Socialists seize power and Hitler appointed Reich
Chancellor.

15th March 1933 - The executive of the Reich Association of German Health
Insurance dentists, many of whom are Jews is replaced by National Socialists.
The leadership of the administrative officers of the Association of German
Health Insurance was transferred from the Berlin-based Alfred Kohn, who was
Jewish, to Ewald Grothe who had been a troop commander of the 42rd SS
standard.

17th March 1933 - Jewish doctors and dentists dismissed from Berlin city
hospitals.

24th March 1933 - Election of a new council of the Reich Association of
Dentists. Heading the new council was the Reich dentists leader, Dr Ernst
Stiick, a party member since 1930.

Figure 2 Doctor Ernst Stuck

1st April 1933 - Boycott of Jewish medical, dental and legal practices and
businesses. Posters as well as strategically positioned SS men alert the

populous to the presence of Jews in the neighbourhood.@
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Figure 3 Suse Schloss’ surgery 1933 (courtesy of Vernon Schloss)

7th April 1933 - The law ensuring the restoration of the civil service comes into
force. Paragraph 3(1) states “officials of non-Aryan descent must retire".
Among those affected were dentists with university appointments such as
Alfred Kantorowicz, Professor of Dentistry at Bonn University (see page
33712

22rd April 1933 - Decree concerning dentists permitted to work in health
insurance clinics. This applied to all non-Aryan doctors with the exception of
those who had served on the front line in the first world war, or who had sons or
fathers who had fallen in the war and who had set up their practices before 14
August 1914.

12 Interview with George Kantorowicz, son, 3rd December 2003
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Figure 4 Shulim Schatzberg’s medals gained during first world war

25th April 1933 - Law concerning oversubscription at German schools and
universities. This law laid down that the proportion of non-Aryans at schools
and universities must not exceed the proportion of non-Aryans in the
population. This effectively debarred any applicants for dental studies who
were of Jewish descent since their proportion was reduced from previously
being approximately 20% down to 1%.

May 1933 - Members of the Prussian Dental Association resigned their
positions. Of the total 19 members and representatives of the association, 11
were Berlin dentists, all of whom were of Jewish descent.

June 1933 - Decree concerning dentists and dental mechanics working in
health insurance. This decree was analogous to the one issued on 22rd April
debarring dentists from working in health insurance. This decree states:

1. Dentists and dental mechanics of non-Aryan descent or those
who have been communist supporters must cease to work. Such
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dentists and dental mechanics are also debarred from working in the
future.

2. Clause 1 does not apply to dentists or dental mechanics who have
been in practice since the 1%' August 1914 or who fought at the front
during the world war for the German Reich or its allies or whose
fathers or sons fell in the world war. Nor does this apply to dentists
who served at the front as dentists during the world war for the
German Reich or its allies or in a field hospital.

In this connection the Reich Law Gazette'”®

states “considered as non-
Aryan are those who are descended from non-Aryan and especially Jewish
parents or grandparents. This applies even where one parent or grandparent is
non-Aryan.” The clinics of the newly-founded Association of Dental Clinics

informed their dentists that they were no longer employable.

173 Reich Law Gazette 1, no. 37, 11" April 1933
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Talafonlach« AuiKiinft« unverbindlich

29th April 1933
Dear Colleague

Following the announcement in issue No. 18 of the "Dental News",
you have been accepted Into the RVdZD.

We are delighted to welcome you as a member and herewith
forward your membership card No. 1196. The death benefit will not
be made if you are engaged in temporary work.

We take this opportunity to ask you to inform us immediately it
arises of any change in your situation affecting your membership
(ceasing to be self-employed, doing casual work, change of
address, etc.) as such information is absolutely vital in order to
maintain our membership in efficient order, and if neglected can
lead to financial complications. Your membership dues from the
period 1¢ April to 3CT June are:

Reichs Dental Association RM 0.75
Regional Branch RM 2.40
Total: RM3.15

This subscription must be paid quarterly without prior request from
us into our account: Post Office account; Berlin no. 68211. The
subscriptions are due before the first day of each quarter.

Professionally and respectfully yours,

< LANDESVERBAND BERLIN E.V.

IM REICHSVERBAND DER ZAHNARZTE DEUTSCHLANDS
BERLINW BZ. d*n 20, Juni ]
EH?TA?,[LH |>>W9;>JT«N»m)
Zutchrlfun JMbr an dan Vafbani und

. nicht an aina Paraon odar ainialna Blalla
TR viGhan)
Harro Dr. Hans Lewinnek,

Berlin NW87.
KlopstockBtr.21. b/Kleln,

Sehr geehrter Herr Kollege 1

Hlarduroh t«il«n wir lhn«n h6fl. mit, daae Sie den vom
Helchenrbeitnminleterlum It. Verordnung vom 2. Juni 1933 uber dle_
Tatigkeit von Zahnarr.t«n bei den Krankinkaeaen gestellten Bidlngun
gen ( Itachwei« auereiohenden Kriege- beew. Vrontdienetee ) iweoka
Verwendung ala Kanaensahnarit bei den BVO - Kaaeen ( Betriebekrank
kuoeen, Allgemeine Ortakrunkenkaeeen, Innuagekrankenkaiaen - nloht
VZB ) nloht genligen. Daher lat mit dem 30. Juni da. lhre Zulaeeun
tu den genannten Kaaeengruppen erloaohen und Sie haben lhre kaeaen
tahnéarttliohe Tatigkeit ult diesem Tage elncuetellen.

Vir mUeeen Sie bitten, dae T - Schild am 1. Juli da. dem
Landesverband Berlin e. V. tu iberreichen.

Wir maohen darauf aufmerksam, daoa irgendeine Enteohuldl-
gung fur eine verspatete Rickgabe des Schilda« nloht anerkannt wer
den kann, aodaFebei nloht Innehaltung des Termine die Halfte des
nooh aua dem twelten Quartal da. Je. aueatehenden Honorars twecke
apaterer Regresaanapriiche seltene der Kaiiaa einbehalten werden mua

Ult kollegialer Hoohaohtung

Talafonlactr* AuafcUnft« unverbindlich.

281 June 1933
Dear Colleague

We respectfully inform you that according to the
decree of 2rdJune 1933 issued by the Reichs
Ministry of Labour governing dentists working for
medical health insurance companies, you do not
meet the requirements imposed (proof of sufficient
military war service at the front) for practicing as a
dentist at insurance clinics (business clinics, local
clinics or union clinics). Consequently your
authorization to work at the above-mentioned clinics
is withdrawn, and you must cease working as a
dentist at these clinics from today.

We must ask you to return your T-badge on 18July
to the Berlin Regional Branch of the Association.

We would draw your attention that no excuse can be
accepted for late return of the badge and that If the
date is not observed, half the remuneration for pay
claims from the clinic in the second quarter of this
year will be stopped.

Professionally and respectfully yours,

Figure 5 Letters (with translation) from RVdZD to Hans Lewinnek
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27" July - Decree affecting the association of Dental Health Insurance
Clinics of Germany. This decree incorporated all dentists working in the
Health Insurance Clinics into the newly founded Association of Dental Health
insurance Clinics of Germany. Membership of this Association was
obligatory and it comprised a register of all Reich dentists. The Association
was solely responsible for the relations of the individual health insurance
dentists to the health insurance service. Under the jurisdiction of the Reich
Minister of Labour, henceforth the exclusion of politically unacceptable and
non-Aryan dentists was implemented by the deletion or inclusion in this
register.

20" October — By order of the Prussian Ministry of Science, non-Aryan dental
students will no longer be allowed to qualify and were only awarded the title of
doctor if they renounced German nationality. (It is uncertain whether this order
was in fact implemented. It seems unlikely as an order issued by the Ministry
of the Interior on 5™ February 1933 made it mandatory to submit proof of non-
Aryan descent before being permitted to sit the dental examination and to
qualify.)

20" November 1933 — Supplementary clause added to decree concerning
dentists and dental mechanics working in health insurance. On 1 January
1934 in cities with a population exceeding 100,000, dentists whose spouses
were of non-Aryan descent were no longer admitted to work in statutory
health insurance. Non-Aryan women dentists would however be readmitted in
cases where the husband fell on active service during the first world war.

23" June 1934 - The allocation of foreign currency to emigrants was reduced
from 10,000 to 2,000 Reich marks. Furthermore this sum could only be
transferred indirectly. Significantly the limitation on the transfer of assets
made many wealthy Jews hesitant about emigration.

5t February 1935 — Permission to sit examinations and to qualify now
depended on dental students providing proof of Aryan descent. This
regulation, at least as far as the sitting of examinations was concerned, was
then eased for dentistry. This revision stated “non-Aryan dental candidates
who began their studies before the summer of 1933 are permitted to sit the

examination in the usual way without special consent being required from the
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Ministry of Health. This consent does not imply that by sitting the examination
the candidate will then be granted qualification.” Eva Glees'™ passed her
final examination at the University of Bonn in 1936 and obtained her D.M.D.
degree with a thesis on spirochetal infection of babies born to mothers with
syphilis. She was not allowed to register either her Approbation or Doctoral
degree and the relative paperwork was also withheld. Consequently the
G.M.C. did not accede to her being put on the Dentists Register in Britain until
1948. She worked during the war and afterwards looking after disabled
children in a Nursing Home. Eva Glees had her documents authenticated and
stamped by the University of Bonn in 1947.

13™ February 1935 — Third decree concerning the admission of dentists and
dental mechanics to work in health insurance. Non-Aryan dentists are no
longer permitted to practice in the health insurance service under any
circumstances, i.e. the exception for war veterans, war widows or
descendants and those who set up practice prior to 1914 would no longer
apply. Entry into the Reich dental register now depended on proof of Aryan
descent of the applicant as well as his spouse. All non-Aryans and all Aryans
married to non-Aryans existing in the register but no longer eligible were to be
struck off the register. Inspection of the proof of Aryan descent was no longer
as hitherto the province of the German Dental Association Board byt was now
undertaken by an expert in racial research appointed by the Reich Ministry of
the Interior.

9™ May 1935 — Fourth decree concerning the admission of dentists and
dental mechanics to work in health insurance. This redrafting of decree 3
“rescinded” the most drastic methods for non-Aryans namely the disbarring of
all non-Aryans and Aryan dentists with non-Aryan spouses. Consequently
only those dentists who had not already been admitted to the health insurance
service were to be struck off the register whereas all those who had been
disbarred for instance because they were married to non-Aryan spouses were
“re-instated”.

The reasons for this reinstatement may be that there had been a lobby
within the dental profession that was able to effect the reversal of this
disbarment measure. A possible motive may have been that it affected too
many Aryan dentists married to non-Aryans and that these managed to

' Interview with Eva Glees, 18™ August 2005
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influence the ministry via their professional organisations. It is also very likely
that disbarment on such a massive scale resulted in inadequate provision of
dental treatment being available to the residents of big cities such as Berlin
and Frankfurt where a high percentage of dentists were Jewish. The danger
was that this would have led to a change in the ratio of dental surgeons to
dental mechanics being admitted to the health insurance service to the
disadvantage of dental surgeons. The relative figures reveal that six dental
surgeons and four dental mechanics were to be readmitted per 15,000
insured patients. It is possible that the dental surgeons considered their non-
Aryan colleagues and particularly colleagues married to non-Aryans to be far
preferable to an influx into the Health Service of the despised dental
mechanics.

15" September 1935 — “The Niremberg Laws”. Reich Citizens law decreed
that only citizens with German nationality or with the same blood type could
be Reich citizens. “Law for the protection of German blood and German
honour”, for example marriage between Aryans and non-Aryans were
prohibited and such marriages were declared invalid. Non-Aryans were no
longer permitted to employ female citizens of German or similar blood types in

their homes.
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Zahnarzt Dr.Kana Scherbel
Sohutzhaftlager
Sachaanburg/Sachson
3.caf.Comp.4*Zug.

* 3 3% ra0Mt mm s-i
27.10.35. 28.November 1935.
I - 35/
»cMF

Ma3regelung»

Dia von Jhnen eingelagte Beschwerde gegen den von den Amtsleiter
der Bezirksatelle Leipzig auf Grund des § 8 der KZYE angeordneten
Auaaohluee mm dei Kaseenpraxis weise ich hiermit ala unbegrindet
zurKok.

flenn Jhre Verbindung mit einer Arierin naoh Jhren Angaben vor dem
Erlass der Nirnberger Gesetze liegt, die eine etrafreohtliohe Ahn-
dung der Hassenschande vorsehen, so hat der Begriff der Hassen-
sciumde gleichwohl schon vor diesem Termin bestanden und seine Gel-
tung gehabt. Dies ist auch Jhnen zur Geniige bekannt gewesen. Jn der
Tataaohe der Eassensohande muss aber die KZVD einen hinreichenden
Grund erblicken, der Jhre Person zur Ausiibung der Kassenpraxis,die
ein besonderes LaB an Zuverlassigkeit und auch an Achtung gegentiber
den geschriebenen wie ungeeohriebenen Gesetzen des neuen Staates
voraussetzt, als ungeeignet erscheinen ldsst.

Heil Hitler-+7

Figure 6 Nuremberg Laws;

Police Headquarters, Leipzig Leipzig 13* September 1935
Mr Hans Scherbel
Profession:  Dr of Medical Dentistry
bom 15.2.91 Halle

last address:  Ixipzig C I, I'rankfurterstnissc 18, 1
at present in police custody

I herewith impose on you on the grounds of Section 1

ofthe decree of the State ( Reich’s) President for the protection
ofpeople and State of the 28* February 1933 for upholding
public security and order

provisional custody
on the grounds o f racial transgression until the decision of
the secret national police authorities, Saxony.

ChiefofPolice of Leipzig
under instructions Dr Fbbcke, Senior Government Official

Prepared: Leipzig, the 13.9.35

Senior Government Official

National Health Dental Association ot uermany

Reich Office
Berlin

Dentist Dr Hans Schcibel
Protective Custody
Sachsenburg / Saxony

Your letter 27.10.35 21 November 1935

BggelipgnfAttion

The complaint registered by yoursdfagainst the Director of die Medical Authorities of
Ibc District of Leipzig on the grounds of section 8 of the k/V D regarding your
expulsion ordered from National Ik-alth practice is herewith rejected ss unfounded.

If your connection with an Aryan woman, according to your own disclosure statement,
took place before the Nuremburg laws became effective which considered racial crime
as a punishable crime, so the conception of racial crime had already existed before this
date and had its own validity. This was well enough known to you. With regard to the
matter o fracial crime the KZVD law must lake a wide view which considers you
personally as unsuitable to the practice o f the National Health which involves a
considerable measure of trustworthiness and abo respect for the wriUcn as well as the
unwritten laws of the new state

Heil Hitler

letters to Dr. Hans Scherbel
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13th April 1937 - From now on all Jewish dentists and dental mechanics still at work
must be identified as Jews in the register. According to the Reich Citizens Law of 14th
November 1935, anyone with three or more racially Jewish grandparents is considered
a Jew. Jew is defined as anyone married to a Jew, anyone of mixed race, i.e. with one
or two grandparents of racially Jewish descent or anyone belonging to a Jewish

community.
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Figure 7 Advertisement in the Jewish press 1939 175

12th January 1938 - Decree concerning dentists and dental mechanics
working in the health insurance service. This decree extends preferential
permission to work in the Health Service. Preference was to be given to
those who had been working for two continuous years in the principal health
departments of the Nazi party or were members of one of its subsidiary
organisations and additionally those who could provide evidence of special

services to the nation. There were virtually no further measures excluding

those Jewish dentists still working.

I5Kohn, Michael, Zahnérzte 1933-1945, Berlin, Hentrich, 1994, p. 54
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15™ June 1938 — All Jews with previous convictions even for minor offences
are arrested and sent to concentration camps.

25" July 1938 — The fourth decree concerning the Reich Citizen's Law states
that Jewish dentists will cease to be permitted to practice from 30" September
1938. Special permission to treat only Jewish patients could be obtained from
the Reich Minister of the Interior; however such dentists would be called
Zahnbehandler (“tooth-treaters”). They were not allowed to use the title
doctor or dental surgeon.

ot" November 1938 — Reich Kristallnacht, the biggest organised attack to
date launched by the N.S.D.A.P. against those Jews remaining in Germany.
In a wave of arrests, 26,000 Jewish men were rounded up and arrested,
including many dentists.

17" January 1939 — The 8" decree concerning the Reich Citizens Law
terminates the appointments of Jewish dentists as from 313 January 1939.
Where authorised by the Reich Minister of the Interior, Jewish dentists may
continue to treat Jews but are compelled to call themselves “tooth treaters”.
After the introduction of this decree, there were still at least 150 tooth treaters
at work in Berlin. One of these would have been Hans Lewinnek who,
according to his passport, travelled backwards and forwards from Britain to
Berlin from 1936 up to January 1939. Although placed on the Dentists
Register by the G.M.C. in 1936, he was given only limited time extensions to
stay in Britain. He was denied Home Office permission to practice until
1941"®,

19" September 1939 — Jewish tooth treaters were granted special
permission to continue practicing under the terms of the 8™ decree. They now
only treated Jews in the dental insurance service if permitted by the Reich
Ministry of Labour.

The precipitating or push factors listed above meant the end of dental practice
for Jews in Germany, hence the mass emigration'””.

176 Interview with Vera Levick, February 2004

177 Strauss, Herbert A, Jewish Emigration from Germany, Leo Back Institute Year Book 25, London

1980, p. 343
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BRITISH DENTISTRY AND THE DENTAL HEALTH OF THE
POPULATION
A working hypothesis could be made that Britain, with some of the

worst dental disease in the civilised world and too few trained dentists, did its
best to turn away over 1,000 well-trained dental surgeons fleeing from Nazi
oppression in Germany and Austria during the 1930s. Despite the lack of
statistics and epidemiological studies during the 1930s, it can be shown that
there was a lamentably low demand for dental services and where treatment
was sought it often resulted in the complete extraction of teeth and the
provision of dentures'’®.

The Interdepartmental Committee on Dentistry, which was appointed in
July 1942, looked at the dental condition of the population. It stated that a
fair appreciation of the dental condition of the population could be obtained
from the statistics of the School Dental Service and the National Health
insurance dental benefit records.

The state of the population’s dental health is discussed in the National
Health Services Dental Services’ Policy of February 1943'® using the same
data as in 1942. Details available show the dental condition of male and
female recruits to the army at the beginning of the second world war. This is
valuable as it was concerned with a large and representative sample of the
younger age groups of the population and it shows that on average 90% of
the men and 86% of the women required dental treatment on enlistment.
13.4% of the men were in possession of partial dentures and a further 10%
required them. These figures were broadly corroborated by the Navy. They
show both that the incidence of dental disease was high and that at the date
of enlistment the teeth of recruits had been much neglected.

In three large ordnance factories a representative sample of the
workers was examined and it was found that only 1% were fit in respect of
their natural teeth. At the largest factory 50% of the workers were already in
possession of dentures.

School Dental Service

1™ Gelbier, Stanley, Dentists, Dentistry and the National Health Service, PhD thesis London
University, February 1980, p. 73

17 Interdepartmental Committee on Dentistry, National Archives MH 77/124

18 National Archives MH 77/124 A review commissioned by an internal Ministry of Health
committee which reported in February 1943
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98 out of every 100 children leaving public elementary schools showed
signs of dental caries, past or present and 70% of the children inspected ina
given year (about 3.5 million) were recorded as requiring treatment. Among
the children requiring treatment, in only 65% of the cases was treatment
accepted. In Cambridge it was found in 1938 that only 9.1% of the five year
old children examined had naturally sound teeth. On average each child had
4.1 decayed temporary teeth and 0.15 decayed permanent teeth.

Of a group of 10,000 Scottish five-year-old children examined between
1941 and 1943, 1,000 only were found free from caries and 70,000 teeth were
decayed or missing (this was seven out of each child's 20 teeth on average,
about five of these seven being molars).

Of 8,700 6-13 year-old Scottish children examined in the same period it
was found that the percentage of sound first permanent molars dropped
steadily from 82% at the age of six to 20% at the age of 13, at which age 27%
of these molars were carious but saveable and 40% carious and unsavable.
259%, were lost and only 8% filled.

One approved society, in its experience during one year of dental
treatment of young people between the ages of 16-19, found that no less
than 12.2% of the patients had needed full upper and lower dentures.

National Health Insurance

A recent analysis of 10,000 cases showed 6,860 people requiring
extractions (78,920 teeth) and 6,197 cases requiring dentures. 12,311 teeth

were filled.
Maternity and Child Welfare

In an investigation into the dental condition of 420 mothers, 221 were
found to require treatment. Of these only 26% completed the necessary
treatment and 53% refused to undergo any treatment whatsoever.

The conclusion to be drawn is that these facts demonstrate beyond

doubt that dental disease was both serious and widespread and that there
was a lamentable failure on the part of the population to appreciate the
importance of dentistry. The demand for the dental services available was
very low due to the cost at a time of high unemployment and the shortage of
well-trained dentists, especially in children’s’ dentistry. In a high percentage of
cases, where treatment was sought, the dental condition was such that the
only treatment possible was the complete extraction of the dentition and the
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provision of dentures. The position had shown little or no signs of
improvement, notwithstanding the development of public health dental
services during the previous 20 years.

Sidney Barwise, the Medical Officer of Health for Derbyshire'®!, had
discussed the problems of rural dentistry in 1922. In one area of Derbyshire
there was a population of 100,000 people without a single dentist. Hardly a
single school leaver could be found without dental caries, while 75% of the
children had 4 or more teeth decayed. The problem that had to be faced was
“how to deal with the teeth of 700,000 children living in small towns of 20,000
inhabitants and in villages of less than 100 persons scattered over some
640,000 acres, in many parts inaccessible and miles from any railway station”.
Barwise recommended that each child should be seen by a dentist at least
once each year and the critical question was how many dentists would be
necessary to carry out the work. He came to the conclusion that if all the
children were to be treated this would require the appointment of an additional
24 dentists!

The annual report of the Chief Medical Officer was documented in the
British Journal of Dental Science for 1926 '® and states that steady progress
had been made during the past year towards the ideal of a complete system
of dental inspection and treatment for all the children in public elementary
schools. New schemes were inaugurated by 20 authorities bringing the total
number of authorities making some such provision to 289. There were
however 28 education authorities where no provision was yet made for dental
treatment. 133 new dental clinics were provided and the total number of
clinics at the end of the year was 955. The number of children submitted for
dental inspection was 2,038,988, the number treated was 768,146, being
55% of those who were found to be in need of treatment. Owing to the
necessarily slow growth of dental provision, many of the dental centres were
congested with patients’ bookings, which were made long in advance, and the
dental inspection was often not adjusted to treatment requirements. In many
centres the congestion was progressive and the work was greatly hampered.
This situation continued into the 1930s.

181 Barwise, Sydney, Public Health Dentistry, Public Health, 4, January 1922, p. 89

182 Annual report of the Chief Medical Officer for 1925, Public Health Dental Notes, British Journal

of Dental Science 1926, p. 144
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In the early 20th century there was a realisation of the problem of
dental caries in children, as a result from 1920 some local authorities, led by
Derbyshire and Sheffield, used dental dressers to treat children'®. Dental
dressers were nurses trained by school dentists, with whom they worked to
carry out minor dental procedures such as scaling and polishing, or applying
or removing dental dressings. Although, this caused uproar in the profession,
it was only by 1942 that they finally disappeared.

A survey of oral hygiene in England by A.E. Rowlett'®

states that in
1928 schemes for dental inspection and treatment were already established
by 304 educational authorities out of 317, employing the equivalent of 442 full-
time dentists or about 1 dentist to 11,300 children. 2,646,138 children or
53.1% of the total average attendance were inspected. The number found to
be in need of treatment was 1,785,680 or 67.5% of those inspected. The total
number of children treated for dental defects was 1,042,629, being 58.4% of
those referred. Extractions numbered 2,238,836 and fillings 688,582. The
vast majority (1,964,005) of extractions were of temporary teeth. Rowlett also
pointed that out the treatment of adults came under a quite different scheme.
Dental treatment of school children was in most cases free - the cost was
provided by the municipal or county authorities. Dental benefit for adults was
confined to members of approved societies and was defined in the National
Health Insurance Act of 1924 as “the payment of the whole or any part of the
cost of dental treatment”. It was not one of the ordinary benefits of health
insurance to which all insured persons were entitled such as medical
treatment. Dentistry was an additional benefit i.e. one of the extra benefits
that may be provided for its members by an approved society that has been
found on valuation to have surplus funds for disposal.

A leading article in The Dental Gazette, the official organ of the Public
Dental Service Association'®, stated that on the basis of the Board of
Education returns, it appeared that approximately 68% of children in
elementary schools were examined each year. Of these somewhere about
70% were found to require treatment and about 60-80% actually received it,
the proportion varying between rural and urban areas.

18 Gelbier, Stanley, 125 years of developments in dentistry. British Dental Journal 2005:199, p.
688

184 Rowlett, A E., British Dental Journal, Volume 52 1930, p. 1125

185 Dental Gazette, Vol. 4, No. 5 January 1938, p. 1
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If one attempts to translate these statistics into generalisations, it
seems that only two-thirds of the school population was inspected each year.
Two-thirds of these were found to require treatment, and considerably less
than two-thirds of those requiring treatment normally received it. A large
number of children with carious temporary teeth were certainly deliberately
classified as requiring no treatment because the pressing claims of the
permanent dentition rendered it impossible to provide conservative work to
temporary teeth.

Sir Norman Bennett delivered the opening paper to a joint meeting of
the Society of Medical Officers of Health and of the Dental Officers’ Group on
Friday, 17" March 1939'%. He pinpoints the well-known Circular 1444
published in January 1936. He pointed out that the school dental service was
seriously lacking and he strongly advocated that every new school entry
should be examined. This should be followed by annual re-examination and
that provisions should be based on a ratio of one dental surgeon to 5,000
children in urban areas and 4,000 in rural areas. There is no mention of
secondary schools. He suggested that inspection of children should be done
every three months. He stated that about 2.5 million children examined
needed treatment and that only about 1.5 million were receiving it. Bennett
also stressed the possibility of using caravans in rural areas. This seems to
be the first time in the British dental literature that the use of mobile clinics has
been suggested; they were already active in rural Germany during the late
1920s under the Bonn Plan, which had been formulated by Professor
Kantorowicz'® .

Bennett felt there was no sense in an incomplete dental service.
Incompleteness meant either that the work was spread over too large a
number of patients or that some children were omitted altogether. The
efficacy of the School Dental Service was to be judged by its success in
saving the permanent dentition. He further stated that there is much to be
said for the inclusion of other forms of treatment other than the filling of
carious teeth. Most important was orthodontic treatment. He felt that from the
propaganda point of view, orthodontics was worth consideration because if

186 Bennett, Norman, The Place of Dentistry in the School Health Service, Public Health 8, May
1939, p. 231

187 Journal of Dentistry for Children Special Issue July-October 1993, p. 263
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dental abnormalities are corrected, it would lead to a higher rate of
acceptance for conservative treatment. He also felt that consideration for the
dental surgeon himself should not be ignored: a life spent largely filling
cavities in first permanent molars is somewhat monotonous. Simple
orthodontic treatment and other work not quite in the ordinary routine were
justifiable and desirable.

Bennett cites an example in a town in Cambridgeshire with a school
attendance of 6,000 in which a complete system of dental inspection and
treatment during the whole period of school life had been available for a
number of years. The average number leaving school annually was 382. Of
these only 28 had refused treatment and would presumably need dentures at
an early age. The remaining 354 had apparently left school with sound
dentitions; this is the bright side of the picture. The downside was what
Bennett called the Post School Abyss where there was a gap of five to six
years where no dental treatment was available for the school leaver. Bennett
saw the situation as not so much a gap as an abyss. In other words, when
children left school, most of them, almost as a necessity, neglected their teeth
and the previous investment was wasted. He states:

It is difficult to write in temperate language of something
which is so crassly stupid. It is incredible that the organisation at
the centre of the world's greatest empire tolerates a huge
expenditure on dental treatment for millions of school children and
then on a mere chance factor of age cuts off all treatment and
passively watches a stream of golden expenditure flowing surely
and remorselessly down the gutter of avoidable waste. There is
nothing selective scientifically about the age of 14 after which
officially a child requires no further dental care.

Dental treatment for adults, as an additional benefit, does
next to nothing for promoting the physical wellbeing of the mass of
the community. It is little better than a “breakdown service” for
elderly people to prevent existing evils becoming worse and
consists mainly in extraction and the provision of artificial dentures,
for which half the cost is usually provided '8,

'* Interim report of subcommittee of B.D.A. Council on dental benefit to the insured population July
1941. B.D.A. War Council 1939-45 Minute Book quoted in Webster, Charles, Health Services since
the War Vol 1, The Problems of Healthcare, London 1988, p. 357
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Amongst the statistics available in the Report of the Chief Medical
Officer, for the years 1938 to 1945'%, the table below relates to the treatment
of school children in 1938.

No. of pupils inspected - Percentage! Fillings Extracti Admini
Number of pupils tration | Other
. . requiring | Number | requiring Pa- Tem- Per- Tem~ of opera~
Yesr Area Routines | Specials | Total treat- | treated | treatment | manent manent general | tions
i ment who re- Teeth m Teeth m anes-
ceived it thetics
Rl e ot ‘ 8 & o66,715| 8
g n) | 2,723,032 287,245 8,010,277} 2,123,0854{ 1 390,21 58 | 1,066,7151 8441 ,685| 2,086 ) e
London .. | 2g2.971 — 202,071 sogs0s| 138630 679 "148,001] 2g, 53.543 '-17:32; gggg 39, 71
Wales «« | 200,373 18,720] 28,0931 170,671 106,255 623 - »150)  4,213)  43,406) 173.603] 87,907 -6.&91
Total .. | 3,225,376] 305,985] 3,531.341| a.407.9%0] 1,635,110 653 | 1.983,786] 113,338) 609,631| 8,477,105] 546,307 | 8347

3,531,341 pupils were inspected in this year. 2,497,930 required
treatment and of this number only 1,635,112 were actually treated, which is
65.5%. 1,283,786 permanent teeth and 113,338 temporary teeth were filled.
609,631 permanent teeth were extracted and 2,477,105 temporary teeth were
also extracted. 546,392 pupils had a general anaesthetic. This was probably
for multiple extractions. These figures, once again, point to the deficiencies in
the treatment of children from the lack of dental manpower which is even
more worrying when one considers this data in relation to the comments of Sir
Norman Bennett mentioned previously: the failure to get dental treatment to
children past school leaving age and the descent of dentistry into a
breakdown service.

Care for adults in need of dental attention presented a problem and
unless in pain most people avoided dentists. When urgent, a general dental
practitioner was used and paid directly. Dentistry was usually perceived as
not important and too expensive. Most emergency treatment, therefore, was
extraction'®®. The National Insurance Act of 1911 provided some relief for
dental sufferers who were manual workers above 16 years of age, but their
dependents did not receive support. About 15 million were covered by 1913
and 25 million by 1942; the middle classes were largely excluded %,

By 1943 some 5,000 approved Insurance Societies and branches
provided dental benefits. Their 14 million members‘represented about 75% of

189 The Health of the School Child, Report of the Chief Medical Officer of the Ministry of Education

1939-1945, London, His Majesty’s Stationery Office 1947, p. 144

1% Gelbier, Stanley, 125 years of developments in dentistry. British Dental Journal 2005:199, p.

797
191 National Insurance Act 1911, 1 and 2 Geo. V. ch. 55
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the insured population. However only 6-7% of eligible people were treated
each year. Treatment could be obtained from any dentist prepared to provide
it under the prescribed conditions of service. Provided the agreed fee scale
was used Societies had to contribute at last half the cost of any necessary
treatment.
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Manpower
According to the Dentists Register 1936'%, the total number of dentists

appearing on the Dentists Register on 1% January 1936 was 14,505 of whom
8,043 (55.45%) were registered with medical, surgical or dental qualifications.
6,462 (44.55%) were registered under the provisions of the Dentist's Acts
1878 and 1921. Britain possessed fewer dentists, of whom a smaller

| proportion were qualified, than any other western country. British dentists
were represented by three principal political groups: the British Dental
Association, representing registered dentists; the Incorporated Dentist's
Society for those without qualifications (“1921 men”); and the Public Dental
Service Association. ‘

For most people dental treatment was not part of their way of life and
did nothing to promote the physical well-being of the mass of the community.
It was little better than a “breakdown service” and consisted mainly of
extraction of teeth and the provision of artificial dentures'®. Reasonable
standards of care were available only under a few special schemes, and for
the bulk of the civilian population, ease of access to dental treatment would be
made yet more difficult with the onset of the second world war.

The demand for treatment was being met by some 14,000 dentists at
the beginning of the second world war. About half of this number were
registered under the provisions of the Dentist's Acts of 1878 and 1921 and
their dental training was totally inadequate.

Dr. E. Wilfred Fish was perhaps the most eminent dentist of his time
and a member of the Dental Board of the G.M.C. He was doubly-qualified in
medicine and dentistry and one of the few eminent researchers in relation to
dentistry in Britain. He launched a vigorous attack on the “1921 men” which
was reported in the British Dental Journal of 16™ March 1942'%. Fish
described the “1921 men”, especially in relation to National Health insurance,
as “extractors and adaptors” who undermined dentistry by not trying to
conserve natural teeth. He blamed the medical profession and all sections of

13 The Dentist’s Register, 1936, Dental Board of the United Kingdom, London, p. XXXI

4 Bennett, Sir Norman, Place of Dentistry in the School Health Service, Public Health 8, 1939, p.

234
195 Fish, E. W., The Englishman’s Teeth, Address to the British Dental Association reported in
British Dental Journal, Vol. 70, 16 March 1942
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the dental profession for undue extraction of teeth, for which he put a great
deal of blame upon the conditions of service in the National Health Insurance.
He suggested that a large proportion of the people who were going to work in
the scheme had simply been trained in dental mechanics.

It was clear that if the nation’s teeth were to improve, more well-trained
dentists would be required. In order to ascertain the numbers that would be
involved, and to recommend ways of achieving them, a committee was
formed under the chairmanship of Lord Teviot, the Chairman of the National
Liberal Party. An interim report'® and a final report'®’” addressed this
problem. The most interesting and instructive part of the interim report is the
Government actuary’s advice on the dental manpower position and
demonstrating the age distribution of dentists on the register at the end of
1942. This shows that the total number of names on the register was heavily
weighted in the higher age groups. There was the certainty of a rapid loss of
names from the register during the next two decades owing to retirement.
Additionally, the rate of recruitment, being lower still during the war years, had
for some time been totally inadequate to maintain the register even at its
current levels. The final report proposed that the target figure for annual
student entrance should be 900 instead of the pre-war average of 340. ltis
also suggested that 20,000 dentists would be needed to meet the demands of
a comprehensive dental service. The report also went on to consider
dentistry as a career choice amongst middle-class boys and girls and
concluded that dentistry was not a popular choice. Training was long and
expensive and dentistry was often considered to be taken up after failure to
gain entry to medical school. Dentists were held in low esteem in comparison
to doctors with a high level of strain at work and with lower incomes. In
addition, a large capital sum was needed to establish a practice that required
expensive equipment. The Teviot Committee suggested that dentistry
needed to be advertised so that it would be a more appealing choice for
students.

The National Dental Service Interdepartmental Committee on Dentistry
educational sub-committee set up in 1943'%® showed that out of 15,192

1% CMD6565 HMSO 1944

197 CMD6727 HMSO 1946

198 National Archives MH 77/193 National Dental Service Interdepartmental Committee on
Dentistry 1943
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dentists on the Dentists Register in 1942 only 12,812 were in active practice,
of whom nearly a half were virtually untrained “1921 men”. The government
actuary stated that the numbers would fall as low as 12,350 in active practice
by 1947 and would not meet the needs of an extended service. A far greater
student entry was required to the dental profession. As things were the
committee felt that the position was getting steadily worse and the ultimate
problem was becoming more difficult. A number of memoranda were
submitted to the Interdepartmental Committee'®®, and the University of
Sheffield memorandum pinpoints the lack of popularity of dentistry:-

1. The scope of work is limited and also highly specialised.

2. The lack of appreciation in the public’s mind of the value of dental
treatment.

3. Medical practitioners enjoy more prestige and status.

4. The status of the profession suffers by association in the public mind

with the least reputable type of unqualified practice and the presence of
exploitation and quackery present prior to 1921.

5. The majority of dental students enter university with lower standards
of general education than other students. They go for the simpler diploma of
L.D.S. rather than a university degree.

6. Medical and dental students attend the same classes, for example in
medicine and surgery and anatomy. The dental students are examined after
a shorter attendance and lower standards are applied compared to medical
students. The academic status of dental students suffers in consequence.

7. Costs are high in relation to other university courses.

A memorandum from the University of London to the Interdepartmental
Committee, suggests that if dental education is to be improved, a large
number of full time, both senior and intermediate grade, qualified teachers are
required. They should be chosen from amongst those actively engaged in
research who are capable of stimulating interest amongst students.

19 National Archives MH 77/193 National Dental Service Interdepartmental Committee on
Dentistry 1943
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Conclusion

An analysis of the data that is available in relation to the dental health
of the population of Britain during the 1930s shows a very bleak picture. The
dental health of its population would be considered the worst in comparison to
other countries in Europe. Some efforts had obviously been made to provide
dental treatment to primary school children and some success had been
achieved such as the figures for the City of Cambridge. The biggest tragedy
was that when children left school they went without dental treatment for
years and ended up with dentures. This fact is emphasised by the statistics in
relation to the armed forces and to ordnance factories. It also has to be
emphasised that half the dentists on the Dentists Register were the so-called
“1921 men” who had not been given an adequate dental training. During the
1930s Britain was offered 1,000 well-trained dentists from Germany and
Austria, many of them specialists within their own fields such as children’s
dentistry, orthodontics, oral surgery and prosthetics. It seems inconceivable
that a majority of these dentists were turned away or forced to transmigrate to
other countries. The reasons were seen to be:-

1. The xenophobic British attitude that they had nothing to learn from
foreign doctors and dentists. This outlook was epitomised by the words of
Lord Dawson of Penn, the President of the Royal College of Physicians who
in 1933 suggested that the number of foreign medical scientists “who could
teach us anything, could be counted on the fingers of one hand"®®. Lord
Templewood (formerly Sir Samuel Hoare) stated in his biography that he
would have admitted the Austrian medical schools “en bloc.” However he
was assured by the medical and dental professions that they were
unimpressed by the worldwide reputation of these refugees and assured the
Government that British medicine and dentistry could gain nothing from
them?".

2. Anti-Semitism was a key issue. The British Dental Journal’®
contains an article written by A.E. Rowlett, a member of the Dental Board of
the G.M.C., which discusses the Austrian dental profession and the
Anschluss. The author pinpointed the problem in Vienna because of the high

200 National Archives HO 45/15882
2! Templewood, Viscount, Nine Troubled Years, London, Collins, 1954, p. 200

202 British Dental Journal, The Austrian Dental Profession and the Anschluss, 1% August 1938: 65,
p. 161
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proportion of the “Jewish race” that practice dentistry and lauds the Aryan
German dental surgeons of Vienna under Reichzahnérztefiihrer Dr. Stiick for
dealing with the situation.

A leading article in The Lancef® discussed an overcrowded
profession. It stated that the German names on the doorplates of Harley
Street practices must rankle with their British colleagues and that the refugees
appeared to be taking advantage of the hospitality extended to them by this
country. The Daily Express asserted in a leading article entitled The Open
Door** that there were already too many alien doctors and dentists in Britain
and that the British Medical Association had let down the little men of the
profession by agreeing to their admission.

3. The question of unemployment was constantly present. The
British Dental Association sent a letter to the Home Office®® in terms of a
resolution adopted by the Dental Board in 1934 expressing objection to the
granting of licences to practice to a considerable number of refugee dentists
unless they had special qualifications. As a result representatives of the
Association, together with those of the Incorporated Dental Society, explained
to officials of the Home Office that while they sympathised with the hardships
of German dentists they felt that their first duty was to British dentists who
were endeavouring to obtain a livelihood by the practice of their profession.
The deputation further pointed out that the dental profession in Britain was
suffering from unemployment rather than over-employment and even in a
boom period it could not be said to be too small to shoulder all the work it was
asked to do. The numbers that are present on the Dentists Register were
amply sufficient to cope with the demands for dental service and with any
increase to be expected in the near future.

In a letter in the British Dental Journal correspondence columns, J.
Menzies Campbell argues against the Trade Union Congress that had
sanctioned the admittance of 100 refugee dentists. “ wonder how the TUC
would react to orders involving an extensive dilution of its own ranks
particularly if many of its members suffered more from under-employment
than over-employment.” This letter was dated 10" September 1938%%. Sir

2% The Lancet, 23 April 1938, p. 951

% Daily Express, 5 July 1938

295 British Dental Journal, The Practice of Dentistry by Aliens, 15 February 1936, Vol. 60, p. 197
2% British Dental Journal , 1 October 1938 65:p. 444
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Samuel Hoare, in answer to a question in the House of Commons on 13 July
1938,%" in relation to alien refugees, stated that it has always been
recognised that a policy of unrestricted admission would be out of the
question. Only a small number of foreign practitioners could be absorbed into
the medical and dental professions and it would be necessary to select this
number with care.

With regard to the question of dental manpower the Chairman’s
address at the opening of the 36th session of the Dental Board of the United
Kingdom on 10" May 1939?% stated that the number of dentists on the
Dentists Register in 1930 was 14,301 and the highest was 14,532 in 1938.
The averages for the four triennial periods beginning with 1928-30 and ending
with 1937-39 have been 14,363; 14,393; 14,358 and 14,495. ltis interesting
to place alongside these figures those of the entry of students to dental
schools. In 1927 the entry was 285, in 1938 it was 403 and between those
dates the lowest figure was 252 in 1929 and the highest figure 578, more than
twice as great two years later in 1931. The triennial averages have been
1927-1929, 260; 1930-1932, 420; 1933-1935, 441 and 1936-1938, 395. The
point which must be noticed is that the figure for the latter three years is
definitely lower than for either of the two proceeding three year periods and
this, one may expect, would tend to keep the numbers on the Dentists
Register down below 14,400 for some years, with the probable result that
there would have been very little change between the beginning and the end
of the fifteen-year period from 1928 to 1942. It was also pointed out that there
was a steady decrease in the number of persons registered as in practice by
the 1878 Act or under the Act of 1921 and an increase in graduates and
licentiates. It was only in 1933 that the figure of graduates and licentiates, for
the first time, exceeded at 7,246 the figures of practitioners who had not been
educated in dentistry and that there are now nearly 8,500 graduates and
licentiates against 6,000 in other categories.

It is necessary to compare these figures about dental manpower with
the suggested number of dentists envisaged by the Teviot Committee in
1946°%, which suggested that 20,000 dentists would be needed to meet the

27 Byitish Dental Journal, Parliamentary Intelligence, 15 December 1938,65: p. 189
2% General Medical Council Minutes, 1939

?® Final Report of the Interdepartmental Committee on Dentistry CMD6727, 1946
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demands of post-war dentistry. Certainly the argument against admitting to
Britain over 1,000 well-trained dentists with doctorates in dentistry and who
would be vastly superior to at least half of the dentists on the Dentists
Register in Britain makes no sense whatsoever.

Dental Research

The situation with regard to research was summed up by an editorial in
the Royal Dental Hospital magazine in 1941%'° which stated that “dentistry is,
perhaps, one of the professions most vitally in need of research”.

Almost every branch was thronged with unsolved problems. What
research existed was often unrelated to the dental problems of general
practice. Basic research was required into:-

1. Prevention of dental caries

2. The anatomy of the supporting structures of the teeth
(periodontium) and the atiology and treatment of periodontal diseases.

3. The treatment by root canal therapy of vital and non-vital single
and multi-rooted teeth with pulpal involvement due to trauma or disease.

4. Embryology and its relationship to orthodontic therapy.

5. Research into restorative dental materials.

6. Oral pathology of disease of soft and hard tissues of the mouth.

Members of the Vienna School who were world experts in many of
these subjects were turned away, good examples being Bernhard Gottlieb,
Harry Sicher and Peter Weinmann, together with many experts in children’s
dentistry. This data will be discussed in detail later in this thesis.

The Interdepartmental Committee on Dentistry Education Sub-
Committee draft on dental research?!! stated that although Britain had
produced pioneers in dental research in the past, the amount of such work
over the last 20 years had been very limited. Whether the criteria adopted
was the amount of time and money spent on dental treatment or the amount
of research done in other subjects, up to the present dental research had, as
might be expected, not attracted private benefactors in the way that other
types of research have done. The minutes of the Dental Board of the United
Kingdom?'2 show that from 1929 to 1933 £27,144 was spent, (on average

21 Royal Dental Hospital Magazine December 1941 p. 94
211 National Archives, MH77/193 May 1943
212 Dental Board of the United Kingdom Minutes, May 10 1939, p. 7
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£5,400 a year,) but expenditure from 1934 to 1938 showed a decrease to
£18,670, an average of £3,700 a year. This decrease was due to the fact that
the Dental Board'’s grant to the Department of Scientific and Industrial
Research expired at the end of March 1936 and was not renewed.

Research as progressing from October 1938 is summarised in a report
from the Medical Research Council*'3:

Dr. M. M. Murray (Bedford College, University of London) Work on
relation between glycogen content and calcification in the teeth and bones of
rats.

Lady Mellanby and Dr. J. D. King (University of Sheffield) investigated
the incidence and extent of dental caries and hypoplasia in schools on the Isle
of Lewis. They have also carried out investigations, together with Dr. D.
Stewart and Dr. W. Lewinsky (a refugee from Berlin who came to Britain in
1933) of the Anatomy Department of the University of Manchester, on the
effects of deficiency of vitamin A and carotene on the axis cylinders of the
dental nerves of rats. Two publications were produced: King, J. D., Dental
Caries in Lewis and parts of West Rosshire, The Lancet, 1938, 11109; King
J. D., Lewinsky, W. and Stewart, D. Degenerative changes in the axis
cylinders of the dental nerves due to diet deficient in vitamin A and carotene,
Joumal of Physiology, 1938, 93206.

Dr. E. W. Fish and Mr. W. Stewart Ross (St Mary’s Hospital, London),
Investigations into the repair of bone and dentine. They had also been
exploring the treatment of infection in the dental pulp without extirpation.
(Publications: Fish, E W, The Dental Aspects of Inflammation, National
Dental Hospital Gazette, May 1938, Chronic focal intoxication, Royal Dental
Hospital Magazine, June 1938; Acute ulcerative stomatitis, The Lancet 3
September 1938.) In the same laboratory Dr Paul Pinkus (Royal Dental
Hospital) worked on caries exploring the bacterial attack on enamel in the
absence of acids.

Professor H. H. Stones (University of Liverpool), Investigations into
the causes of pyorrhaea using monkeys and the effects of traumatic occlusion.
(Publications: Stones, H, H,, An experimental investigation into the
association of traumatic occlusion with paradontal disease, Proceedings
Royal Society of Medicine 1938, 31, p. 479.)

213 General Medical Council Education and Research Committee Report, November 1939, p. 125
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Professor Harvey Bradmore (Durham University), A study of the role
of the innovation in the growth development in response to injury of the dental
tissues.

Miss S. Glasstone (Strangeway’s Research Laboratory, Cambridge).
The development in-vitro of mammalian tooth germs.

Mr. S. Wilson-Charles (Guy’s Hospital, London), An investigation into
the growth of the jaws and the eruption of the teeth was undertaken in the
dental research department at Guy’s Hospital.

Dr. R. A. Broderick (Children’s Hospital, Birmingham). An
investigation of cases of hair lip and cleft palette was continuing.

This data in relation to dental research shows that there were very few
laboratories devoted to dental research in Britain and these were very under-
funded and under-staffed. It should be remembered that most eminent dental
refugee scientists that tried to work and teach in Britain during the 1930s,
were turned away or rejected as academics, such as Professor Harry Sicher,
Oral Anatomy and Embryology; Professor Bernhard Gottlieb, Oral Pathology
and Dr. Peter Weinmann, Oral Pathology. These and many others who were
well versed in dental research and had written many papers and text books
and were world leaders in their fields, could have been given sanctuary and
could have been put to work thereby raising the standards of British dentistry.
This situation, which particularly applies to the dental scientists from the
Vienna School, who had to leave Austria after the Anschluss, was of particular
importance, and will be covered in greater detail when the standards of
Austrian dentistry are assessed later.

British dentistry pre-second world war could be described as a cottage
industry®'*. No consideration was given to the biological basis of dental
practice, indeed it was only in 1943 that the Nuffield Foundation appointed an
advisory committee on Dental Education and Research. The Committee was
to assist the Trustees in formulating a scheme for action to be taken by the
Foundation in connection with the urgent need for stimulating dental research

and for improving the quality of dentists?'>.

214 Renshaw, John, Opinion, British Dental Journal, Volume 199, 6, p. 331
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In order to place this lack of dental research into its proper context it is
necessary to look at the report of the Carnegie Foundation for the
advancement of teaching in relation to dental education published in the
United States in 1926%'®. William Gies spent five years working on this report
and discussed the special conditions that interfered with research in dental
schools and how these could be corrected. He found that of the two general
groups of teachers in dental schools, those who gave instruction in the dental
subjects were usually more interested in private practice than in teaching or in
research. Often without the advantages of an inspiring preliminary education,
their understanding of the applications of the related sciences was slight.
Their outlook was restricted chiefly to proficiency in superficial reparative
manipulation and they had neither the inclination nor the ability to conduct or
guide original investigation. Gies saw that the dental mind had not been
encouraged to go very far behind the scenes or into the fundamentals of
biology but had been “too practical” and had focused attention on the
immediate and the tangible. As dental practitioners they had not been
educated to apprehend clearly or to think constructively of their daily biological
experiences. The imaginations of many stopped at the abutments of bridges
or at the tips of the roots of teeth and successful repairs and effective
restorations satisfied their professional purpose. There was also a lack of
interest in biological research in dental schools and among dental
practitioners. It had been directly dependent upon disregard for medical
sciences, which even now are tolerated rather than taught in some schools.
The instruction in these subjects was often poor because the teachers were
either indifferent, when drafted from the medical staff or incompetent, when
recruited from other sources. The students naturally imagined they ought to
know something of these fundamental subjects but many, observing that their
clinical teachers had little or no acquaintance with the medical sciences or
failed to apply them in “practical dentistry”, promptly conclude that such
knowledge is merely a fad and soon acquire the typical clinical indifference to
theoretical subjects. As a consequence students project their future needs
along mechanical lines almost exclusively and lose the opportunity to acquire
a broad biological comprehension.

26 Gies, William J, Dental Education in the United States and Canada, A Report to the Carnegie
Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, New York, Carnegie Foundation, 1926
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Gries’ criticism of dentistry, although written about American and
Canadian dental schools, would be more than applicable to dental schools in
Britain at this time. Professor Gies maintained that the research in dental
schools was weak and uninspired, and that the secret of the means for
prevention of dental and oral diseases may be hidden indefinitely unless
dental schools actively institute a search for them and find the minds and
obtain the resources with which to promote adequate investigation. The spirit
of enquiry should animate the teaching of dentistry and should be exemplified
in the service of the practitioner but as a rule fundamental research could be
conducted with success only by those who were fitted by nature and by
training to advance it and those whose abilities had been matured under the
guidance of competent teachers. These conclusions would apply just as well
in Britain as in the United States and Canada.

It is doubtful that this report was ever read in Britain or any attention
paid to its findings. The Gies Report to the Carnegie Foundation did not come
out of the blue. Gies had studied German and Austrian research and realised
the need to strengthen the biological basis of dental practice. It was the 19th
century German scientific scholarship that set the standards that Gies drew
upon. The cottage industry of British dentistry paid no attention.

The differences in the attitude to dentistry in Britain and Germany were
typified by a letter in the British Dental Journal '’ “The Panel System in
Germany” from a London dentist, Mr. C. S. Abraham. He wrote

The other day a German doctor on a visit to London from Berlin
watched me take out 100 teeth in one afternoon. He made some
interesting comments as the session wore on. ‘In Germany', he said,
‘they take out very few teeth. A German dentist would not take out
this number in several months.’ | picked out a few of the extracted
teeth and asked him to look at them. ‘Terrible’, he exclaimed, ‘we
rarely see such teeth in Germany’. ‘In Germany’, he said ‘children of
all ages received free dental treatment.” They work on the Panel
system, recognising that dental care is as important as general
medical care or at any rate is a vital part of it and all clinics for
schoolchildren are run by the State.

Mr. Abraham states that the Panel system for dental treatment must be
“petter than our present dependence on the surplus funds of insurance societies.”

The pre-eminent method of dental treatment in Britain was the
extraction of teeth and the manufacture of full or partial dentures. This form of

217 British Dental Journal, Correspondence, 1935, 59:p. 399
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treatment was particularly true in relation to the “1921 men” who had no
dental school training. This attitude to the treatment of dental disease was
unfortunately bolstered to a large extent by the theory of focal infection. In
1891 Miller published a classic article entitled The Human Mouth as a Focus
of Infection”®. In this article he endeavoured to call attention to the various
diseases both local and general which had been found to result from the
actions of micro-organisms that collect in the mouth and to the various
channels through which these micro-organisms or their waste products may
obtain entrance to parts of the body adjacent or remote to the mouth. Miller
felt that various diseases could be traced to the action of the mouth bacteria
including osteomyelitis, septicaemia, meningitis, disturbances of the
alimentary tract, pneumonia and gangrene of the lungs.

These findings were particularly noted by Dr. William Hunter, at that
time the Senior Assistant Physician at the London Fever Hospital. In 1900 he
wrote an article entitled Oral Sepsis as a cause of Disease *'® in which he
states that oral sepsis not only results in the constant swallowing of pus, a
most potent and prevalent cause of gastric trouble, but that the catarrh set up
is not simply irritant but actually infective and may lead in time to other more
permanent effects, namely atrophy of glands and chronic gastritis and in
certain cases even suppurative gastritis. In 1900 Godley?? describes how the
signs and symptoms of conditions such as pleurisy and suspected carcinoma
of the stomach could be attributed to pyorrhcea alveolaris and how all the
signs and symptoms disappeared after careful removal of calculus and
regular syringing of the pockets with hydrogen peroxide. In 1902 Colyer?'
describes the resolution of an irregular heart beat, gastric effects and general
debility after the treatment of any oral sepsis present. He also suggested a
good maxim for the dentist to work with was “better no teeth than septic
ones”. On 3™ October 1910 William Hunter delivered an address at the
opening of the McGill University in Montreal. The title of his address was “The
role of sepsis and anti-sepsis in medicine”. Hunter was by this time a lecturer
in pathology at Charing Cross Hospital Medical School in London and was

218 Miller, W D, The Human Mouth as a Focus of Infection, Dental Cosmos 1891 :33:p. 689
2 Hunter, W, Oral Sepsis as a Cause of Disease, British Medical Journal, 1900: I:p. 215

2Godley, R. J., On some of the Medical and Surgical Implications of Pyorrhoea Alveolaris, Dental
Record, 1900 20:p. 337

2L Colyer, S., Oral Sepsis and some of its effects, Dental Record 1902 20:p. 200
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considered the pre-eminent physician in this field and his address was
reprinted fully in The Lancet?”2. Hunter indicted dentistry as the cause of what
he called oral sepsis which in tum caused rheumatic and other chronic
diseases.
In my clinical experience septic infection is without exception

the most prevalent infection operating in medicine and a most

prevalent cause and complication of many medical diseases. Its ill

effects are widespread and extend to all systems in the body. The

chief seat of that sepsis is in the mouth and is usually disregarded.

Hunter locates the chief seat of that sepsis in septic lesions of
streptococcal and staphylococcal infections found in the mouth and suggests
two potential origins: firstly phallicular tonsillitis and secondly a foul septic and
suppurating condition of the gums. Hunter goes on to indict dentistry: “gold
fillings, gold caps, gold bridges, fixed dentures, built in, on and around
diseased teeth form a veritable mausoleum of gold over a mass of sepsis for
which there is no parallel in the whole realm of medicine and dentistry.”
Hunter relates many chronic conditions to oral sepsis including rheumatoid
arthritis, septic gastritis, colitis, anaemia, tuberculosis, chronic nephritis and
various fevers.

Hunter advocated the extraction of all teeth with periodontal or peri-
apical infections to prevent systemic diseases; this led to the wholesale
extraction of all infected teeth and removal of tonsils and unnecessarily
mutilation of many patients. Countless millions of teeth were extracted under
‘the erroneous assumption that they put the life of patients in danger.

In 1911 Frank Billings, Professor of Medicine and Head of the Focal
Infection Research Team at Rush Medical College and Presbyterian Hospital
in Chicago replaced the term oral sepsis with focal infection. Billings again
advocated the removal of all teeth at the first sign of infection. it was his
opinion that these measures alone would stop the further progress of
disease.’® What followed in dentistry was the avoidance of conservative
dentistry in favour of extractions. A philosophy by which many dentists
already practiced, especially in Britain, was virtually given an official seal of

approval.

22 Hunter, W, The Role of Sepsis and Anti Sepsis in Medicine, The Lancet, 1910, 1:p. 79
223 kull, Andrew, Madhouse, a tragic tale of megalomania and modern medicine, London, Yale
University Press, 2005, p. 33
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The concept of focal infection, while shifting in and out of favour since
the time of Hunter as a pathogenic mechanism, has always been recognised
as being potentially causal and possibly fatal in bacterial endocarditis. This
situation was clarified by Okell and Elliott in 1935%* and Elliott in 1939%%°,
They reported that in 10.9% of patients with severe gum infection, positive
cultures can be obtained from the blood, the organism usually being a
streptococcus of the Viridans type. Five minutes after multiple extractions the
figure rises to 75%, even in cases with no obvious gum disease. The
transient bacteraemia that was produced by extraction could produce a fatal
endocarditis in patients who had suffered previous rheumatic fever or had
congenital abnormalities of the heart. With the advent of antibiotics, patients
were given penicillin cover or other antibiotics if they were allergic to penicillin.

It is interesting to refer back to the philosophy of treatment propounded
by Moritz Heider (1816-66)%%°, who proposed a method for dental education
that has echoed down the ages. The tooth must be seen in its connection
with the entire organism. Dentistry must not be considered as an
independent theory unconnected to medicine. This philosophy was also
expounded by the “Vienna School” of refugee dentists. Bernhard Gottlieb,
setting out his holistic orientation plainly in the first paragraph of his book??,
argued that to understand the nature of the processes, it is necessary to view
biology as a whole rather than in terms of artificial divisions.

German and Austrian dentistry in comparison, with a more biological
basis for practice, looked for ways of treating dental disease and avoiding the
extraction of teeth. Atthe 1926 Congress of the Fédération Dentaire
Intemationale in Philadelphia, Professor Bernhard Gottlieb of the Institute for
Research at the University of Vienna organised an international competition to
find a simple and inexpensive method of treating infected root canals.
Professor Gottlieb, President of the Scientific Research Commission, asserted
that root canal treatment was the basis of all dental therapeutics and said that
the very existence of dentistry depends on the successful solution to this

24 Okell, C.C. and Elliott, S. D., Bacteraemia and Oral Sepsis with special reference to aetiology of
sub acute endocarditis, 1935, The Lancet 2, p. 869

23 Elliott, S.D., Bacteraemia and Oral Sepsis, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Medicine 1939;
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problem?®.  After a quarter of a century of providing a major influence on the
practice of medicine and dentistry, the focal infection theory fell into disrepute,
partly due to the excesses committed in its name?”. In 1938 R. L. Cecil, who
had been a proponent of the theory of focal infection, published a study of 200
patients with rheumatoid arthritis who had not improved appreciably after
having their tonsils removed and their teeth extracted®°.

Williams and Burkett®! in a review of a series of papers on focal
infection found that “there is no good scientific evidence to support the theory
that removal of these infected teeth would relieve or cure arthritis, rheumatic
heart disease, kidney infection or other disorders. On the other hand it is well
to keep in mind that if a focus of infection has been found in the mouth every
effort should be made to remove the infection as a general hygiene measure.”

An editorial in the Joumnal of the American Medical Association 19522
explains the newly discredited theory on the basis of the following:-

1. Many patients with disease presumably caused by the foci of
infection have not been relieved by the removal of the foci.

2. Patients with the same disease may not have foci of infection.

3. Foci of infection can occur in healthy persons with no ill effects.

In 1955 Hans Turkheim, the Chairman of the Society of Continental
Dental Surgeons (later the Anglo-Continental Dental Society) gave a lecture
on focal infection which in his belief controlled the attitudes of dental treatment
during the first half of the 20th century in Britain. This was gradually being
subject to reappraisal. Turkheim’s lecture gave a comprehensive survey of
the developments during the period since the last war and was particularly
pleased to point out that one of the latest publications of the Intemational
Dental Joumal where he had been a collaborator would show that, with
certain reservations, the concept of focal infection was now to be considered
dead.?®® This seminal paper was written by Professor Martin Rushton,
Professor of Dental Medicine at Guy’s Hospital. Rushton stated that in recent
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years there had been considerable changes in the assessment of oral focal
infection in Britain and North America. The change was not chiefly in relation
to the importance of oral health for general health but in relation to the former
belief that oral focal infection was responsible for a great number of specific
chronic diseases. The latter has now been discredited. It is not doubted that
infected foci in the mouth may be responsible for local or wider extension of
infection either through the tissues, as in a cellulitis and oesteomyelitis or
along mucus surfaces. Most important and still relevant is the spread of
bacteria from foci in the mouth that can be pushed into the bloodstream,
causing a bactersemia with potential fatal results when the bacteria infect
heart muscle damaged by rheumatic fever (a sub-acute bacterial
endocarditis). In general it may be said that the dentist now treats local
lesions on their merits as such in the belief that the health of the part is
essential to the health of the whole. With regular oral care and good dentistry
foci of infection in the mouth will be rare. Where they exist they can frequently
be remedied by conservative methods or limited surgery.

In assessing the history of dentistry in Britain, the cottage industry
status was readily apparent. The little research that is undertaken had little
relationship to dental practice. It took up to 1943, with the Nuffield Report on
Dental Education and Research, before any meaningful progress was
made. 2 Itis interesting that the six members of the Nuffield committee were
all physicians of medicine and no dentists were present. This reveals the
medical doctors’ prevalent attitude toward dentistry; that it considered it to be
a “business” rather than a specialism of medicine.

It is necessary to compare the research situation in Britain with that in
America where the Gies Report of 19262 was the propelling force that
coupled together the excellence of mechanical dentistry in America with the
emergence of the research study of oral anatomy, oral pathology and
periodontal disease so that the dentition were embedded in healthy tissue. In
Germany and Austria research into the biological basis of practice was strong
and despite the theory of focal infection conservation of the dentition was still

24 Report of Advisory Committee on Dental Education and Research, 30® September 1943, National
Archives, MH77/193
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paramount, with treatment of the teeth and the surrounding supporting tissues
coming before wholesale extraction.

it has been demonstrated that the situation as far as dentistry was
concerned in Britain was bleak. Britain possessed fewer dentists of whom a
smaller proportion were qualified than many other western nations. The
statistics such as they were during the 1920s and 30s show a population with
mostly uncontrolled dental disease. In addition research into dental disease
especially in relation to practice was virtually non-existent. Between 1933 and
the outbreak of the second world war, more than 1,000 well-trained dentists
from Germany and later Austria applied for permission to work in Britain. The
majority of them were turned down. In order to assess whether this policy
was correct it is necessary to evaluate the background and training that these
refugees had been exposed to in their countries of origin.



THE STANDARDS OF DENTAL TRAINING IN GERMANY AND
AUSTRIA
Up to the beginning of the 19th century German dentistry pursued very

much the same pathway as that in Britain and the United States, being
hindered by the activity of quacks and charlatans and the cottage industry
mentality. Dentistry was considered a trade and dentists were drawn chiefly
from the ranks of craftsmen skilled in the use of small tools and especially
interested and adept in the reconstructive phases of dentistry. In the late 18th
and early 19th centuries dentistry was not seen as a specialism of medicine.
Treatment was carried out in the private sector but polyclinics were run in
general hospitals and were restricted to casual treatment such as extractions,
usually carried out by medical students. The training or teaching of
prospective dentists was left to private initiatives®°. German dentistry tended
to follow the same pathway as that in the United States where it was found
that training in dentistry could not be developed under medical auspices or in
association with medicine and that the only alternative was the establishment
of a separate system of independent dental schools. The first dental school in
the world was initiated in 1864 in America - the Baltimore College of Dental
Surgery®.

In Germany dental schools were set up in Berlin, Leipzig and Breslau
initially at the end of the 19th century and followed the American pattern of
being autonomous and not related to a medical school. Gradually the
scientific studies in dentistry helped the subject to gain academic recognition
and emphasised the importance of the health of the mouth to the total body.
By 1919 the state took over the dental schools and private institutions and a
Doctor of Medical Dentistry degree (D.M.D.) was instituted. When the student
obtained his Certificate of Approbation after four years of dental training, a
further year was required to carry out research and to write a dissertation and
on acceptance of this, a Doctor of Medical Dentistry (D.M.D.) degree was
conferred. The length of the dissertation would be some 20,000 words.

Dr Eva Glees, for example, received a D.M.D. degree at the University
of Bonn in 1936 and her dissertation was on spirochetal infection of babies

Béyweindling, Paul, Health, Race and German Politics between National Unification and Naziism
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delivered from syphilitic mothers. In order to carry this through she spent a
year working in the venereal diseases clinic of the University of Bonn medical
school.?*®

It has to be recognised that biology was the foundation of professional
education in medicine. The superiority of German medicine derived from the
application of experimental science and biology**. A good example of the
excellence of German medical research can be shown in Robert Koch’s germ
theory of disease (Koch’s postulates). In 1884 Koch presented a paper on the
causation of tuberculosis that included recovery of the organism from infected
patients, identifying it microscopically and obtaining a pure culture and
producing the infection by inoculating a pure culture into another animal.
Working in Robert Koch'’s laboratory at the University of Berlin was an
American dentist, Willoughby D. Miller, and out of these studies developed his
understanding of the relationship between bacteria and dental caries. These
findings were published first in German in 1889 and then a year later in
English as The Micro-Organisms of the Human Mouth and the Local and
General Diseases Which Are Caused By Them?**. This book established the
basis for most caries research in the 20th century.

By the 1890s the excellence of the German biological sciences was also
demonstrated by the development of the microscope with apochromatic and
oil immersion lenses of outstanding optical qualities®'. The artificial dyestuffs
industry also provided stains which were used as colouring agents to identify
bacteria and cellular constituents. Most of the aniline colouring agents were
introduced by Paul Ehrlich; this was particularly important in relation to the
differentiation of blood cells. He analysed the cytoplasmic granules which he
classified according to their staining properties as acidifils, neutrofils and
basofils, a classification system still in use today. Ehrlich, who had obtained
his medical degree in 1878 at the University of Leipzig, also tested hundreds
of synthetic agents concentrating on arsenical compounds and in 1909 he
found that the preparation number 606 (salvarsan) had excellent
spirocheticidal properties. He later came up with an improved agent in 1912
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called number 914 (neosalvarsan). Ehrlich’s work was critically important in
opening up the field of antimicrobial pharmacological agents which would
change the practice of medicine and dentistry®*2.

The pre-eminence of German medicine during the latter part of the 19th
and the early part of the 20th century also reflected on dentistry, especially
the teaching of medicine and surgery, pharmacology, histology and pathology
among many other subjects. German dental researchers such as Alfred
Kantorowicz, the director of the Dental Institute of the University of Bonn, was,
in the 1920s, the first person to clearly separate inflammatory from dystrophic
changes in classifying periodontal diseases into paradentitis and
paradentosis??. 19™-century German scientific scholarship set the standard
for the western world in many areas, attracting ambitious students, especially
Americans, to study abroad. A classic example was G. V. Black, the father of
modern dentistry?**. Black studied German so that he could read the German
medical and dental literature and visited Germany on many occasions.
Professor Hans Pichler studied under Black at North-western University in
America and translated Black’s landmark work, A Work on Operative Dentistry
in Two Volumes?*®. This had a large impact on both Austrian and German
dentistry and reinforced the links in dentistry between the United States and
Germany. Hans Sachs was a pioneer periodontist and a strong advocate of
the non-surgical treatment of gum diseases. Sachs was born in Breslau in
1881. He studied general medicine before entering dentistry at the
Universities of Berlin and Breslau. Sachs spent eight years doing post-
graduate studies and working in the United States, mostly as a student of
Robert Good in Chicago. He returned to Germany in 1908 and practiced in
Berlin. He was also a post-graduate teacher at the Dental School in Berlin?*é,

It has been possible to show that the excellence of the biological
sciences in Germany, including the specialism of dentistry, attracted their
colleagues from the United States such as W. D. Miller and G. V. Black, both
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major figures later in the history of dentistry. It is also possible to demonstrate
the traffic of dental scientists in the other direction to the United States, where
they were able to absorb the excellent mechanical skills of American dentistry.
Not only did the German dental schools follow the United States in being
autonomous rather than part of a medical school but they also bought back
the standards of excellence in mechanical dentistry to Austria and Germany
so that the level of dentistry was a formidable one especially when compared
to Britain.

In comparison to Britain, Bismarck instituted sickness insurance in 1883,
drawing together ideas of health as a means of social and economic
integration and appropriating a radical and self-help tradition of independent
sickness funds. Over the next decades a pattern of state-regulated social
welfare was set up. Medical and dental insurance was regarded as a means
of health education and for inculcating an orderly and healthy life-style®*’.

The insurance system (panel system) was the making of the medical and
dental professions. Unlike Britain, people in Germany had long been
prepared to spend part of their meagre incomes on doctors and dentists.
~ Sickness insurance practice therefore accelerated the rapidity and frequency
of consultations®*.

The level of education of German dentists, especially in comparison to
their British colleagues bears assessment. Dr Joseph Carlebach was born in
1901 in Memor, Germany and went to the Aposteln-Gymnasium in Cologne.
Here, like so many German students, he had an excellent classical education
which would have included Greek and Latin. Of great significance is the fact
that many of the refugee dentists attended a number of different universities
during their dental training. Joseph Carlebach, for example, although
obtaining his dental degree from the University of Leipzig, also studied during
his dental course at the Universities of Bonn and Wiirzberg?*®. It is also
interesting to note that the reason for going to the University of Bonn was to
study with Professor Kantorowicz. Alfred Kantorowicz was a name that
appeared on many dental schedules where students had come from other
universities to learn from him at the University of Bonn. Herman Frank, who
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was born in 1909 in Cologne, probably holds the record, having studied at
four different universities during his dental training®’. This type of ‘dental
migration’ was totally unknown in Britain, where students always stayed at the
same university. This would also apply to Austria and the United States. The
dental students obviously knew who the best lecturers and researches were
and were prepared to travel long distances to attend their lectures. These
lectures would be credited to their course in their home university.

In order to assess whether German and Viennese dental refugees were
adequately trained, it was possible to access some 48 schedules that were
completed by dental refugees on their application to the G.M.C. for inclusion
on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register’'. In 1932 the G.M.C, in the
form of the Examinations and Education Sub-Committee®?, set out the
minimum requirements in the left hand column of each schedule form
adjacent to the subjects in question. It also set out the number of meetings,
hours, lectures or months that were required and the fact that the minimal
requirements of the course should occupy four years, at least three of which
should be in a recognised dental school. The German dental school
curriculum was initially set up in 1889 and revised in 1909 %3, The subjects in
the curriculum were essentially the same as those in British schools and were
followed by all the German dental schools existing at this time?**,

From the point of view of analysis, a sample was made of the academic
backgrounds of three German refugees, Drs. Hirsekorn, Birkenruth and
Borkon, and these were compared to the British minimal requirements.

250 pata from G.M.C. Microfiche Database, 1921-1956

251 Data from G.M.C. Microfiche Database, 1921-1956

22 G M.C. Minutes, 1932

253 Central Bulletin German Reich Internal Affairs Office, Berlin, Carl Hennmans Verlag, 1909

234 Maretzky, Kurt and Venter, Robert, Geschichte des Deutschen Zahndrzte-Standes, Cologne,
Greven and Bechtold, 1974, p. 96
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Hirsekorn Birkenruth Borkon British
University Berlin Wiorzberg Kdnigsberg
1925-29 1918-21 1927-31
Number of lectures, demonstrations or meetings of class
Practical, normal and 32
morbid histology 24 26 16
Dental surgery 80 44 94 20
- - - 54
Materia Medica and therapeutics 30 26 10
Metaliurgy 32 36 13 16
Dental mechanics and prosthetics 240
210 81 20
instruction in use of anaesthetics 22 10
administrations
2 26 of general
anaesthetic
Instruction in radiology 27 16 13 No. lectures
not given
inci donti 96
Principles of orthodontics 30 13 10
Attendance at the practice of 816 hours 2 calendar
a recognised Dental Hospital over 2% years
years Attendance at
2031 519 practice
of recognised
dental school
Practical instruction in 2400 hours
dental mechanics (compulsory 24 calendar
in Germany 2076 1800 months or
more than 2000 hours
2400 hours)
Human anatomy 89
(including dissections) 132 112 40
Physiology 80 78 60 40
hol 40
General pathology 98 60 40
Bacteriology 48 48 34 10
Medicine 64 66 60 30
Surgery 80 108 60 40
Clinical instruction in General Hospital] 64 lectures 184 83
on selected cases in medicine and Charity General University
surgery including VD with bearing Hospital Hospital Haut-Clinic 50
on dentistry Berlin Wirzberg 100 beds
3000 beds 350 beds
Special anatomy, human and 48 lectures 56 34 20

comparative

Figure 8 Comparison of German and British syllabus

Herman Hirsekorn was born in 1903 in Posen. He attended the
University of Berlin Dental School from 1925 to 1929. Gustav Birkenruth was
born in 1898 at Fuhle. He attended the University of Wirzberg from 1918 to
1921. Bernhard Borkon was born in 1906 at Kénigsberg and attended the
University of Kdnigsberg Dental School from 1927 to 1931. In many subjects
the German dentists far exceeded the number of hours that were given as a
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basic requirement on the British curriculum. This would especially apply to the
heavy emphasis on bacteriology, pathology, histology, anatomy and physiology
compared to the British minimum requirements. With regard to attendances at
dental school and in dental mechanics the figures were much closer to those on
the minimal British curriculum. Dental surgery would cover operative treatment
on the teeth and their surrounding structures. The number of class meetings in
the German schools vastly exceeds that on the British minimum requirement.
This could point to the fact that operative dentistry on the teeth, following the
philosophy of G. V. Black in the United States, was more intensively pursued
than in Britain. It is also possible that two dental subjects were taught that were
not available in British dental schools. The first is periodontology, the study and
treatment of gum disease, which was only minimally taught in Britain. Indeed,
the first department of periodontology did not appear until 1950 at the
Birmingham Dental School and was organised by an Austrian refugee dentist
Egon Fox (Fuchs)®®. The other subject would be endodontics, which is root
canal therapy of teeth. Britain was still labouring under the burden of the focal
infection theory and root canal therapy, especially on posterior teeth, would not
be taught to students as it was in Germany.

It is important to re-emphasise the philosophy underlying German
dentistry, which was one of conservation of the dentition and saving teeth with
restorative dentistry and endodontics where necessary and also the treatment of
periodontal disease (periodontitis) rather than extracting the involved teeth. The
teaching of Materia Medica and therapeutics, bearing in mind the number of
meetings or lectures, is again very much in excess in the German curriculum
compared to that in Britain. This again might reflect the world leadership in
pharmacology and its adjacent subjects in Germany during the latter part of the
19th and early part of the 20th century. The same factors would apply to
instruction in a general hospital on selected cases in medicine and surgery
including venereal disease where there was a much greater emphasis in the
German dental schools compared to those in Britain. Instruction in the use of
anaesthetics, both local and general, and instruction in radiology would also
seem to follow the same pattern.

*** Interview with Mrs Bernice Fox (wife), 22 September 2004
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It is again necessary to highlight the fact that up to half the dentists on
the British Dentists Register were untrained and the overall conclusion in
comparing British and German dentistry is that the German refugee dentists
were highly trained and mostly better than their British counterparts.

In Austria dentistry evolved as a specialism of medicine compared to
Britain, Germany and the United States where dental education developed in
separate institutions and not as part of a medical school. The achievements
of the Vienna Medical School in the 19th Century enriched the scientific basis
of every area of medicine including the ill-defined discipline of dentistry and
established a basis for the significant progress that would be made in the first
part of the 20th century®®,

In the old Austrian empire, little attention was given to special dental
training; the qualified medical men who wished to practice dentistry took as
much or as little special dental training as they wished and there was no
dental diploma. In 1920 a Dentists Act (Zahntechniker Gesetz) was passed
by which the position of the unregistered practitioner was finally curtailed. By
this law, two classes of legal dental practitioners were recognised: a) the
Zahnérzte or dental surgeons, holding a medical diploma and practising
dentistry as a speciality of medicine and b) the Zahntechniker, who possessed
no medical degree. By this law mechanical dentistry was no longer
considered a trade or guild but was accepted as an integral branch of dental
surgery. The list of Zahntechniker was finally closed, so that all new entrants
to the dental profession must be fully qualified in medicine followed by a
dental training. Such practitioners with a combined medical and dental
training, which was the norm in the Austro-Hungarian Empire, were
designated as stomatologists®®.

In 1925 a new law was passed governing the educational curriculum in
dentistry. This law specified a two-year course of dental study but no
examination or diploma was awarded %, The Austrian dental authorities
instituted the Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm.Vienna diploma following an

2] esky, Erna, The Vienna Medical School of the 19" Century, Baltimore, Johns Hopkins University
Press, 1976, p. 20

257 Zamet, John, The Anschluss and the special problems of Austrian Stomatologists, Social History
o! Medicine (submitted for publication).

% Rowlett, A. E., The Austrian Dental Profession and Anschluss, British Dental Journal, August
1938: 65, p. 161
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examination in the speciality of dentistry in 1935. This was taken after the
completion of the four-year medical course.

In an interview with Dr Johannes Kirchner, the archivist at the University
of Vienna Dental School Museum?>®

Kirchner stated that this started with Moritz Heider who proposed a

about the history of Austrian dentistry,

philosophy for dental education that is still relevant: “a tooth must be seen in
its connection with the entire organism” and “dentistry must not be considered
as an independent theory which is unconnected to medicine™®®. Moritz
Heider and Carl Wedl published the Atlas of the Pathology of the Teeth®®!,
which introduced the concept of bacterial aetiology for dental caries some
years before the work of W. D. Miller in Berlin when he was working with
Koch. Wedl was a histopathologist who had introduced and improved
methods for fixing and staining tissues and it was this combination of research
and microscopic technique that was to be one of the major contributions to
oral science made by the University of Vienna Physician Dentists®®2, Victor
von Ebner, a histologist, also developed techniques for the decalcification of
teeth and the use of polarising microscopy that he applied in descriptions of
the structure and development of the dental hard tissues®®. Julius Scheff
published The Handbook of Dentistlyzs“. This book became the focus of
dental science for the German-speaking countries and reflected the original
philosophy of Moritz Heider. It provided information not only on the
macroscopic and microscopic anatomy of the oral cavity but also on the
relationships between dentistry and general medicine®®.

Despite the research and philosophy of Heider, Wedl and Scheff,
" dentistry, as opposed to Germany, Britain and America, did not establish a
clinical training programme until 1890 with the founding of the Imperial Royal
Dental Dispensary. In 1894 the Dispensary became the Dental Institute with
Julius Scheff as its first Professor of Dentistry. It was not until 1925 that
Austria required practitioners to have completed four semesters at dental
school before entering dental practice. This situation was unacceptable to the

259 Interview with Dr Johannes Kirchner, October 2004

260 | esky, Erna, The Vienna Medical School, p. 209

26! Heider, Moritz and Wedl, Carl, Arlas zur Pathologie der Zahne, Leipzig, Felix, 1869
262 K remenak, Nelly W., & Squier, Christopher, Pioneers in Oral Biology, p. 11

263 Kremenak, Nelly W., & Squier, Christopher, Pioneers in Oral Biology, p. 11

264 gcheff, Julius, Handbuch der Zahnheilkunde, 3 Vols., Vienna, Holder, 1893

265 Interview with Dr Johannes Kirchner, October 2004
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G.M.C. in Britain who required a minimal requirement of four years dental
training with at least three years in an accredited dental school. This situation
remained until 1938 when the G.M.C. recognised the diploma that was
instituted in 1935 as a final examination in dentistry. Refugees who had an
M.D. degree together with the Cert.Dent.Exam.Con.Vienna would have their
schedules accepted in some instances. An example of this was Gertrude
Fleischmann, who obtained her M.D. degree at the University of Vienna in
1934 and her Cert.Dent.Exam.Con.Vienna in 1936.

In an interview with Harry Sicher®®, who was a Professor in Anatomy at
the Vienna Dental School prior to the Anschluss, by Professor D. Walter
Cohen, Chairman of the Department of Periodontology of the Graduate
School of Dental Medicine of the University of Pennsylvania, Sicher cites the
importance of M. L. Zuckerkand!l who was Professor of Anatomy, and Julius
Tandler who succeeded Zuckerkandl as Professor of Anatomy. Both these
anatomists were Jewish and Tandler experienced great opposition to his
selection because of anti-Semitism®’. Professor Tandler advised his brighter
students, once they had completed their M.D. degree, to consider the
specialism of dentistry. This allowed them to work in practice, earn a living
and to carry on with their research in the evenings. He also put a major
emphasis on the importance of the relationship between anatomy, pathology
and clinical practice. Examples of this philosophy can be seen in the textbook
published in 1928 by Tandler and Sicher entitied Anatomy for Dentists?®.
Further examples of the close relationship between research and dental
practice could be seen in the papers written by Harry Sicher in relation to local
anaesthesia and correlating the anatomy with the placement of injections?®.
Sicher’s work on the growth of the head and face was also of fundamental
importance to practitioners of orthodontics. Bernhard Gottlieb, who was the
Director of the Dental Institute in Vienna, co-wrote a book with Balint Orban
entitled the Biology and Pathology of the Tooth and its Supporting

%6 University of Pennsylvania Audio Visual Department May 1967 (film on CD rom)

%67 Interview with Harry Sicher, University of Pennsylvania 1967

2% Sicher, H., and Tandler, J., Anatomie Jir Zahnarzte [Anatomy for Dentists], Vienna and Berlin, J
S‘gringer, 1928

2% Sicher, H., Anatomie und Technik der Leitungsanasthesie [Anatomy for local anaesthesia]
Vienna and Berlin, J. Springer, 1930
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Mechanism?"°. This was a major contribution to the biological understanding
of the oral tissues and is still relevant today.

Harry Sicher, in his interview with Dr. D. Walter Cohen 2! explains how it
was the Vienna School of dental researchers were able to obtain the most
amazing photomicrographs of both healthy and diseased dental tissue. The
Empress Maria Theresa (1740-1780) was attended by an American-trained
physician called Edward von Sweetham. He persuaded her to pass a law
that made it mandatory that all people dying in municipal hospitals should
have an autopsy. This law was still applicable in the 1930s. The
researchers in Bernhard Gottlieb’s Institute benefited from this Law and
learned how to dissect the jaws during autopsy from inside the mouth with no
external incisions and replace them with plaster of Paris so that the
appearance was maintained. Such tissue was unique and rarely available in
other countries.

In this way, during the flu pandemic of 1918-22, an excess of autopsy
material was gathered and stored. Much of this was taken to the United
States and later, during the 1940s and 1950s, produced many research
papers by American graduate students in dentistry, co-authored with their
Viennese teachers.

A major part of the extraordinary progress in the understanding of the
biological basis of dentistry and also the specialties of periodontics,
endodontics and orthodontics can be attributed to a group of Austrian dental
scientists working at the University of Vienna between 1920 and 1938 after
which time they were forced to emigrate to America as a result of the
Anschluss. The names of these dental scientists would nowadays be
considered amongst the greatest in dentistry: Bernhard Gottlieb, Balint Orban,
Harry Sicher, Joseph Peter Weinmann, Rudolf Kronfeld and Albin
Oppenheim. Collectively these dental scientists have become known as the
Vienna School?™%. The leader of this group was Bernhard Gottlieb who was
born in Poland in 1886 and received his M.D. from the University of Vienna in
1912. Gottlieb, Sicher and Weinmann all applied to the G.M.C. to be allowed

70 Gottlieb, B. and Orban, B., Biology and Pathology of the Tooth and its supporting Mechanism,

Vienna and Berlin, J. Springer, 1938

27 Interview with Harry Sicher, 1967

;’; (garrarll;z;, Fermin and Shklar, Gerald, History of Periodontology, Berlin, Quintessence Books
s P ’
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to practice and carry on their research in Britain. The G.M.C. Minutes for
1937 show Bernhard Gottlieb’s name on the rejected list?’>. Notes by Esther
Simpson of the Society for the Protection of Science and Learning in relation
to Harry Sicher showed the major efforts that were made on his behalf with no
success?’*. Joseph Weinmann was due to appear before the joint committee
on Austrian refugee dentists®”°. He did not appear and instead went to
Chicago.

The Vienna School and the biological basis of dentistry seemed to have
little impact on dentistry in Britain. The only exception would be Wilfred Fish
who, like his Viennese colleagues, was both a physician, dental clinician and
an avid researcher. Fish had corresponded with Gottlieb for many years and
had visited the Research Institute in Vienna many times and in 1933 he sent
him a copy of his book, An Experimental Investigation of Enamel Dentine and
Dental Pulp®™®. Fish recorded his debt to Gottlieb and the Vienna Institute in
the preface of his book Paradontal Disease®”’. Fish writes, “l have to
acknowledge my debt to Professor Gottlieb for his gift of histological sections
to me many years ago before | had any of my own. | am particularly grateful
to him for first arousing my special interest in the pathology of periodontal
disease’®®. It was sad that Fish chose not to help his Viennese colleagues
to come and work in Britain after the Anschluss.

27 General Medical Council Minutes, 1937 Report of the Education and Examinations Sub
Committee Rejected List, p. 241

214 Bodleian Library SPSL 373/5

275 British Dental Journal, Supplement 13, 1" March 1939

7% Fish, E. W., An Experimental Investigation of Enamel Dentine and Dental Pulp, London, John
Bale & Sons, 1932

277 Fish, E. W., Paradontal Disease, London, Eyre & Spottiswood, 1944

278 Manson, J. D., Wilfred Fish, London, Esmeralda Press, 2003, p. 139
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Figure 9 Recession and cementosis. Histological photomicrograph. Slide from collection
presented by Bernhard Gottlieb to Dr. E.W. Fish. Reproduced by permission of the Curator
of the Royal College of Surgeons museum

It is important to analyse the reasons why all of the major figures of the
Vienna School ended up in the United States and none of them came to
Britain. The Dean of Loyola School of Dentistry in Chicago was William H. G.
Logan who met Bernhard Gottlieb in Geneva in 1925 at a conference to
finalise plans for the upcoming Fédération Dentaire Internationale Congress
to be held in Philadelphia in 192620 Logan was acutely aware of the Gies
Report on American dentistry that was eventually published in 1926 and the
need for a biological approach to complement the American excellence in
restorative dentistry. Logan extended an invitation to Gottlieb to visit Chicago
during his trip to the FDI Congress in Philadelphia in 1926. This set up a link
with the Vienna School that was to come to fruition in 1938 and 1939
Considerable opposition arose about the emigration of Austrian dental
scientists from the American Association of Dental Schools and the National
Association of Dental Examiners280. Unlike the G.M.C. in Britain which
controlled dentistry, in American decentralisation of the licensing authority
from the Federal Government to the State Governments created an
environment where despite a great deal of discussion, no single point of view
usually prevailed and therefore some hospitable niches remained available for

refugee dentists; hence William H. G. Logan was able to invite the Vienna

279 H
280 Kremenak, Nelly W., & Squ!er, Christopher, Pioneers in Oral Biology, p. 10
Kremenak, Nelly W., & Squier, Christopher, Pioneers in Oral Biology, p. 20
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school to work in Chicago. This was to completely change the face of
American dentistry by welding the biological approach of the Austrian
scientists to the renowned technical excellence for which American dentistry
was known.

In an interview, Christopher Squier, the Associate Dean for Graduate
Studies and Research at the University of lowa and previously a Consultant at
the London Hospital dental school?®!, felt that consideration should be given
to the receptiveness of the environment at a more fundamental level than the
bureaucracy represented by the G.M.C. or other Iicensihg bodies. For
example the Chicago Schools that took in the Viennese emigres flourished
because they had the resources, infrastructure and collaboration that was
necessary for scholarship to succeed. This was not true of all American
dental schools: while Bernhard Gottlieb worked at the Dental School at Baylor
University in Texas, this school did not rise to prominence in the way that the
University of lllinois did between 1950 and 1970.

Dentistry in Britain did not have the stimulus that the Gies Report of 1926
gave American dentistry and the question needs to be asked as to whether
there were British schools that could have benefited from the refugees’ input.
Squier suggests the London Hospital, where A. E. W. Miles as an
M.D./Dentist would have had the same training as the Viennese dentists, or
Wilfred Fish at the Royal Dental Hospital and later at St. Mary’s Hospital,
London, but these were perhaps the only ones. Squier also suggests looking
at “control” situations such as what happened in Palestine, a nation that
obviously had not imposed the restrictions on émigrés as had the European
countries; he seems to think that the Hadassah Dental School did not
achieve much status until very recently and it is ironic that Bernhard Gottlieb
left after a short stay in 1939, feeling acutely the lack of his Viennese
colleagues and also the poor facilities and lack of response that he found in
Palestine. This compared to the situation that might have appertained to the
members of the Vienna School had they been allowed to settle in Britain.

In relation to the Viennese dental curriculum, data from the schedule of
Edmund Kerpal (see table below) is shown. He was born in Odenburg in
1897 and received his dental training at the University of Vienna between
1924 and 1926 following his M.D. degree. In relation to dentistry, the major

3! [nterview with Christopher Squier, 5™ May 2004
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emphasis at the University of Vienna on human anatomy and dissection,
physiology, histology, general pathology and medicine and surgery would be
due to the students taking an M.D. degree in medicine before embarking on
their dental studies. These studies were therefore of greater depth than
would have been required for dental training. The same would apply to the
clinical instruction in a general hospital on selected cases in medicine and
surgery. Again in special anatomy, human and comparative, Edmund Kerpal
shows 112 meetings or lectures, which are virtually double those of the
German schools and five times those of the British minimal requirements.
Dental surgery, which would encompass operative treatment on the teeth and
periodontal tissues shows 160 meetings of the class in Kerpal's case which is
almost double those of the German dentists and vastly in excess of the 20
meetings in the British minimal requirements.
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EDMUND KERPAL
Vienna 1924-26

British requirement

Subject

Number of lectures,
demonstrations, meetings of
class or hours

Not less than 4 calendar
years

Practical, normal and morbid

32 hours 16 meetings of class
histology
Dental surgery 160 hours 20 meetings of class
Materia Medica and therapeutics 12 lectures 10 meetings of class
Metallurgy 36 lectures 16 meetings of class
Dental mechanics and prosthetics 128 hours 20 meetings of class
. Not less than 4 calendar
Instruction in use of anaesthetics 24 hours
years
Instruction in radiology 28 hours No. lectures not given
Principles of orthodontics 80 hours 10 meetings of class
2 calendar years
Attendance at the practice of a 24 months attendance
recognised Dental Hospital at practice of recognised
dental school
Practical instruction in dental 24 calendar months or
24 months
mechanics 2000 hours
tomy (includin
Human ana ‘y ( g 144 lectures/demonstrations 40 lectures
dissections)
Physiology 140 lectures/demonstrations 40 lectures
General pathology 220 hours 40 lectures
Bacteriology 32 lectures/demonstrations 10 lectures
Medicine 570 hours 30 meetings of class
Surgery 570 hours 40 meetings of class
Clinical instruction in General
| ected in 16 months
spital on selected cases i ) )
Hosp p ery including VD Oedenberg Hospital 50 meetings of class
icine and su
medicine a rgery . Vienna 500 beds
with bearing on dentistry
ial anatomy, human and
Specia y 112 hours

comparative

20 meetings of class

Figure 10 Schedule of Edmund Kerpal

Three explanations exist for this: firstly, it evidences a heavy emphasis
on the work of G. V. Black in Chicago, who would be considered the father of
modern dentistry. Pichler, later the Dean of the University of Vienna Dental
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School, had spent considerable time with Black during the 1920s and 1930s.
Secondly, the teachings of the Vienna School had put a great emphasis on
periodontal therapy (the treatment of gum diseases), which was not so
apparent in the schools of Germany and virtually non-existent in Britain.
Thirdly, the time spent on endodontics (root canal therapy), which was
considered a vital part in saving teeth rather than removing them and was
also virtually non-existent in the teaching schedules of British Dental Schools
that were very much still in the thrall of focal infection. Edmund Kerpal puts
down in his schedule that 24 months were spent on attendance at the practice
of a recognised dental school and also on practical instruction in dental
mechanics. Bearing in mind that the length of the Austrian dental course in
relation to dentistry was only 24 months in all, these figures might be
considered optimistic and presented the most significant argument for the
G.M.C. who felt that Austrian stomatologists were inadequately trained in the
restorative side of dentistry, bearing in mind their minimal requirements of a
four-year dental course, three years of which must be spent in a recognised
dental school. Orthodontics also occupied a major role in the Austrian and
German dental curricula. This was due to the pioneering work of Alfred
Kantorowicz in Germany at the University of Bonn, and of Albin Oppenheim,
one of the Vienna School at the University of Vienna. Orthodontics in Britain
at this time was extremely basic.

When the background to the dental training of the Austrian émigré
dentists is analysed, it is obvious that they were well trained, and probably far
in excess of their counterparts in Britain®®2. They were obviously light years
ahead of the so-called “1921 men” who occupied at least half the numbers of
the British dental register in the 1930s and who had had no formal dental
training at all. To some extent the attitude of the G.M.C. towards Austrian
stomatologists was more understandable because of the major emphasis on
medicine and the reduced emphasis on restorative dentistry.

In 1935 the Austrian Dental Authorities instituted the
Cert.Dent.Exam.Con.Vienna which was a formal examination and the granting
of a diploma when the student had completed his dental course following his
M.D.. This was accepted by the G.M.C. in 1938 for registration despite the

22 Wolf, Herman, Die Neue Lehrgang Zahndrztes Institut der Wiener Universitdt, Berlin and
Vienna, Urban und Schwarzenburg, 1932 and 1937
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original insistence of a four year course with at least three years being in a

recognised dental schoo?®.

283 G M.C. Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee Cé i

. . . Comments by Chairman Sheri
schedules of candidates who possessed the Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm.Vienna fgr adn:iss?(:n toet;:g e
Foreign List of the Dentists Register November 1938
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BARRIERS TO ACCEPTANCE

Limited timestay and permission to practice

Doctors and dentists constituted the largest occupational group among
German Jewish immigrants to Britain recorded in 1933?%, The majority of
German dentists who filled out the schedule forms from the G.M.C. in an effort
to obtain registration of their names on the Foreign List of the Dentists
Register in Britain usually applied while they were still living in Germany. This
was evident from the application forms that were filled out that went with their
schedules?. The majority of dentists that were successful in establishing
their names on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register were also still in
Germany. Despite this they had two major hurdles involving the Home Office
that they had to surmount before they would be allowed to practice in Britain:
firstly, permission to stay in Britain was only given for a limited amount of time.
This was stamped in the passport and the immigrant had to report to the local
police. Secondly, permission to practice dentistry was often denied,
especially after the “ban” in February of 1936.>* The dental refugees were
left without the means of earning a living and they relied on their own savings
and the help provided by the Jewish Refugee Committee.

The Cabinet Committee on Aliens Restrictions met for the first time on
6™ April 1933. Issues for consideration were set out in a memorandum signed
by the Home Secretary. The main difficulty was that a leave to land as
visitors had been given to a number of persons who it was believed were in
fact Jews whose journey had been prompted by the desire to escape from the
persecution in Germmany?®’. Many of the dental refugees had presented
themselves as visitors but had admitted on questioning by immigration
officials that they were really refugees. They were still allowed to land on the
basis that they qualified for admission as visitors. As immigration controls
tightened, where refugee dentists appeared to be refugees rather than
visitors, the passports were stamped for only a short duration stay, varying

?Niederland, Doron, Areas of Departure from Nazi Germany & the Social Structure of the
Immigrants in Mosse, Second Chance, p. 59

285 G.M.C. dental archive on microfiche

286 British Dental Journal, 61, 195, 1936

*7 Gilmour, Sir John, The Present Position, The National Archives HO213/2627
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between one month to a year, together with a condition forbidding
employment. Thus Hans Lewinnek, whose schedule was accepted by the
G.M.C. in 1936 was still travelling backwards and forwards between Berlin
and London. His usual period of stay was stamped on to his passport as 3
weeks, such as that for 17th January 1939 or a longer period of 6 months,
which was given on the 6thJune 1939, when he was permitted to land in
Southampton. Hans Lewinnek was unusual in practising in Berlin
intermittently up to June 1939. Fortunately he had a colleague, Ernst
Magnus, who had already been allowed to open a practice in Kenton in

Middlesex and he would stay with him during his periods in Britain.
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Erich Cohn, who practised in the Kurfustendam in Berlin until 1935, had
been accepted on to the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1937. Initially his
passport, stamped at Dover on 22" August 1937, allowed only a three-week
stay until 318 October 1937. Before this time he had to report to the
Metropolitan Police who also checked that he had left the country after this
three-week period. On 31% October after re-entering the country, his passport
shows that he was allowed to stay in Britain for a period of 10 months between
215t October 1937 and 31% October 1938. The final stamp on his passport
shows that he could stay in Britain from 8™ December 1938 until 5™ July 1940
(this became academic since the outbreak of war in 1939). It is also interesting
that despite the fact that his name was on the G.M.C. Dentists Register, the
object of his stays in Britain were given as tourism. The stamp on his passport
also says that leave to land was granted at Folkestone on 19™ August 1939, so
he had been out of the country yet again, but it specifically states that the
holder does not take any employment or engage in any business profession or
occupation other than that which from time to time will be authorised by the
Secretary of State.

85




rysmzziz
Sete BN
_SI\K(“* k

Viw

n3 0 JM»
ianiAT

[SCHE BOTSCHAFT

itersr

rSCHC BOTSCHAFT
I'AM.1U | F

Figure 12 Passport of Erich Cohn

6 JANWBY

UUTMIE IIOTSCIiAIt

86



Richard Engel, who was accepted on to the Dentists Register of the
G.M.C. in September of 1935, landed in Dover on 20th May 1937 and again

was given the condition that he did not remain in Britain later than 8th March

1938, which was stamped on his passport. The stamps show that he was back

in Germany by 25th February 1938 and his passport was also stamped in

Germany again on 20th March 1939.
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Figure 13 Passport and registration Certificate of Richard Engel

Again this is a good example of the anomaly of a dentist who was

accepted on to the Dentists Register yet had to come backwards and forwards
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to Britain, not being given permission to stay indefinitely or to be allowed to
practice by the Home Office.

Alfred Rosenkrantz was accepted onto the G.M.C. Register Foreign List
in 1935. In a letter from the Home Office dated 25" February 1936, he was
allowed to stay in Britain for 12 months in the first instance, but the Home
Secretary insisted that he could not set up practice in St. John’s Wood or
Marylebone, but would be prepared to listen to any other proposition.
Eventually he settied in Brondesbury, N.W.2, with Home Office dispensation in
a letter dated 6™ March 1939.

Figure 14 Letters from Home Office to Dr. Alfred Rosenkrantz

The same illogical policy of allowing a refugee dentist accredited by the
G.M.C. on the Foreign List only for a limited time applied to Herman Frank,
who, according to a letter from the Home Office dated 14™ July 1936, despite
being given permission to set up in practice in Sudbury, was only permitted to
stay in Britain for one year.

88



ARS.

"V Mt j*t—tkanUJ ht
HOME OFFICE,

von Skmuiy or WHITEHALL.

m i Dwutiut
Han Orna

14tn July, 1936.

P 1839

The Under S«oreta.ry of Stajto le dlreoted to return
the passport of Dr. Herman Prajcl:
/ and to say that the oondltion attached to the grant of
leave to land to the holder inje> far as it relates to
the duration of his stay in th” Jnlted Kingdom ha»

been varied eo as to postpone t"o date by «hioh he is

“required to leave The~rtited KinglémLuntii' tHo [ el
29th July, 1937. B
The new endorsement on the pateeport should be ‘®

shown to the Allens Registration Officer at the Polloe”-

Statlon where the holdpr Is registered. 1-
The Secretary of State dope not desire to raise

objection to Dr, Frank establishing himself in dental .
practice in Sudbury. 11t will b« open to Dr. Frank to >
apply to this Department tovrardb the end of this period
for a further prolongation of hi« stay, when he should., «
furnieh full Information as to [the progress of his dental
practice. The validity of Dr.1Frank*s passport should be

renewed in due course«’ 11 W /Dr. Frenic £+

Figure 15 Home Office letter to Dr. Herman Frank

A German refugee dentist, Dr. Malli Meyer, who was admitted to the
Foreign List of the Dentists Register in 1936, arrived in Dover in 1937 and was
issued with a Certificate of Registration under the Alien’s Order of 1920. The
data on the front of the Certificate (see appendix 2 p. 362) shows the close
contact that had to be maintained with the police. The Cambridge police
stamped the document and wrote in pen that the conditions of stay have
changed and that Meyer would be required to depart from Britain no later than
314 August 1938. The Borough Police of Cambridge also stamped the
document on 19th September 1938 and again in pen the condition was
extended to 31g August 1939. A further stamp from the Cambridge Borough
Police dated 9th September 1939 gave permission to stay in Britain until 29th
February 1940. By this time the second world war had intervened. Further
stamps on Dr. Meyer’s certificate of registration show that she was now
categorised as a refugee from Nazi oppression, and that “the holder of this

certificate is to be exempted until further order from internment and from special
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restrictions applicable to enemy aliens under the Alien’s Order 1920 as
amended”. This latter data was stamped 25" November 1939.

Wilhelm Landes was an Austrian dental technician who, under the laws
in Austria, was allowed to practice dentistry once he had completed nine years
working with a recognised dental surgeon. He could not obtain a British visa
and in desperation obtained a visa to go to Australia. It was necessary to come
through Southampton to board the SS Orantes on 29™ September 1938. His
passport was stamped “for direct transit only” and was valid for entry to Britain
within 90 days. His son Emil contracted whooping cough and was seriously ill
and they missed their sailing date. It would seem from the stamps on his
passport that he was given help by the Special Division of the Swiss Legation,
with the passport being stamped on 14™ June 1940 and 8" October 1940. It
was also interesting to note that he was able to obtain a visa for the United
States dated 27" February, but with no money he could not make use of this.
Wilhelm Landes was not accepted on to the Dentists Register by the G.M.C.
and practiced as a dental technician until he took the Statutory Examination in
1956, after which time he opened his own practice.
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Max Borchardt was the oldest refugee dentist to be accepted by the
G.M.C. He was placed on the Dentists Register in 1936 and went through
immigration at Dover on 7thApril 1936. According to his registration card, a
Home Office letter B6289 dated 2rd March 1936 raised no objection to him
establishing a dental practice in Hampstead for 12 months (having been
accepted by the G.M.C. in 1935, he avoided the February 1936 ban on
allowing refugees to practice, see page 101). A Home Office letter dated 20th
April 1939 states that the grant of leave to land is varied and insofar as it limits
the holder’s stay in Britain, is cancelled.
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Dr. Borchardt was not interned and permission was granted via a le

dated 27thJanuary 1942 to practice as a dental surgeon “two or three times

28National Archives MEPO 35/32 (242259)



week in the City of Oxford of three to four hours”. By living in Oxford he and
his family avoided the Blitz. By 1946 he was back in London and continued to
practice until he died of a coronary thrombosis in 1950.

Guarantors were often of great help to dental refugees, especially where
they had connections or influence with the Home Office. Ernst Hackenbroch
(see appendix 2 p. 323) had a moneyed part of his family called the Lewisohns
who lived in London. He also had a relative called Anna Schwab who was on
the Chief Rabbi’s emergency council during the 1930s. Either she or her
husband had good ties with the Home Office and they were able to obtain
extensions for his stay in Britain. They were also able to help in obtaining
permission for him to open his first practice by cutting through much of the red
tape®®.

Olga Josephs obtained her D.M.D. degree from the University of
Cologne in 1920. Her schedule was accepted by the G.M.C. in 1935 and she
was placed on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register. She was a relative of
Sir Ernest Cassel, the banker and industrialist, and she was able to elicit the
help of Edwina Mountbatten as a guarantor; there were thus no problems with
permission to practice from the Home Office when she arrived in this country in
19357,

Emmerich Weindling obtained his M.D. degree in Vienna and was one of
the 40 dentists who were given permission to practice in Britain providing they
completed a Licentiate in Dental Surgery (L.D.S.) diploma. Emmerich
Weindling’s guarantor was Miss Marjorie Raffael of 43 Grosvenor Street,
London, W1. The Raffael family were well known in the Anglo-Jewish
community and had endowed a wing that was built on to Guy’s Hospital. The
influence of the Raffael family was again useful, so that he was able to see his
name included in the privileged 407"

Walter Reif obtained his D.M.D. at Bonn University in 1928. He came
from a well-known banking family in Berlin and was accepted by the G.M.C. in
1934. By this time much of the Reif fortune had been relocated to Argentina
where they had relations who acted as 'guarantors and considerable sums of

289 Interview with Ida Koschland (daughter), 5™ May 2002
2% Interview with Dr Gerald Josephs (son), 28™ July 2002
1 Interview with Paul Weindling (son), 26® May 2003
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money were advanced to London. Walter Reif found little difficulty in obtaining
Home Office permission to practice and indeed, somewhat unusually, he
started his practice in Park Lane where he took a lease on a house with Meinert
Marks?®2.

The Society of Friends acted as sponsors for Jacques Kurer's family
when he was given a visa as one of the 40 Austrian dentists allowed into Britain
in 1938. Jacques Kurer completed an L.D.S. diploma in 1939 at Manchester
Dental School and then opened his first practice in a house owned by the
Society of Friends until he was bombed out in 1941. Both Peter and Hans
Kurer, his sons, were sent to boarding school paid for by the Society of Friends
until his practice was established®®.

22 Interview with Kimche Reif (wife), 16™ April 2005
2% Interview with Peter Kurer (son), 20" May 2002
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General Medical Council Policy, Home Office and Dental Political Organisations

Initially, it appeared that there was little or no data about the policy of the
G.M.C. In a letter from the G.M.C. dated 3™ May 2005, it was stated that all the
data in relation to policy in the 1930s appeared to have been destroyed?®.
Fortunately it was possible to find important documents in relation to the G.M.C.
in the National Archives. There is a memorandum from November 1935 of an
interview by Sir Eric Holderness, Head of the Aliens Department and Sir
Samuel Hoare, future Home Secretary with Sir Norman Walker, President of
the G.M.C. and Michael Haseltine, Registrar of Council of the G.M.C., calling
attention to the unusually large number of German dentists given admission to
the Dentists Register*,

Sir Norman Walker explained that he thought it necessary to appraise
the Home Office that an unusually large number of applications had been
received by the Council from German dentists for admission to the Dentists
Register of the United Kingdom under the provisions of the Dentist's Act 1878.
During the first few years the number of people registering had been negligible
(from 2-9 per annum) but applications had now been received from 125 people
which will have to be considered at a meeting of the committee of the Council
on 13" November 1935. Sir Norman Walker estimated that at least another
125 applications would come in before the next council meeting the following
year. He stated that it was the practice of the Council to have regard not only
to the dental degree of the refugee but also to the actual length and nature of
the courses of study which the applicant had taken. Where these were thought
insufficient, the application was refused, even though the applicant was duly
qualified to practice in his own country. Walker felt that more than a third of the
125 applications would fail on such grounds.

Sir Norman goes on to suggest that the reason for the sudden increase
in applications was the drive of the German authorities against the Jews, in
particular the so-called Nuremberg Laws promulgated in September 1935 by
which the Jew in Germany was officially given the rank of a second-class

citizen.

24 General Medical Council Policy and Corporate Directorate 3™ May 2005
25 National Archives HO213/264. German Refugee Dentist June 1936
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He also stated that it had occurred to him that a Jew in Germany was not
entitled to practice dentistry or dental surgery and the G.M.C. had accordingly
communicated with the Privy Council Office as to what the legal position of
Jewish dentists in Germany was. Walker understood that an urgent enquiry on
the matter was being made by the British Embassy in Berlin. If it was the case
that Jews were legally debarred from practicing dentistry in Germany, the
Council should refuse the applications; otherwise there appeared to be no
alternative to putting the applicants on the Register. A question would then
arise whether the Home Office would admit them to this country for the purpose
of practice. Sir Norman Walker was afraid that as soon as the refugees were
put on the Register, the bodies representing the dentists in this country, (the
British Dental Association, the Incorporated Dental Society and the Public
Dental Services Association®) would protest both to the Council and to the
Home Office. The Incorporated Dental Society was made up of those dentists
who had not obtained a dental qualification but were under the provisions of the
Dentist Act of 1921. This body was said to be the more vocal of the two and
the proportion of the dental profession whom it represented was surprisingly
high. “Out of 15,000 dentists on the register, about 7,000 belonged to this
group and in order to qualify for registration in 1921 they had to be not more
than 23 years of age. They are all comparatively young and likely to constitute
a large proportion of the profession for some time to come (the majority of
them, Mr. Haseltine said, are thoroughly bad dentists).”?*

Sir Ernest Holderness pointed out that the number of persons on the
Dentists Register had been practically stationary at 15,000 with a tendency to
decline in the last few years. There would seem to be an insufficiency of
students entering for the dental profession. The number of students in the last
year or So was approximately 300.

He agreed that the proportion of dentists per head of the population in
this country was low in comparison with other countries such as Germany and

America.

2% The PDSA was instituted in 1923 to look after the interests of all concerned with dental benefit

treatment. Cohen, R.A., The Advance of the Dental Profession, London, British Dental Association,

1979, p. 27
297 National Archives HO213/264. German Refugee Dentist June 1936
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Sir Ernest Holderness said that he “had heard that one of the reasons for
the small number of persons taking up the dental profession in this country was
that in large centres and industrial areas the arrangements for panel practice
involved a great deal of work for very inadequate remuneration”. Mr Haseltine
said that “on their individual merits there might be a case for the establishment
in this country of those German dentists whose qualifications would be superior
to at least 40% of our own practitioners but the influx of such a large number
would be bound to raise the opposition of the professional dental
organisations”. Sir Norman Walker stated that most of these people had never
put in a day’s study in this country and some might never have been in this
country at any time, so the position was very different from that of German
doctors who had been allowed to practice here after obtaining a qualification by
studying for a year or more in Britain.

Written in pen on the outside of the folder in question is a note from
Michael Haseltine that says, “the truth is that what this country wants is better
dentists, if you have the toothache it is extraordinary how little you care whether
you are treated by a Jew or a gentile”. This was dated 25" November 1935.

Minutes are also available for the G.M.C. on Tuesday 26™ May 19362,
They state that “119 foreign dentists applied for admission to the Dentists
Register of the G.M.C. under the Dentists Act of 1878. In the past November,
61 were admitted and 58 were refused. After a careful review of the situation
thus created, it was decided to admit to this country any of the 61 who might
apply for permission under the Aliens Order to establish themselves here in
practice but to close the door on further applicants. This decision has become
fairly widely known and was printed in a recent issue of the Journal of the
British Dental Association”®.” In May the G.M.C. considered applications from
a further 321 foreign dentists, 231 of which were turned down and 90 accepted.
Of the accepted 90, 15 had been unsuccessful in their applications in
November but had been admitted after submitting further evidence of their
qualifications. They were appealing that they should be allowed to settle in
Britain along with the first 61 on the grounds that they completed their forms of
application to the Council six months ago and they should have been included

298 National Archives HO213/265
2 British Dental Journal,1* February 1936, vol. 61, p.195
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along with their more fortunate fellows. The minutes go on to say that “on the
other hand, in view of the public acknowledgement which our previous decision
has gained and particularly having regard to the fact that an undertaking was
virtually given to the British Dental Association last January that the Home
Office would admit no further dentists beybnd the original 61 without prior
consultation with that body, we must therefore refuse the 15 along with the
remaining 75 although it may be possible to make exceptions in one or two
individual cases™®. This minute was dated 10™ June 1936.

In the House of Commons on 28™ May 1937%°! Mr. R. Duckworth asked
the Home Secretary what the present policy of his department was with regard
to the admission into this country of foreign doctors and dentists and what
representations he had received from professional bodies in this country on the
subject of this form of competition. The Home Secretary stated that the policy
was to closely restrict the admission of foreign doctors and dentists who wished
to set up in practice in this country after being admitted to the British Medical
and Dental Registers. Since March 1935 the rule had been not to permit
foreigners to engage in medical practice in Britain, save in the most exceptional
circumstances. The same rule had been applied in the case of foreign dentists
since February 1936. The question of the admission of refugee doctors and
dentists from Germany had been the subject of representations from and
discussions with the various professional bodies concerned. Separate figures
had been kept of the numbers of refugees in the way of doctors and dentists to
whom permission to set up in practice had been granted. There were 183
doctors and 78 dentists. The dentists involved had been admitted to the
Dentists Register before February of 1936°%, These figures were updated
following a question to the Home Secretary on 6™ July 1938%, The Home
Secretary, Sir Samuel Hoare said that since 1933 the number of refugee
doctors and dentists coming from Germany who had been given permission to
practice their profession after admission to the British Medical and Dental
Registers was 185 and at 93 respectively.

300 practice of Dentistry by Aliens, British Dental Journal, 60, 15® February 1936, p. 197
3! British Dental Journal, Parliamentary Intelligence, 1% July 1937, Vol. 62, p. 51
302 British Dental Journal, Vol. 62, 1* July 1937, Parliamentary intelligence alien doctors and dentists,

. 51
By British Dental Journal, Vol. 65, 1* August 1938, Parliamentary intelligence, p. 189
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This would mean that some 160 refugee dentists were on the Foreign
List of the Dentists Register but had no visible way of earning a living since they
were not given Home Office permission to practice and mostly were not allowed
to take up any other form of employment*™,

It would seem from the data that the G.M.C. severely reduced the
number of refugee dentists that were placed on the Dentists Register following
the Dental Board'’s resolution in 1934 objecting to the granting of licenses to
such a considerable number of persons unless they had special qualifications.
It was stated that there were only 28 names on the final list up to the end of
1934 and the point was stressed that they were now faced with a possible 61
coming on to the Register at one time and therefore the problem was becoming
more serious.

A deputation from the Dental Board pointed out to the G.M.C. that the
dental profession in Britain was suffering from unemployment rather than over-
employment and even at the boom period it could not be said to be too small to
shoulder all the work that it was asked to do. Numbers on the register were
amply sufficient to cope with the demands for a dental service and with any
increase to be expected in the near future. The Permanent Under-Secretary of
State for the Home Office stated that up to the present, permission had never
been refused for a professional man with proper credentials to reside and
practice in this country. The Home Office promised however that if there was
any continuance of such applications they would immediately communicate
with the association to hear their views>®,

Further pressure was put on the G.M.C. by information placed in the
British Dental Journal. Under “admissions to and removals from the register”
306 it was made known that the G.M.C. had received requests from 33
foreigners for registration in respect of German qualifications which were
acceded to, while 108 similar applications, including several of other
nationalities, were rejected on the grounds that insufficient evidence 6f
possessing the knowledge and skill requisite to the efficient practice of dentistry
or dental surgery had been submitted. The article goes on to state that there

3%4 British Dental Journal, Vol. 60, 15" February 1936, The practice of dentistry by aliens, p. 197
395 British Dental Journal, 15" February 1936, Practice of dentistry by Aliens, p. 197
3% British Dental Journal, Vol. 60, 1* February 1936, Parliamentary Notes, p. 195
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was probably no reason to question the decisions arrived at, but surprise may
be expressed that this country and the Dominions overseas should offer so
great an attraction to aliens and that their own country, after educating them,
furnished such limited opportunities for practice. In the absence of any more
plausible explanation, it appeared that certain racial disputes and animosities
had not yet spent their force and that many graduates continued to seek a less
autocratic environment. “The hospitality afforded by this country to foreigners
coming to its shores is proverbial but, whether suitable occupation can be found
in the dental profession for so many individuals who are untrained in its national
methods and unversed in its traditions, and usually it may be presumed, with
more or less limited command of its language, is open to question.”

The Valedictory Address by Sidney Venning, the President of the British
Dental Association was quoted in the British Dental Journal in June 19367,
He suggested that

some concern had been felt at the rapid increase in the number
of applications from aliens for registration on the Dental Register.
Already the Foreign List on the Register is more than doubled by the
additions made in December last, most of them, driven from their
country by intolerable conditions of living consequent upon the
accident of birth and race, have sought refuge in this country and,
having satisfied the G.M.C. as to their qualifications, have had their
names added to the Register. These applications have become so
numerous however that the Medical Council now exercises a close
scrutiny and are making greater restrictions to new entries. Moreover
the Home Office authorities, too alive to the possibilities which this
opens up, are rigidly refusing further permits to practice in this country.

An article in The People newspaper *®® underlines the fact that there
were many examples of dentists who were admitted to the Dentists Register by
the G.M.C. but were unable to work because of lack of permission by the Home
Office.

it would seem from the data that the Home Office, under pressure from
the dental political groups - the B.D.A., |.D.S. and P.D.S.A,, tried to strictly
control the number of dentists on the Foreign List who were allowed to go into

307 Venning, Sidnez, British Dental Journal, June 1936, Vol. 61, p. 152
398 The People, 26" July 1936
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practice®®. Further they were not permitted to stay in the country indefinitely
but had to leave after periods ranging from three weeks to 11 months unless
extended. Sir Samuel Hoare, the Home Secretary, stated on 6™ June 1938 in
the House of Commons, that since 1933 the number of refugee doctors and
dentists who have been given the right to practice their profession after
admission to the British Medical and Dental Registers is 185 and 93

310 The situation changed after the outbreak of war when urgent

respectively
dental manpower was required due to a shortage of dentists, many of whom
had gone into the armed forces,.>""

The President's Address at the G.M.C. meeting of 23™ May 1939 is
quoted in the Minutes. He notes that:

The G.M.C. have recently had occasion, especially in dealing
with the registration of foreign dentists under the Dentist Act 1878, to
realise more clearly than ever that their concern is with standards of
professional education and not with political questions; and | venture
to suggest that Medical Boards or Councils elsewhere who are
responsible for medical registrations tread on hazardous ground when
they seek, by means of amendments of Medical Acts, to deal with
matters which obviously fall within the general powers of the
Government of the country>*2,

The British dental establishment's response showed a considerable
difference as to how refugee dentists were treated in comparison to refugee
physicians. Virtually no records were found for refugee dentists in relation to
their treatment by the Home Office. Policy could only be judged by looking at
the individual records of refugees that were found in the G.M.C. microfiche
archive and from data, mostly in the form of letters and passports, obtained
from the families of refugee dentists via the Association of Jewish Refugees
magazine. The British medical establishment's response to the influx of
refugee physicians during the 1930s was officially recorded in the files of the
“Aliens Committee” at the archive of the British Medical Association.

3% Metropolitan Archive ACC3121/C2/1/6 Board of Deputies Aliens Committee 6* January 1938.

Report by Otto Schiff
319 pritish Dental Journal, Parliamentary Intelligence, August 1938, Vol. 65, p. 189

311 Metropolitan Archive ACC3121/C2/1/6 Board of Deputies Aliens Committee 7* July 1942, Report

by Otto Schiff
312 National Archives MH 79/257
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According to Karola Decker*'®

1314

, the most important record is a “historical note”
from November 194 These files reflect the position of the British medical
and dental establishment which was strongly against the influx of refugee
doctors and dentists.

With regard to the question of numbers, Decker estimates from her
findings in the Aliens Committee files that approximately 2,000 refugee
physicians and dentists were admitted during 1938-1948°', From the data
base that has now been established in relation to dentists (Appendix 1) some
299 dental refugees were accepted by the G.M.C., which means that the
number of physicians would total 1700, of which the bulk was made up of
German and Austrian refugees, some with dual medical and dental

qualifications.

38 Decker, Karola, Visions and Diversity: the complexities of medical refuge in Britain 1933-1948,

Bulletin of the History of Medicine, 2003, Vol. 77, p. 850
314 British Medical Association Archives, Aliens Committee, 14/1941/1942, 24/11/41

313 Decker, Karola, Visions and Diversity: the complexities of medical refuge in Britain 1933-1948,

Bulletin of the History of Medicine, Baltimore, 2003, Vol. 77, p. 850
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Comparison of dental refugees with other refugee groups

An important group of biologists and chemists who were Jewish were
forced out of Germany and Austria between 1933 and 1939. These would
include such major figures as Sir Hans Adolf Krebs in biochemistry, the
discoverer of the citric acid cycle; Sir Ernst Chain in chemistry and physiology
and one of the discoverers of penicillin; and Max Perutz who was a biochemist
and researched into haamoglobin. '

Other successful émigré scientists included Herman Lehrman who was
involved with genetics; Wilhelm Feldberg who looked at physiology and
pharmacology in relation to the chemical transmission in the nervous system;
Hugh Blaschko in physiology and medicine and the study of monoamine
oxydase inhibitors and the treatment of depression.

The largest group of specialists within the ranks of the refugee doctors
were psychiatrists and psychotherapists. The influx of psychiatrists
transformed British psychiatry, which was not considered a university discipline,
and there was only one postgraduate centre, at the Maudsley Hospital*'®.

Paul Weindling®"

states that although Britain received substantial
numbers of medical refugees from central Europe, there has been no study of
medical practitioners and scientists who emigrated and of their impact on
British society (the same goes for British dentistry). Weindling estimated that
between 1,080 and 1,200 Jewish dentists emigrated from Germany and Austria
to Britain as a result of Nazism but states that the exact numbers are not
known. The census of 1921 indicated that there were only 2 Austrian and 6
German physicians and surgeons out of 207 foreign doctors and one 1 Austrian
and 6 German dentists out of 14 male foreign dentists. Weindling also quotes
Frank Honigsbaum®'®, who stated that certain British clinicians rejected the

scientificity of Continental medicine as lacking in human respect for the patient.

316 porter, Roy, The Greatest Benefit to Mankind, London, Fontana, 1999, p.513

317 weindling, Paul, Contribution of Central European Jews to Medical Science in practice in Britain,
the 1930s -1950s, in Second Chance, Two Centuries of European German-speaking Jews in the U.K.,
edited by Mosse, Werner E., Ttbingen, J.C.B. Mohr, 1991, p. 243

318 Honigsbaum, Frank, The Division in British Medicine, London, 1979, p. 313
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John Stewart in his paper “Angels or Aliens? Refugee nurses in Britain
1938-1942"3'® analyses the situation with regard to nursing. He states that The
Nursing Times noted in mid-1939 how the refugee situation had taken on
particular significance after 1938. There remained obstacles in the path of
those who wished to enter the country, either already qualified as nurses or
seeking to train as nurses or midwives so that of the 1,567 preliminary
applicants for nursing training, 900 had been found suitable, 362 had applied
for Home Office permits and 275 had actually been granted permits, of these
only 148 had actually arrived in Britain. In mid-1940 the Nursing and Midwifery
Department of the Ministry of Health told the Home Office that 914 trained
nurses, midwives and probationer nurses were in employment. Of these, 130
were Czechoslovakian and the remainder German and Austrian. This

confirmed the observation of Frangoise Lafitte®?

, who suggested that some
1,000 nurses had been placed in British hospitals by the Department. Stewart
refines this data further by stating that in September 1939, the Committee of
Austrians in England notified the Home Office that 108 female and six male
nurses were in the country, thus suggesting a total of around 650 Germans.
This compares with 1,200 Austrian and German doctors in Britain by 1939 of
whom some 200 were permitted to practice®?'.

Whereas refugee doctors were eventually given the opportunity of
taking up their profession again because of urgent wartime needs, German
lawyers faced a more difficult task in attempting to integrate themselves into the
British legal system. Barristers with German accents felt unwelcome, so few
refugees tried to make a career at the English Bar. Refugees could not
become solicitors until they were naturalised, something that was almost
impossible to achieve during wartime®?,

In dentistry, the G.M.C. came up with a unique selection method that
assessed the schedules that were sent in by the dentists in the greatest
possible detail. Dentists who were accepted by the G.M.C. would be put on
the Foreign List of the Dentists Register. This, as we have seen, did not mean

that they could practice and were often left in limbo by the Home Office. Policy

319 gtewart, John, Angels or Aliens?, Medical History, 2003, 47, p.155

3201 afitte, Frangoise, Internment of Aliens, Harmondsworth Penguin, 1940, p. 49
321 National Archives MH58/336

322 Cooper, John, Pride versus Prejudice, p. 237
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varied from refugee to refugee and seems inconsistent, with some being
allowed to set up in practice even after the so-called ban that was put into
operation in February of 1936.  Physicians were not allowed to practice unless
they had been to a British medical school. Initially this was for one year but it
was changed by the British Medical Association who suggested that, with the
rise in numbers of physicians coming into the country as refugees, there should
be an extension of the minimum period of clinical study from one year to three
and this was adopted by the Deans of the Medical Schools, with the exception
of the Scottish Conjoint Board of Medical Examiners?*,

Refugee students were allowed to take their examinations in dentistry at a
British dental school, taking four years to obtain an L.D.S. diploma. In
medicine, the attitude of the B.M.A. was more aggressive in that it could not
prevent foreign student physicians from studying for British qualifications but in
most cases it should be discouraged®?.

In dentistry, 40 Austrian refugee dentists were selected and given
permission to study at a British dental school for six months in order to achieve
an L.D.S. diploma, and were later allowed to go into practice. In medicine, 50
Austrian physicians were selected and admitted to British medical schools,
where they were supposed to study for at least two years before taking their
final examination. In 1939, a similar selection was made of 50 physicians from
Czechoslovakia.

Iin comparing the situation between dentistry and medicine, the policy
towards refugee dentists seems to be totally inconsistent, since most of the
time there was no definitive policy but each case was treated on its merits. In
medicine, the policy was negotiated between the medical authorities and the
government, and was based on an aggressive attitude by the medical
authorities in order to minimise competition and would seem to have been
pursued on a more consistent basis than with the smaller number of refugee

dentists.

3B B M.A. AC14/1941-2, 24/11/41
324 g M.A. AC8/1942-3, 15/12/42
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Problems Particular to Austrian Dental Refugees

Hitler's annexation of Austria in March 1938 fostered an increase in the
number of dental refugees who saw emigration as a last chance for escape.
The large number of Austrian refugees prompted the government to set up a
visa requirement so that it would be possible to select immigrants at leisure and
in advance®?®.  The G.M.C. received 360 applications from Austrian dentists
hoping to obtain admission to the Foreign List of the Dentists Register. The
Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists*?® that had been set up by the Home
Secretary, Sir Samuel Hoare, eventually whittled this number down to 40
refugee dental surgeons. A report from the Board of Examiners in Dental
327 stated that a select list of dental
surgeons, compiled by the British Dental Association in collaboration with the
Secretary of State for Home Affairs would provide for the admission of 40

refugee dental surgeons into this country for the purpose of obtaining a

Surgery of the Royal College of Surgeons

registerable qualification. The practice of the Board of Examiners had been in
the past to require dental surgeons of recognised universities in Europe to
complete 12 months general and dental hospital practice at a recognised dental
school and hospital in this country and to pass all the professional examinations
for the L.D.S. RCS. Taking into consideration the fact that dental surgeons in
Austria must before practising dentistry, have previously obtained a medical
degree, the Board recommended to the Council of the Royal College of
Surgeons that applicants from among the Austrian dental surgeons selected for
admission to this country be exempted from the first professional examination
and admitted to the final examination for the L.D.S. RCS after six months'’
hospital practice at a recognised dental school and hospital in this country. A
complete list of the German and Austrian dentists that completed an L.D.S. can
be found on page 245.

325 McAlpine, C.B., Memorandum 1* March 1938, National Archives HO 213/94

32 Joint Committee on Refugees, British Dental Journal supplement 13. 1* March 1939

327 Report from the Board of Examiners in Dental Surgery of the Royal College of Surgeons dated 5*
January 1939.
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Five Austrian dentists had been accepted by the Dental Education and
Examination Sub-committee in November 1938°% (see page 160). Al of the
Austrians involved had an M.D. degree from the University of Vienna but also
the Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm after 1935.

’2; 3(ii;.M.C. Minutes of the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee, Report dated November
1
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Board of Deputies of British Jews

In addition to the multiple barriers to acceptance provided by the Home
Office, the G.M.C. and the three British dental groups (the British Dental
Association, Incorporated Society of Dentists and Public Dental Service
Association), it is necessary to view the attitude of the Board of Deputies
toward the influx of professionals. They presented entirely different problems
from the influx of refugees that had occurred between 1880-1914. Jewish
leaders intended refugees to stay in Britain only on a temporary basis and
negotiations were in progress with a view to ultimate transmigration to other
countries. However, it was agreed in discussions between the banker Otto
Schiff and the Home Office that the Jewish community would take care of the
funding of refugees from the moment they landed in Britain until their
departure®”. The package of proposals bore the halimark of Anglo-Jewish
tradition, in which charitable aid was given to poor Jewish immigrants, which
went hand-in-hand with minimising the embarrassment they caused.

During the 1920s and 1930s there was an increasing trend for Jewish
youth from immigrant backgrounds to study medicine and dentistry. Dr. Selig
Brodetsky, who was later to become President of the Board of Deputies, wrote
in the Jewish Chronicle: “The rush into the professions is one of the most
alarming symptoms of modern Jewish life. Jewish doctors are beginning to
tumble over one another”. He admired students who went into industry or
agriculture more than those who went into the so-called learned professions™.

An article by the Jewish Chronicle’s political commentator “Watchman”
returned to this argument four years later;

There has been for some time an increasing influx of Jews in
this country into various professions. To be sure, young Jews have as
much right as any other citizen to embrace a profession. The question
is whether, seeing how crowded some professions are, they are doing
the best for themselves.

Watchman goes on to describe a young Jew who had graduated as a
dentist with great distinction but having obtained his diploma he found himself

329 proposals of the Jewish Community as regards refugees from Germany, appendix 1. Gilmour, The
!)resent position, National Archives HO213/1627
3 Brodetsky, Selig, Jewish Chronicle, 20 January 1928, p. 16
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up against a brick wall. His family was poor and they could not afford the
money to set him up in practice. In conclusion, he wanted to ask the Jews of
this country to pause for a moment and consider whether the rush into the
professions is a healthy one; the younger generation should seek alternative
employment in industry or agriculture.®’

The question of embarrassment was an even bigger issue with the
German and Austrian refugees who came from the professional and intellectual
classes in the 1930s. They were seen as arrogant and aggressive and, of
course, were German-speaking. It was considered that this might inflame anti-
Semitism, already a problem, and to this end the Board of Deputies published a
pamphlet with the co-operation of the German Jewish Aid Committee entitled
“Helpful information and guidance for every refugee”. This was circulated to
some 15,000 refugees in Britain®?,

The Board of Deputies of British Jews did not engage formally in refugee
work but its leadership had links with the Jewish refugee organisations under
the chairmanship of Otto Schiff. Initially the Jewish Refugee Committee played
the major role, up to January 1938, at which time it changed its name and was
then known as the German Jewish Aid Committee, as it was “undesirable to
label as refugees for all time such persons as had taken refuge from Germany,
and although allowed to remain in this country, were still in receipt of assistance
from the Committee™®, 3. The Board of Deputies had regular reports from
Otto Schiff who was in constant communication with the Home Office. The
Board preferred to represent Anglo-Jewry as a whole and to work on fostering
good relations between Jews and non-Jews. The role of the Board of Deputies
in relation to refugee Jewish dentists was one of anxiety about fanning the
flames of anti-Semitism and about their increasing presence in the Jewish
community, and also of almost complete passivity in offering little, if any, help
other than suggesting that they act “properly” in their adopted country.

331 Wwatchman, Jewish Chronicle, S® February 1932, p. 11
332 Board of Deputies Aliens Committee, 25™ January 1939. LMA ACC 3121/C2/1/6

333 Board of Deputies of British Jews Aliens Committee, 6™ January 1938. Report by Otto Schiff,
LMA ACC3121/C2/1/6

334 The German Jewish Aid Committee then reverted to the title of Jewish Refugee Committee in
1939,
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The
TOLERANCE AND SYMPATHY
of Britain and the British Com-

monwealth

'J'HE traditional tolerance and sympathy of

Britain and the British Commonwealth to-
wards the Jewsis something which every British
Jew appreciates profoundly. On his part he
does all in his power to express his loyalty to
Britain and the British Commonwealth, in
word and in deed, by personal service and by
communal effort.

This loyalty comes first and fore-
most, and every Refugee should
realise how deeply it is felt.

The Jewish Community in Britain will do
its very utmost to welcome and maintain all
Refugees, to educate their Children, to care for
the Aged and the Sick—and to assist in every
possible way in creating new homes for them
overseas. A great many Christians, in all
walks of life, have spontaneously associated
themselves with this work. All that we ask
from you in return is to carry out to your
utmost the following lines of conduct. Regard
them, please, as duties to which you are In
honour bound :

While you are in England

HELPFUL INFORMATION
and Guidance
FOR EVERY REFUGEE

Die Toleranz und Sympathie
von Gross-Britannien
und des Britischen Staatenbundes

(Jross-Britanniens und des Britischen Staaten-
bundes althergebrachte Toleranz und Sym-
pathie den Juden gegenber ist etwas, was
jeder britische Jude zutiefst wirdigt. In
Wort und Tat, durch persénliche Dienste und
gemeinsame Anstrengungen tut er seinerseits
alles, was in seiner Macht steht, um seiner
Loyalitat zu Gross-Britannien und dem Brit-
ischen Staatenbund Ausdruck zu verleihen.

Diese Loyalitait kommt zu allererst,
und jeder Flichtling sollte einsehen,
wie tief empfunden sie wird.

Die Jidische Gemeinde in Gross-Britannien
wird ihr Ausserstes tun, um alle Fliichtlinge
aufzunehmen und zu unterhalten, ihre Kinder
zu erziehen, fir die Alten und Kranken zu
sorgen—und ihnen in jeder mdglichen Weise
behilflich zu sein, neue Heimstatten in
liberseeischen Landern zu schaffen. Eine
grosse Anzahl von Christen aus allen Schichten
der Bevolkerung hat sich mit uns zu dieser
Aufgabe verbunden.  Alles, was wir von
lhnen daflir verlangen, ist, sich in Ilhrem
Benehmen genauestens nach den folgenden
Regeln zu richten.
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. Spend yoor spare time

. Refrain

. Above all, please

immediately in
learning the English language and its correct
pronunciation.

from speaking German in the
streets and in public conveyances and in
public places such as restaurants. Talk
halting English rather than fluent German—
and do not taik in a loud voice. Do not
read German newspapers in public.

. Do not criticise any Government regula-

tions. nor the way things are done over
here. Do not speak of "how much better

or thatisdone in Germany". Itmay be
true in some matters, but it weighs as
nothing against the sympathy and freedom
and liberty of England which are now given
to you. Never forget that point.

. Do not join any Political organisation, or

take part in any political activities.

Do not make yourself conspicuous by speak-
ing loudly, nor by your manner or dress.
The Englishman greatly dislikes ostentation,
loudness of dress or manner, or uncon-
ventionality of dress or manner. The
Englishman attaches very great importance
to modesty, under-statement in speech
rather than over-statement, and quietness
of dress and manner. He values good
manners far more than he values the

evidence of wealth. (You will find that he
says "Thank you” for the smallest service—
even for a penny 'bus ticket for which he
has paid.)

Try to observe and follow the manners and
customs and habits of this country, in
social and business relations.

Do not spread the poison of "It’s bound to
come in your country". The British Jew
greatly objects to the planting of this
craven thought.

realise that the Jewish
Community is relying on you—on each
and every one of you— to uphold in this
country the highest Jewish qualities, to
maintain dignity, and to help and serve
others.

@ A A

. Versuchen Sie,

Betrachten Sie sie bitte als Ehrenpflich-

ten :

. Verwenden Sie lhre freie Zeit unverziglich

zur Erlernung der englischen Sprache und
ihrer richtigen Aussprache.

. Sprechen Sie nicht deutsch in den Strassen,

in Verkehrsmitteln oder
Offentlichkeit, wie z.B. in Restaurants.
Sprechen Sie lieber stockend englisch als
fliessend deutsch—und sprechen Sie
nicht laut. Lesen Sie keine deutschen
Zeitungen in der Offentlichkeit.

sonst in der

Kritisieren Sie weder Bestimmungen der
Regierung noch irgendwelche englischen
Gebréauche. Sprechen Sie nicht davon,
"um wieviel besser dies oder das in Deutsch-
land getan wird". Es mag manchmal wahr
sein, aber es bedeutet nichts gegenlber der
Sympathie und Freiheit Englands, die Ihnen
jetzt gewahrt werden. Vergessen Sie diesen
Punkt niemals.

. Treten Sie weder einer politischen Organisa-
tion bei, noch nehmen Sie sonst Anteil an
politischen Bewegungen.

. Benehmen Sie sich nicht auffallend durch
lautes Sprechen, durch Ihre Manieren oder

Kleidung. Dem Englédnder missfallen
Schaustellungen, auffallende oder nicht-
konventionelle Kleidung und Manieren.

SoiU x3

Der Englander legt Bescheidenheit, sowie
ruhiger Kleidung und ruhigen Manieren die
grosste Wichtigkeit bei. Bei Gesprachen
sind ihm bescheidene Angaben lieber als
Ubertreibungen. Er schéatzt gute Manieren
bedeutend hoéher ein als alle Zeichen von
Reichtum.* (Sie werden bemerken, dass er
fur den kleinsten Dienst "Danke schon”
("Thank you") sagt, selbst fir die Penny
Fahrkarte, fur die er gezahlt hat.)

in gesellschaftlichen und
geschaftlichen Verbindungen das Benehmen
sowie die Sitten und Gebréuche dieses
Landes zu beachten und zu befolgen.

. Verbreiten Sie nicht das Gift "In Eurem

Lande muss es auch so kommen". Der
britische Jude wendet sich entschieden

gegen die Verbreitung dieser geistlosen
Idee.

. Vor allem sehen Sie bitte ein, dass die

Judische Gemeinde sich darauf verlasst,
dass Sie—und zwar Sie persdnlich und
jeder einzelne von Ilhnen—in diesem
Lande die besten judischen Eigenschaften
beibehalten, dass Sie Wirde bewahren und
anderen helfen und dienen.

soua XJ



_ -~

1f you are planning to make your permanent
home overseas, regard this stay in England
as a “mark time” period during which you
are preparing yourself for your new life. Do
not expect to be received immediately in
English homes, because the Englishman takes
some time before he opens his home wide to
strangers.

Use your energies and your special skill to
help those even more unhappy than yourself
—the lonely Refugee Children, the Aged and
the Sick, in your neighbourhood.

Spread courage by word and deed.
TAcrs is a new and betler future before you !

Be loyal to England, your host.

wn
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Wenn Sie beabsichtigen, Ihren stindigen
Wohnsitz in fiberseeischen Lindern aufzu-
schlagen, betrachten Sie diesen Aufenthalt in
England als eine Wartezeit, in der Sie sich
auf Ihr neues Leben vorbereiten. Erwarten
Sie nicht, sofort in englischen Hiusern emp-
fangen zu werden, denn der Englander braucht
einige Zeit, ehe er sein Heim Fremden &ffnet.

Verwenden Sie Ihre Energie und Ihre
besondere Begabung darauf, denen zu helfen,
die noch unglicklicher als Sie selbst sind—den
einsamen Flichtlingskindern sowie den Alten
und Kranken in Ihrer Nachbarschaft.

Sprechen Sie anderen Mut zu
durch Wort und Tat.

Eine neue und bessere Zukunft liegt
vor Ihnenl

Seien Sie England, Ihrem Gastlande

. gegeniiber, loyal.

Seite 3y

Figure 18 Board of Deputies leaflet issued to refugees
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The Dentists Acts of 1878 and 1921

The General Council of Medical Education and Registration of the United
Kingdom (G.M.C.) was established under the Medical Act of 1858. On 22"
July 1878, in the face of determined opposition from members of the medical
profession, the Dentists Act (1878) was passed by Parliament. Among the
provisions of the Act were:-

1. From and after 1! August 1879 no persons should be entitied to
take or use the name of dentist, dental practitioner or any name, title or
description implying that they were registered under the Act or that they were
specially qualified to practice dentistry, unless they were registered.

2. The rights of medical practitioners to practice dentistry were
safeguarded.

3. Those qualified to register were:-

a) A person with the Licence in Dental Surgery of any medical
authority.

b) Persons with degrees or diplomas from such foreign or colonial
institutions as were approved by the G.M.C..

c) Atthe time of passing of the Act, all persons bona fide engaged in
the practice of dentistry, either separately or in conjunction with the practice of
medicine, would apply for registration before 1%t August 1879.

4. A register would be kept by the G.M.C. and be styled the Dentists
Register.

Sections 9 and 10 of the Act, which were regularly used during the
1930s in assessing refugee dentists for admission to the Dentists Register,
need to be explained in more detail (quoting the somewhat archaic legal
English used at the time).

Section 9 — Registration of foreign dentists with recognised

certificates

Where a person who is not a British subject or who has
practiced for more than 10 years elsewhere than in the
United Kingdom, or in the case of persons practicing in the
United Kingdom at the time of the passing of the Act for not
less than 10 years, either in the United Kingdom or
elsewhere, shows that he obtained some recognised
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certificate (as hereafter defined) granted in a foreign country
and that he is of good character and either continues to hold
such certificate or has not been deprived thereof for any
cause which disqualifies him from being registered under
this Act.

Section 10 — Recognised cetrtificates of colonial and foreign
dentists

A certificate granted in a British possession orin a
foreign country which is to be deemed such a recognised
certificate as is required for the purpose of this Act shall be
such certificate, diploma, membership, degree, licence,
letters, testimonial or other title, status or document as may
be recognised for the time being by the G.M.C. as entitling
the holder thereof to practice dentistry or dental surgery in
such possession or country and as furnishing sufficient
guarantees of the possession of the requisite knowledge and
skill for the efficient practice of dentistry or dental surgery. If
a person is refused registration as a colonial or foreign
dentist the General Registrar shall, if required by him, state
in writing the reasons for such refusal. However, an appeal
to the Privy Council would be allowed.**®

Loopholes were found in the Act and exploited from the first. There
being no requirement to register, many did not do so, and provided they did not
use titles protected by the Act were able to practice without professional
education or ethical responsibility®®. Unregistered dental practice and blatant
exploitation by ignorant practitioners became so widespread that pressure of
public opinion led eventually to the Dentists Act of 1921.

The 1921 Dentists Act restricted the practice of dentistry to registered
dentists, registered medical practitioners and, to a very limited extent,
registered pharmacists. It provided for the admission to the Register, subject
to certain conditions, of bona fide practicing dentists of some years’ standing
and some others, without qualification under the Act, if they applied within a
time limit. This meant that the dental profession was made up of two groups:
the so-called “1921 men” who had had no professional training and came up

through an apprenticeship scheme, and those that had an L.D.S. diploma from

35 The Dentists Register 1936 , London, Constable, 1936, p. i
3% Hillam, Christine, The Roots of Dentistry, London, British Dental Association, 1990, p. 44

115



the Royal College of Surgeons and had been trained at one of the recognised
Dental Schools®.

Under the Act, a Dental Board consisting of 13 members was set up
under a Chairman appointed by the Privy Council. This was in effect a sub-
committee of the G.M.C.. Three members of the Dental Board were appointed
to sit on the G.M.C. for the consideration of dental business and to advise on
purely dental matters but their recommendations were all dependent on the
approval of the G.M.C. which also retained control of dental education invested
in it by the Act of 1878 and which included the setting of examinations and
the operation of the Dentists Register. The Dental Education and Examination
Sub-committee dealt with the problem of the foreign dentists wishing to be
placed on the Dentists Register. This sub-committee met initially once a year
in November and from 1938/1939 twice a year because of the large number of
applications. This committee, during the period 1933-1939, was under the
chairmanship of Mr. Edward Sheridan, L.D.S., M.D,, F.R.C.S. The members
were Mr. Bishop Harman, Mr. McGowan, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Charles Rilot, Dr.
Waterston and the President of the G.M.C. (ex-officio). Charles Frederick
Rilot, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., L.D.S. was Chairman of the Dental Board under the
1921 Dentists Act. It is important to note that both Edward Sheridan and
Charles Rilot were doubly qualified in both medicine and dentistry. This was a
common finding during this period, applying to the Honorary Consultants in the
Dental Schools, the Deans of Dental Hospitals and the Chairmen of important
committees, who all had medical qualifications (in the years after the second
world war this situation started to change with the appearance of post-graduate
dental qualifications and an increasing emphasis on specialisation within

dentistry).

337 Cohen, R. A., The Advance of the Dental Profession, 26
338 Cohen, R. A., The Advance of the Dental Profession, 26
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A list of foreign universities whose dental degrees had been accepted
by the G.M.C. was printed in the Dentists Register.

Figure 19 Table showing numbers accepted from foreign universities33

QUALIFICATIONS OF \

REGISTERED IN TH_ %

DENTISTS REGISTER on January i, 1939- contd.

QUAUTKIVITIOg K STATU. Nurmber,

Total* brought forward , 14,543

Ul. FOREIGN DENTISTS.

(1) Approbation als Zahnarzt.
(2) Berlin, University of (D.M .D.)

. (D.PhU.)

. (M.D))
(3) Bologna University of (M.D.)
(4) Bonn, University of (D.M .D.)
(0) Breslau, University of (D.M.D.)

[
NN oY

oY

) (M.D.)
(0) Cologne, University of (D.M.D.)
(7) Erlangen, University of (D .M .D.)
(8) Florence University of (M .D .)
(9) Frankfurt, University of (D.M .D.)
. (M D)
(IV) Freiburg, University of (D.M.D.)

(11) Geneva Dental College (Dip. Med.-Chir. Dent.)

(12) German State Examination

(13) Gottingen, University of (D .M .D.)

(14) Greifswald, Universitv of (D.M.D.)

(15) Halle-M'ittenberg, University of (D.M.D.)

(10) Hamburg, Universitv of (D M D.
D.)

(17) Harvard, Universitv of (D M D.)

(18) Heidelberg. University of (D.M.D.)

.

e Bh RrNR R RPONGR R NR

)

. (SD) "

(19) Holland, State Dental Dipﬁoma)(D ent.Dip.)
(2U) Kharkoff, Universitv of (Cert.Dent.)
(21) Kieff, University of (Dent.Lic.)
(22) Koonigsbcrg, University of (D .M .D.)
(23) Leipzig, University of (D.M.D.)

. (Mil)
(24) Michigan, University of (D.D.S.)
(25) Munich, Universitv of (D.M.D.)
(26) Naples, Universitv of (M.D.)
(27) Nihon Dental College (D .D .S.)
(28) Petrograd, Imperial Military Medical Academy (Dent.Dip.)......cerreiicrinens
(29) Prague, University of (M.D.)
(30) Tubingen, University of (D .M .D.)
(31) Vienna, University of (M.D.)
(32) Wurzburg, University of (D.M.D.) v 1
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3

W Nk AN

w
&n

Total . . . . . 100-00
1

hu

A document referred as the “schedule” was prepared for the purpose
of assisting applicants to furnish in a convenient form the particulars required
under section 9 and 10 of the 1878 Dentists Act. This would show whether a
certificate, diploma or degree granted in a foreign country after a course of
study and examinations was substantially equivalent to the course which the
candidates for licences or degrees in dental surgery or dentistry granted by

medical authorities in Britain were required to go through. The minimum

3D Approbation als Zahnarzt relates to dentists who passed the State Dental Examination but had not
obtained a doctorate following a year’s research in their Dental School for a D.M.D. degree.

Double qualifications (M.D., DM.D.) are recognised from some universities.
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periods of study for each subject in the curriculum were printed in the schedule
in the left hand column.

Every applicant for registration as a foreign dentist was required to
complete a schedule which provided for the insertion of detailed particulars of
the courses taken by the applicant in each of the subjects specified, and to
obtain a certificate from the Dean or other appropriate officer of the dental
school, college or other body attesting to the courses taken.

In German dental schools a Zeugnis (report) was provided for each
subject in the curriculum and signed by the Professor in question. This data
was entered in a pupil’s “Student Book”, which was forwarded to the G.M.C.,
together with the schedule, stamped and signed by the Dean of the Dental
School. Refugees leaving Austria and Germany in 1939 would find this

increasingly difficult.

\orschriften.

1. Hd der erataullrta AnatcVke tam Studiumsuul der HooHsohu-
bebofiic Rellcieupii* und die etwa sonn iffirdcillchon Ausweise in
Unchritf iu Gberceben; diese ninmt sic in Verwehrung - Dem Studie-
rencen wird von der Hodhwiitieliunle da Sudienbuch

Z Die Vorlestngen und Chungen, welche besuht »erden wiollen,
sied vii dem Sudierenden in d» Sudienbuch auf Seile 2 u. tir. ud
iudie voi der Hﬁsdue nusgogirbones Bekgllstcl ellustragm De

Jebahrcu

Frist fir
—Soweit Mide nicht sdm bei der Aulrihme und hisrtonemeuerun
fieft an den tmcrilchai vomz April

bis 15 M und vom 25, Oktober bis 15 Noverrber, in Aurehme-
blen bis letzten Mai und leinen Noverrber

\ Beim Wechsel der Hochschule Ist der bisherigen mindestens
14 Tage vor Beendigung der Vorlesungen unter Bmdwug
der Ahgingsgeblihr dleAsNeHm Suiaum vonu -goi
Falls keine iber der
schule bestehen, bescheinigt letrtere des Atgigak Seite | erglu
da» Ruch at den verwahrten Zeugnissen

Unter Vortage de» Studienbuches, der Asmsklrtc der Zamx
usw. meldet steh der Studierende bei der neuen
Hechschuibrhbnic bescheinigt Cie Anmeldung aut Seite ta um nnm
die Zeugnisse ui Veva.

4. Bei Veerlust der Urschift des Studienbuches ist eine Zineitschrift
bei jeskf Hochschule fir die dortige Siudicnieit iu beantragen; die
Nei\ghift ke in der Fom eine» Abgpngsieuglsscs ausgeltiot

3Wnbdx « Stadiium fir am Semester oder Unger unterbrochen,
so mH bei der Anreldung rur Inmmatrikulation auch ein amtliches
Zeugynis Uber die Fihrung in der Zwischenteil vorgolod werden.

Figure 20 Example of Studienbuch owned by Max Walter at the University of Erlangen

For the majority of applications for registration, the “schedule” form
was filled out in Germany or Austria before the applicants had actually

emigrated.
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DENTAL REGISTRATION."‘(‘) Ml
. JoUX
ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS.

pakiQ jlars to be supplied'by an applicant for
THE REGISTRATION OF ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS
UNDER THE DENTISTS ACTS.

| request to be registered u a Drntiat under the Dentit!t Act*,
i878 and 1921, by virtue of the following Degrees or QuelifirstionB,
of which I hereby affirm that | «m lawfully pomeued:—

Dyt* of DofTeMor

DMPription of or Quliflo*Uoo* Qa*UliccUona.

IS TP ./I'<724,

I'$ T s*A**i;.
ikKZf.fiU- rfce«td.6 3EA¢. *421

L

| hereby declare that I have filled up this application in my own
handwriting. Lo

J K« registered  a Student
Iw » bom

Applicant's Urtai Signature.. ., = . .
Applicant's Name (in full). | n In IC H com.
[In Birxtc Lktt8™1

Applicant's hnne or permanent
Alidressfor recpjtration® (in fuB)

Applicants present Address-----r_.

Dau * A ction
Figure 21 Dental registration form

Erich Cohn whose dental registration is shown above obtained his
D.M.D. degree from the University of Berlin in 1922. Pages 2 and 3 of his
schedule show in the left hand column the minimum requirements of the dental
course, which must extend over not less than four years, three at least of which
must be spent at a recognised dental school or schools. The subjects of the
course are listed, including what in Britain would be called first M.B., and
comprised elementary physics, elementary chemistry, chemistry and its
application to medicine and dentistry, physics and its application to medicine
and dentistry and lastly elementary biology. The curriculum of the dental
course in Germany closely paralleled that in Britain 300 and included human
anatomy, physiology, histology, general pathology, bacteriology, medicine and
surgery, dental anatomy, practical, normal, and morbid histology, dental
surgery, materia medica and therapeutics, metallurgy, dental mechanics and
prosthetics, anaesthetics, radiology and principles of orthodontics. Attendance

was required at the practice of a recognised dental hospital or at the dental

30 Maretzky, Kurt and Venter, Robert, Geschichte des Deutschen Zahnérzte-Standes Koln Greven &

Bechtold, 1974, p. 96
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department of a general hospital recognised by a licensing body as forming part
of a dental school for two calendar years. Practical instruction in dental
mechanics was also required over 24 calendar months or 2,000 hours.
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The schedule shows that Cohn attended two universities: the
University of Berlin, in which he took most of his lectures, and the University of
Konigsberg, in which he took his two calendar years of clinical practice and 24
calendar months of practical instruction in dental mechanics; it was not unusual
for dental students to attend two or more universities during their four-year
period of training. This is a tradition that is unknown in Britain or in America.

A certificate of identity and good character was also asked for by the
G.M.C. and this had to be signed by a registered dentist or medical practitioner,
in Cohn’s case, Meinert Marks. They had obviously overlapped in Berlin
during their dental training. In the majority of cases the certificates of identity
and good character were signed by fellow refugees who had already
established themselves on the Foreign List of the G.M.C. Asking British
colleagues to fill out these certificates was more problematical because they
would not have known the subject very long, and refugees may have felt
embarrassed at presenting the new face of competition. Meinert Marks had
been admitted to the G.M.C. Foreign List in 1934 and it was interesting to see
that he was practicing in Park Lane, W.1. one year later. Was this a possible
example of the thrusting and achievement-orientated refugee?
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For Use by COLONIAL tnd FOREIGN Appliconts ONLY.

In th* cane of Colonial or Forvigli Degree* or Qualifications
the following Certificate must be ligrtd by the ££sUc*nl for|
registration in order to comply with Section B or 9 of the
Dentista Act, 1878:—

I hereby declare— ~
(i) That I am**k0 O a British subject,
(ii) Thst I am not domiciled in the United Kingdom; wr

(iii) Thst 1 have practised Dentistry for more than ten yeara
ehwwhere than in the United Kigjdom.

* A dash, or the word “ not.” must be inaertrd, and. in the rane ot thoaa
who are not Briti»h fllbjrct«. rridenrr of nationality wu»l P »iippliml.

Tha paragraph« not applieabla to ho «track out.

CERTIFICATE OF IDENTITY AND GOOD CHARACTER.*
To hr lifwJ hy a Rffn'rrrd /Vali'tf or Mrdirol IVurtitwwr

t..MELN.EIT..-.MU.S

[inmr in Boon Lettciw]

* N

winn , J)y-Eifal L.t\, h-

(¥ nwe u/ Applicant]

that he is the person he states himself to be; and that he is %
person of pood character.

Data ftign*turr..,.. N e

« Tii. rortifirate to rrn«im|1 oaly in the rate of a Colonial or Foreign Drnlut.

Figure 23 Certificate of good character for Erich Cohn

Erich Cohn’s application was accepted by the Dental Education and
Examination Committee and it was passed to the G.M.C. Council for
confirmation. The letter below reaffirms the compliance with Sections 9 and 10
of the Dentists Act 1878. The third paragraph would provide a new source for
worry as it states that “admittance to the Register does not determine or affect
the question of the grant of permission to you to reside or engage in practice in
the United Kingdom” and that “any application for the grant of such permission
should be addressed to the Under-Secretary of State, Home Office, Whitehall,
London, in advance of any steps which you may propose to take with the object
of moving to the United Kingdom”. The letter is signed by Michael Haseltine,

who was the Registrar of the G.M.C..
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D.M.D. U.Koenigs-

berg,

All communications to bt 0JJrtut) to

ts$eciocal("ducafioni/

- THE REGISTRAR OF THE
GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL"
anj not to am uUwUuat by mmol

ED

1922#

In your reply \Wate Quoe
No. 80737

9th December, 1935«

Sir,

I an directed by the President of the Council to
inform you that your application to be registered as a
foreign dentist in the Dentista Register, without
examination in the United Kingdom, by virtue of the
certificate specified in the margin granted to you in
a foreign country,- has been duly considered by-thA
Dental Education and Examination Committee of the Council,
and that the Council, on the recommendation of the
Committee, being satisfied that the certificate is a
certificate which may properly be reoognized by them in
compliance with sections 9 and 10 of the Dentists Act,
1878, resolved at their meeting on the 26th November that
the application should be acceded to.

Your name will accordingly be entered in the Foreign
List of the Dentists Register on the receipt by the
Registrar of the Dental Board of the United Kingdom,
44 Hallam Street, Portland Place, London, W.l, of an
application in writing for this purpose accompanied by
the prescribed fee of £2 for original registration in the
Register.

I am to take the opportunity of pointing out that the
recognition by the Council of the certificate by virtue
of which you may be admitted to the Register does not
determine, or affect, the question of the grant of
permission to you to reside or engage in practice in the
United Kingdom; and that any application for the grant
of such permission should be addressed to the Under
secretary or orate, nome unico, «hltenaj.l, nondon,
S.Y/.l, in advance of any steps which you may propose
to take with the object of proceeding to the United
Kingdom,

The original documents forwarded in support of
your application are returned herewith.

I am, Sir,

Your obedient Servant,

Registrar,

Dr,med.dent,E,Cohn,

Figure 24 G.M.C. acceptance letter to Erich Cohn



INTERNMENT

Fearing an imminent German invasion in Spring/Summer 1940, the
British government arrested and interned 28,000 enemy aliens of German and
Austrian nationality living in Britain®*'. Internment did not occur in one swoop
but gradually developed over a number of stages. On 4™ September 1939 the
Home Secretary, Sir John Anderson announced to the House of Commons an
immediate review of all Germans and Austrians in the country to determine
their loyalty. The new review was to be conducted by one-man tribunals
appointed especially for the purpose throughout the country. Because the
tribunals were defined as administrative bodies rather than courts of law, the
proceedings were not public and the refugees could not bring lawyers to
support their case®%2. Somewhere in the region of 100 tribunals were
established with the task of dividing the enemy aliens into three categories: A,B
or C on the basis of their potential threat to Britain. People in category C were
considered safe and exempt from the threat of internment and subject only to
the ordinary restrictions imposed on all enemy aliens.

Erich Cohn*3, who was 43 years of age and had been accepted onto
the Dentists Register in 1935, was categorised on 15" October 1939 as exempt
from internment and categorised by the tribunal as group C. At this time, he
was living in the Kitchener camp at Richborough, in Sandwich, Kent which had
been set up by the Council for German Jewry together with the American
Jewish Joint Distribution Committee. The camp was full with 3,500 refugees.
Despite this document Erich Cohn was interned on 21% June 1940 and
eventually ended up in the Isle of Man, being released on 18™ August 1941. His
release was authorised as category 9 without restrictions.

Felix Callmann®* was 53 years of age and was born at Brieson in Germany.
He was eventually put on the Dentists Register in 1944 despite failed
applications in 1935, 1936 and 1937 (which is the highest number of rejections
by the G.M.C. of any refugee dentist). Despite the decision of the tribunal that

341 gchwartz Seller, Maxine, We built up our lives, Westport, Greenwood Press, 2001. p. 10
342 gchwartz Seller, Maxine, We built up our lives, p. 67

3 National Archives HO396/169

34 National Archives HO396/169
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he was exempted from internment, dated 25" October 1939, he was interned
and released on 17" May 1942.

Joseph Butow*® was a German-Jewish dentist born on 20™ August
1889 in Berlin and put on the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1936. The
decision of the tribunal was again for exemption from internment dated 12"
October 1939. Once again however, on 21* June 1940 he was interned and
sent to House 38, Hutchinson Camp, Douglas, Isle of Man where he stayed
until he was released on 16" January 1941.

A further example is that of Martin Bukofzer**® who was born in Berlin
on 8" March 1878 and was put on the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1936.
Again, the decision of the tribunal was that he was exempt from internment and
this was dated 22" June 1940 and yet he was arrested almost immediately and
interned in the Isle of Man for three months, being released on 20" September
1940. Interestingly a stamp on the bottom of his document states that he is a
“refugee from Nazi oppression”.

The tribunals had completed their work by February of 1940. The data

shows that 60,000 refugees were categorised as harmless and were put in

category C**.

345 National Archives HO396/169

”: National Archives HO396/169

347 Wasserstein, Bernhard, Britain and the Jews of Europe 1939-1945 iversi
Press, 1979, p. 85 P , Oxford, Oxford University

126



itlm QUA- ik JudUeLf 1Sil/
mu am |LBmsgg1 NGB Hpom
(1) Somae HmtafiMi) COBI

A iulJLJA

(2) Dateud placeoi buth vV i/IW la Beuthen
Gcraaa
* K ~N~yfeimeiUaQwn C 26M.. |
I

(@ Poh» Rito Cut No— fta u -eeeeee e .
Special Procedan Card Number, ri Imc*n.

d . Kitchener OamJidi>aniujh, Whrah,liiit—

) NStOBIIT -

Baldia

(6) Normal occupation .
(7) Preient Occupai*» _

I) Nana and addirai of acployer _

(9) Decwiaoof 1
(10) Whether exempted from Article« 6 (a) and 9 (@) (Yea or No) — a»--————e-
(11) Whether ¢, in to b*i*;*tretid(Ynortfo(—5«

«. mimuiiswiDawa 400c1sm

iali pmn Aiip-gmynoir from internment refugee ;

"Xdfcnd

(1) Stm te (Nod copiteli)——-

ic-V-IWj ¢
(3) Nitionalit

(4 Pol« Re?t Gart |vJ & iL .
(5) Additap I . £ J$ g L

7 W s m e —
(8) Nine and addraw Otemploy----------mw-wecceeemeceemmen =

1
S) Dtriira of Ink!»! JtJC SQ
(10) Whether exempted from Article 6) (Ye* or Ny AYJ~T. .
All)
(11) Whether desra to be repatriated (Ye*or No).- 1 —-*.. . _

[705] 5717,® Sm 119 CAS 70

iuci U foo
WALE EMIT ALIU - TIOV FROM INTERNVENT  REFUGEE
CALUUIS

(1) Sumuae Woetespilal)_______

Panno» - - M l« IWMI _ ' 483W

Aliai 9
U Uste and piacac( birth d’f 77& Brinai, thrmnt.
@ N

Hedersefkog----—--22-—- Ly

(4) Police Regn Cert No.. m r. T a‘
Ppocial Procedure Can Nontiox if known-——f— L

J4, Outltrlff M, LtfIrIfIfl.

AN

(© Addita

i) Normal oecupaiioa-———
H 511,
(7) Present Occupation-——----—---"----

(8 Name and addirai of emplojw —

(9) Decioouof Tribunal Excnptcd fim latarnacat* Date_5Jtb Oct. 1939/
(10) Whether exempted (rom Articlo G Yea or Ko)_- f t |

(11) Whether dram to ho repetriated (YraorNo) . >0+
I8 *7IT§ Sal» GAS™

«W C4.rwt. cC#> mA
MAEE BBT AUD>-gIE¥ FAOM UTERIMENT—REFUGEE
Thu il GuKHf (. i
Ru\m j- +ru
@ pau and pack{MIth— 6

il Nationalty. 1V»Y>» »5
: Foree Offc itlereuct, if knoan
4) Pohca Regn Ovit NoJ ioOVv

f. - JEC
| Addita. I- kimo
w ?

Vva-ww OCC.GP
(6) Normal acmpatioi .
(1) Pirasnt Ownpati»_____ \)
(8) Name and add.-taol enpiej*i e X A

and »

IDDam i
(10) Whether exempted from Artide* | (a) end 9 () (Yet or No).

(11) Whetherdeans to be repatriated (Yeaor Nol..........3

E\VIE DD RIE| Aozt

Figure 25 Internment records

The second stage of internment occurred after Churchill had taken over

from Chamberlain as Prime Minister on 10™ May 1940 and the hysteria that had
been generated by the Fifth Column scare that followed the rapid German
invasion of the Low Countries. At this time all German and Austrian refugees

aged 16-60 living within protected areas on the southern and eastern coasts of
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Britain were interned®®. The third stage followed in late June, underpinned by
Churchill's words “collar the lot”. The government decided to intern all C
category German and Austrian men despite the promises of exemption. The
Home Office gave way in the face of “a feeding frenzy” by the press although it
still tried to delay implementation®.

The following stories illustrate the hardships suffered by the interned
refugees. Schulim Schatzenberg was born in Tarnapol, Galizia in 1896. He
fought in the first world war in which he was injured in the face. He was
awarded a total of five medals including the Iron Cross. He left the army in
1918 and went to medical school in Vienna, graduating with an M.D. in 1924
This was followed by a two-year post-graduate dental training. He went into
dental practice in Vienna with his elder brother who had also gone through the
same training. After the Anschluss in Austria, Schulim was arrested by the
Gestapo and sent to the Dachau concentration camp, where he stayed for
about 10 months before being released. Schulim and his wife were reduced to
living in a two-room apartment; the money from selling the rest of their
possessions was given to the Nazis to avoid further imprisonment. Schulim did
not apply to the G.M.C. in Britain to get on the Dentists Register and was not
one of the fortunate 40 who were given permission to requalify in Britain and to
be allowed to practice. Fortunately he was sent with a group of Austrian
refugees to the Richborough camp in Kent, which eventually housed some
3,000 refugees. Schulim was arrested and interned in June of 1940. He was
transported to Huyton in Liverpool, a large, partially-built housing estate which
acted as a transit camp - before being sent to the Isle of Man. Schulim’s health
during this period was poor and he suffered from constant depression. He
could not understand how he was placed in one concentration camp by the
Nazis and supposedly had come to Britain to escape persecution and yet was
now placed in another form of concentration camp surrounded by armed
guards and barbed wire with very poor food and sanitary arrangements and

with seemingly no hope®®.

38 gchwartz Seller, Maxine, We built up our lives, p. 69
349 Anderson Memorandum, Control of aliens, WP(G), (40)115, 29™ April 1940, National Archives

CAB67/6
350 [nterview with Stella Curtis, daughter, 24® February 2004
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Schulim was released from internment in September 1940 after only
three months. This early release seemed to be due to his failing health. His
wife had initially come over as a domestic with the help of the Council for
German Jewry. The family lived in one room and in order to survive they did
menial jobs such as sewing buttons on cards. Schulim eventually found out
that Austrian doctors who had also completed two years of dental training could
work in the School Dental Service in Britain without having to go back to dental
school and requalifying®'. By this time his health was increasingly delicate
and the rigours of trying to requalify and to go into dental practice were beyond
him. He stayed in the School Dental Service until 1952 when he died at the
young age of 56 of a coronary thrombosis, apparently worn down by the
stresses that he had been forced to undergo both in Austria and in Britain®2,

Hugo Schneider, who had just completed his L.D.S. diploma at the
University of Edinburgh Dental School and who had been one of the privileged
40 dentists given permission enter Britain by the Home Office following the
findings of the Joint Committee on Refugees in November of 1938%%, was
interned on the Isle of Man. Isabella Schneider, his wife, was not interned but
had to leave Edinburgh and went to live with three or four other refugee women
in one room in Glasgow. Hans, Hugo Schneider’s son, was at a Quaker
boarding school and was under 16 years of age so he was not involved. Hugo
Schneider was released from internment in August 1940, largely through the
efforts of the Church and some Members of Parliament including Hughie
Gallacher, the Communist MP. As there was now a shortage of dentists, since
many had been conscripted to serve in the armed forces, Schneider was given
Home Office permission to practice and established a dental practice in
Edinburgh®**.

Desider Furst was another of the 40 Austrian dentists who graduated
from the University of Vienna Medical School in 1926, having also completed
two years in the specialism of dentistry. He obtained his L.D.S. diploma in
1940 from the University of Manchester and was given permission by the Home
Office to buy a practice in Bournemouth. Desider Furst invested everything he

35! Temporary registration order September 1940 S.R.O. No. 1661, also see Appendix 2
352 Interview with Stella Curtis, daughter, 24™ February 2004

353 Joint Committee on Refugees, British Dental Journal, supplement 13, 1* March 1939
3%4 Interview with Hans Schneider (son) 13™ November 2004
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had including the money from the sale of a diamond which he had placed
beneath a crown in his wife’'s mouth before leaving Vienna. He also took a loan
to complete the amount of money that was required. This allowed him to not
only buy the practice but to replace the equipment that was out of date. Within
days he was arrested and was taken with a group of other refugees to a holding
camp in Southampton. They were surrounded by young soldiers with fixed
bayonets. Next they were put on a train, again under guard, and eventually
ended up in the Liverpool suburb of Huyton and were moved into the partly-
finished housing estate. Later they were shipped across the Irish Sea to the
Isle of Man and placed in a camp at the seaside resort of Ramsay where there
were about 20 hotels facing the sea and a promenade approximately half a mile
long. It was separated from the village by a barbed wire fence and armed
guards. Desider Furst was allowed to work in a primitive dental surgery and
allowed to carry out emergency treatment including extractions on behalf of the
regular dentist who came twice a week. After several weeks, some internees
were released for health reasons such as Schulim Schatzenberg. Desider
Furst stayed in the camp at Ramsay until the beginning of September 1941.

He had been interned for a period of 14 months. By this time his investment in
Bournemouth was totally lost, to which in any case he could not return, as this
was a restricted area. His only asset was his licence to practice dentistry in
Britain®®°.

Fritz Engel had also qualified at the University of Vienna in 1926 and
was a colleague of Desider Furst. He was also one of the 40 Austrian dentists
allowed to requalify in Britain. He obtained his L.D.S. diploma from the Royal
Dental Hospital in 1939. Fritz Engel was arrested at the same time and went
on the same journey as Desider Furst to end up in the Isle of Man. His
sentiments were the same as Desider Furst: he felt indignant and embittered
about his unjustified detention. It was not only a financial disaster and
separation from his family but he also felt let down by a country in which he had
faith and trust®®. The G.M.C. database shows that some fifteen out of the
forty Austrian refugee dentists were not interned.

355 Furst, Desider & Furst, Lilian R., Home is Somewhere Else, Albany, State University of New York

Press, 1994, p. 117-128
3% Furst & Furst, Home is somewhere else, p. 121
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At one camp in Ramsay on the isle of Man, 1,500 men were interned.
Two statisticians were among them and they were able to carry out a survey of
the detainees. Two thirds came from Germany and one tenth from Austria and
17% were stateless. 82% of the men were Jewish. Older men predominated
with 58% being over the age of 40 and 27% over §5. One quarter of the
interned men had been living in Britain for six years or more before being
rounded up. 38 physicians were present, 12 dentists, 113 scientists and
teachers and 68 lawyers. It was interesting that the ages, in particular between
40 and 55, made up 85% of the inmates; dentists mostly came into this age
group®”’.

In May of 1940, Karl Schajowicz*®, another member of the Austrian
group of 40 dentists, was arrested and interned having just completed his
L.D.S. diploma on 15™ March 1940 at the University of Newcastle Dental
School. He was taken to the holding camp at Huyton in the suburb of
Liverpool. The detainees were marched through the streets and spat on by the
population who were told that these were “enemy aliens” though most were
Jews from Germany and Austria who had only just escaped from the Nazis.
Other internees were lItalians who had settled in Britain after the 1914-18 war
but had never bothered to apply for citizenship. Karl Schajowicz was released
after 6 months, he returned to Newcastle and with the help of a group of Jewish
businessmen organised by a Mr. Simon Cain, was lent a sum of money so that
he could buy a dental practice in Granger Street, Newcastle where he practiced
for many years>>®,

Herman Frank obtained his D.M.D. degree at the University of Cologne
in 1933. He also, and probably unnecessarily, obtained an L.D.S. diploma from
the Royal Dental Hospital in 1936. He was given permission to practice by the
~ Home Office and set up practice in Greenford, having been told that he could
not practice in inner London. In 1940 he was interned at Huyton in Liverpool
and he gave instructions to his girlfriend that if he was not back in four weeks,
that she should store the equipment and furniture and give up the rented
accommodation because he would not be able to afford the rent. He returned

357 | afitte, Francoise, Internment of Aliens, London, Penguin 1940 and 1988, p. 76
358 Interview with Peter Shadwick (son), 23™ January 2004
3%9 Interview with Peter Shadwick (son) 23 January 2004
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after six weeks (this is one of the shortest periods of internment amongst dental
refugees) but of course everything had gone and he had to start again. This he
did by taking a number of locum jobs at various places in London until he
bought a practice from Dr. Decker, who was a Berlin graduate, in 1943. This
was situated in Maida Vale and had up-to-date dental equipment3,

Hans Lewinneck obtained his D.M.D. degree at the University of
Wiirzberg and was admitted on to the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1936.
Between 1936 and the time that he was interned in May of 1940 he was not
able to practice dentistry since he was not given Home Office permission to
work. He acted as an emergency dental surgeon during his internment at
Ramsay in the Isle of Man and two commendations were written by the regular
army dental corps dentists that he helped with their professional duties. One
was from Lieutenant W. Forsyth, B.D.S., L.D.S. and was dated 8th October
1940 and the other was from E.W. Roe, L.D.S. dated 7th February 1942.
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Figure 26 Commendation letters for Hans Lewinnek

Hans Lewinneck3l was in touch by letter with Esther Simpson, the
Secretary for the Society for the Protection of Science and Learning (S.P.S.L.)
in which he thanks her for her tremendous efforts to obtain his release. He
describes the uncertainty and illogicality of the whole situation and the losing of

hope that made the situation unbearable. The letter to Esther Simpson is

30 Interview with Mrs Alice Frank (wife) 27th February 2004

3l Interview with Mrs H. Levick (wife) on 30thJanuary 2004 (note name change from Lewinneck to

Levick)
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written after his release and he offers to try and give financial help to other

refugees in the same situation.
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Figure 27 Letter from Hans Lewinnek to Esther Simpson

Esther Simpson was instrumental in preventing a number of dental
refugees that had passed through her books originally from being interned.
These included Dr. Leander Pohl and Dr. Hans Schachter. Her route to the
Home Office was invariably via Professor A. V. Hill, who had been Vice-
Chairman of S.P.S.L.'s Executive Committee since 1933 and thus was at the
very centre of the Society’s activities. No-one was more familiar with the

refugee scholars and their problems and Esther Simpson had worked with him
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in the Society throughout its existence. He had become a Member of
Parliament for Cambridge University in 1940 and provided the route through
which S.P.S.L. would lobby the Home Office about various refugees and the
problems of internment.>*?

Ludwig Werber*®® was originally trained as a dental technician in Vienna
but the law allowed a technician who had been working for a qualified
doctor/dentist for more than nine years to open a practice in his own right.
Technicians that were functioning as dentists were not accepted by the G.M.C.
and were not allowed to take the L.D.S. diploma after nine months’ training at a
British dental school. Ludwig Werber came over with a group of Viennese
refugees in 1938 and was placed in the Richborough camp at Sandwich in
Kent. Ludwig was appointed head gardener at the camp and also was allowed
to carry out emergency dentistry on the inmates of the camp when required.
He was interned in June of 1940 and was sent from the Richborough camp via
Liverpool then to the Isle of Man. Like many refugee dentists, he had applied to
join the Royal Army Dental Corps. This was turned down as was usually the
case and he was recruited instead to the Auxiliary Army Pioneer Corps and
sent from the Isle of Man to a pioneer training centre in Bedford. He eventually
ended up as a Corporal. After a crash in a lorry driven by an over-enthusiastic
recruit, he broke his arm and eventually got permission from the camp
commander to go to London to talk to the Secretary of the British Dental
Association, Mr Senior. Mr Senior arranged that he could leave the Pioneer
Corps and would be allowed to go on and study for his first MB at the Royal
College of Surgeons.

Not all refugee dentists were interned, however, and one in particular
was able to become a Captain in the Royal Army Medical Corps (R.A.M.C.) and
a specialist in maxillo-facial injuries. William Grossman was born in Znaim,
Moravia, in what was Czechoslovakia and originally part of the Austro-
Hungarian Empire. He completed his M.D. degree at the University of Prague
in 1936. Willy Grossman received sponsorship through the Czech refugee trust
and thus obtained a visa for entry into Britain at Croydon airport. The British

362 Cooper, R-M. (ed) Refugee Scholars, Conversations with Tess Simpson, Leeds, Mooreland Books,

1992, p. 137
363 Interview with Ludwig Werber, 17 June 2003
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army was short of surgeons and he was conscripted into the RAMC. Although
he had had a basic training in Czechoslovakia in relation to maxillo-facial
surgery, the extreme injury problems that he had to look after in North Africa
and Italy meant that he was often operating with a nurse holding up a book with
the instructions on how to do the surgery. Although he was not an expert when
the war started, he was by the end of the war in 1945°%,

Hans Turkheim was also not interned. He had qualified with a D.M.D.
degree in 1921 at the University of Hamburg. By 1932 he had become an
eminent professor in dentistry and had written some 80 papers. He was
accepted on to the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1935 and was allowed by
the Home Office to practice, which he did at 34 Devonshire Place, W1. He had
many eminent patients including politicians of influence, which obviously
worked in his favour as far as internment was concerned. He was also helped
by Esther Simpson, the Secretary of the S.P.S.L., who had originally been
active in obtaining his entry to Britain as a refugee dentist®®®,

Moritz Tischler was one of the 40 Austrian dentists given a chance to
requalify in Britain in 1938. He had obtained his M.D. degree in Vienna in 1910
and his L.D.S. diploma at the Royal Dental Hospital in 1939. In Vienna he had
been a specialist in prosthetic dentistry and oral surgery and had been active in
treating casualties during the first world war. As a refugee from Nazi
oppression he was recruited by Sir Archibald Macindoe at East Grinstead to
join his team to treat war injury cases™®.

The haphazard and often illogical arrest and internment of dental
refugees was evidenced by the story of Jacques Kurer’®”. The Kurer family,
consisting of Jacques Kurer, his wife and sons Hans and Peter, were brought
over to Britain with the help of the Quakers. Jacques Kurer was one of the 40
Austrian refugees given permission to requalify at an English dental school.
When the Kurers arrived in Manchester in 1938, their dental equipment that
had been boxed up and sent to Britain was dumped by the delivery people
outside the house of a Quaker family, the Goodwins, with whom they were
living. The local police arrived and investigated the containers and also went

364 Interview with Patrick Grossman (son) 22™ January 2004

365 podleian Library, S.P.S.L. 370/5

366 Interview with Dr. David Price (Dr. Tischler’s assistant 1956-1959), 3™ March 2005
367 Interview with Peter Kurer (son), 14® January 2002
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into the house without a search warrant. Mrs Goodwin, who was extremely
combative, took the matter up with the Manchester police at the highest level
and they offered a humble apology. The outcome of this confrontation was that
when Jacques Kurer was due to be arrested and interned, the local police did
not fancy a further confrontation. Kurer was therefore not arrested and only
left Manchester when they were bombed out and went to live in Liandudno.

Max Walter graduated in 1925 from the University of Erlangen with a
D.M.D. degree. His schedule outlining his studies was sent to the G.M.C. in
1933 with the onset of the Nazi regime. He was accepted by the G.M.C. in
1935 and placed on the Dentists Register. He was also given permission to
practice by the Home Office prior to the ban that was implemented later in the
year, which prevented dental refugees to practice, even though they were on
the Dentists Register. Max Walter initially established his practice in Bayswater
at 4 Craven Hill, W2 and later moved to 43 Wimpole Street. He was one of the
most gifted of the dental refugees, being an expert in endodontics and crown
and bridge work. He rapidly built up a very successful practice which included
many patients from the aristocracy, politics and the arts. When it came to the
question of internment in 1940 he was able to avoid this due to the actions of
influential patients who were prepared to vouch for him*®®,

Malli Meyer obtained her D.M.D. degree at the University of Cologne in
1926. She was accepted on to the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1936 and
was given permission to practice in Cambridge. She rapidly built up a
successful practice amongst the University fraternity who appreciated her
conservative skills rather than the “dash for dentures”. Like the majority of
dentists, she was placed in Category C by the local tribunal in Cambridge with
the date stamp of 25™ November 1939 in her Alien Order 1920 certificate of
registration book. She was not arrested in June 1940 and interned.  The fact
that she was not arrested would not seem to be related to the stamps in her
Aliens Order certificate of registration book but due to the influence that she
had amongst the University of Cambridge hierarchy who were her patients®®°,

The sinking of the Arandora Star on 2™ July 1940 on its way to Canada
with 1,600 mostly German and Italian prisoners on board, caused a major

368 Interview with Renée Silverstone (his dental nurse), 14® April 2002
369 Interview with Dr. John Goldsmith (son), 7% December 2003
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rethink in Government policy. On 18th July the Cabinet Home Policy
Committee heard an extraordinary contribution from its Chairman Neville
Chamberlain, who had changed his opinion on internment, bearing in mind the
sinking of the Arandora Star and the large of number of complaints about
invalids arrested, as well as men with TB and diabetes. The War Office was
also finding great difficulty securing accommodation for all the internees. The
Cabinet decided to suspend internment over a period and to transfer control
from the War Office to the Home Office 3.
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Figure 28 The Arandora Star

In reviewing the data in relation to arrest and internment as far as dental
refugees were concerned, a number of factors seem to be of importance:-

1. Internment was carried out on a haphazard basis and was far from
complete, despite the “collar the lot” outburst.

2. In many cases already outlined, it seemed possible to avoid
internment if influential patients were prepared to support the dentist in
guestion.

3. Itwould seem that the dental refugees that arrived early, before the
Home Office ban on practice in 1936371, had a far better chance of remaining
free because they had already established successful practices and were able
to either persuade the local authorities or to have sufficient influence. The
dental refugees who arrived in the late 1930s (with the exception of the 40

Austrian dentists who were allowed to requalify) were not all allowed to

30 Gillman, Peter and Lenny, Collar the Lot, London, Quartet Books, 1980, p. 222
371 British Dental Journal, The Practice of Dentistry by Aliens, Feb 1¢ 1936: 60, p. 195
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establish practices by the Home Office although they had been placed on the
Dentists Register by the G.M.C. They therefore had little influence to call on

and were often living in poverty to which paradoxically internment may have

been a “relief.

4, Relief organisations, especially the Quakers, did sometimes exert
sufficient pressure to prevent arrest and internment such as in the case of
Jacques Kurer.

Release from internment was slow and haphazard and the unsavoury
aspects of internment were suppressed. This was exemplified by the
parliamentary debate of July 1940372 By late 1940 and early 1941, releases
continued of refugees at some 1,000 per month. Again the question of
influence was important. Hans Lewinneck, as mentioned previously, was able
to obtain the help of the S.P.S.L. in exerting pressure for his release from
internment (see figure 27). The range of time that the dental refugees were
interned, from the data obtained from the families that were interviewed, ranged
from six weeks in relation to Hugo Schneider to 18 months in relation to Hans
Lewinneck

In August of 1940 Herbert Morrison took over the position as Home
Secretary from Sir John Anderson. The chaos that had been the feature of his
time in office started to abate and earned the refugees’ gratitude373

Figure 29 Evening Standard, July 19th 1940

32 Hansard volume 362, cols 1208-1302, 10thJuly 1940
3B Gillman, Peter and Lenny, Collar the Lot, London, Quartet books, 1980, p. 260
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Figure 30 Internment Camp, Isle of Man
Popperfoto.com

Figure 31 Huyton Alien Internment Camp 21 May 1940 374
© Getty Images

37 Art Behind Barbed Wire, Liverpool, National Museums, 2004, p.9
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MASTER DATABASE AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

A master database was established of dental refugees between 1933
and 1945. Details were obtained from a number of sources:-

1. The G.M.C. minutes of 1933-1945. In the minutes is data
provided by the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee which had
one meeting a year in November up to 1938, then two meetings a year, in May
and November, during 1938 and 1939 due to the large number of applications.
The names of the dental refugees who were either acceded to or rejected by
the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee were listed in the
minutes; however, because of the large number of applications in 1938/1939,
no individual names were listed for those rejected, only a total number was
given.

2. The G.M.C. Dentists Register and the Foreign List. This
information was updated and published yearly and it provided an accurate
assessment of the names, addresses and dental qualifications of dentists
practicing in Britain.

3. The G.M.C. microfiche archive of British dentists which extended
over 35 years from 1921 to 1956, after which the General Dental Council came
into existence and was an autonomous body. It was possible to cross-
reference from the minutes of the Dental Education and Examination Sub-
committee 1933-37 with the names of the refugee dentists who either had been
acceded to and placed on the Dentists Register or denied. Only the refugees
that had their applications acceded to had their data in the microfiche archive.
Refugee dentists who were denied had all their data returned to them.
Fortunately it was possible to access information on refugee dentists that
initially had been denied but had been accepted at a later date. This
information was recorded and provided evidence for the decisions of the Dental
Education and Examination Sub-committee. The microfiche data on dental
refugees that were acceded to by the G.M.C. included a large amount of
information, including date and place of birth, dental school attended and
degrees obtained. In 48 cases it was possible to copy the “schedules” that had
been submitted with the original applications. A large amount of

correspondence was also present in this archive, as well as death certificates in
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some cases. It was also possible to access the addresses where these dental
refugees lived/practiced during their dental career in Britain.

4. The Oxford Brookes database is made up of approximately 5,000
names of doctors and dentists who were refugees between 1933-1945. This
was valuable in providing background information on many of the refugees on
the G.M.C. Foreign List. It also provided the necessary information to be able
to elicit some of the data in relation to the 40 Austrian refugees given
permission to re-qualify by the Joint Committee on Dental Refugees in 1938
and on 13 dental students that finished their training in Britain, obtaining an
L.D.S. Five Austrian “stomatologists” were also found who had been accepted
onto the G.M.C. Register and practiced in the School Dental Service, which
was possible without having a dental degree or being on the Dentists Register.

5. The archive of refugees held by World Jewish Relief at the offices
of the Association of Jewish Refugees (originally the Jewish Refugee
Committee) in Stanmore, Middlesex. This archive has the names of virtually
all refugees of Jewish origin who came to Britain in the period 1933-1945,
heroically maintained by volunteers during this period at Bloomsbury House.
Unfortunately, this treasure trove of information was not accessible for research
without a letter from the family of the refugee, together with a death certificate
and £40 in fees. A few families were kind enough to share their data with me.

6. Advertisements in the Association of Jewish Refugees magazine,
which produced large amounts of original data. This was particularly important
in relation to passports and communications with the Home Office.

7. The National Archive, which has a limited amount of information on

specific refugee dentists.
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German and Austrian refugee dentists accepted by the G.M.C.

Figure 32 The total number of Figure 33 Table of universities
accepted refugee dentists attended by accepted refugee
according to G.M.C. minutes dentists 1933-1939
1933 2 Basel 1
Berlin 55
1934 S Bologna 1
1935 67 Bonn 19
1936 106 Bordeaux 2
1937 32 Breslau 12
Cologne 11
1938 18 Erlanggen 1
1939 24 Florence 1
1940 12 Frankfurt 18
Freiburg 9
1941 6 Gottingen 1
1942 5 Greifswald 11
1943 1 Halle-Wittenberg 3
1944 4 Hamburg 9
Heidelber 5
1945 2 KonigstE% 5
1946 1 Latvia 1
1947 2 kﬁelipzig 8
ilan 1
1948 1 Munich 5
1949 1 Munster 1
1956 6 Nancy 2
onwards Naples 2
(statutory exam) Paris 2
Petrograd 1
Poznan 1
Prague 3
Rostock 2
Strasbourg 1
Tabingen 4
Vienna 43
Warsaw 2
Wirzberg 36
No University given 7

According to the G.M.C. minutes, during the years up to 1935 the
number of refugee Dentists registered was extremely low (ranging from two to
nine a year). In 1935 and 1936 the rise in figures of 67 and 106 respectively
could be related to the Nuremberg laws of 13" February 1935 which stated that
non-Aryan dentists were no longer permitted to practice in the Health Insurance
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service under any circumstances. Entry in the Reichs Dental Register now
depended on proof of Aryan descent as well as that of the spouse™”.

In 1937 32 German refugee dentists were accepted into Britain®™®. In
Germany on 13" April 1937, all Jewish dentists and dental mechanics still at
work had to be identified as Jews in the registers.

In 1938 only 18 refugee Jewish dentists were accepted by the G.M.C.:
a huge number of 295 were rejected. Two reasons would seem to be behind
this large increase in applications: firstly, Kristallnacht, the biggest organised
attack to date launched by the Nazis against those Jews remaining in
Germany. On the night of 8" to10™ November, Jewish institutions,
synagogues, businesses, medical and dental practices and homes were
destroyed on a nationwide basis. In a wave of arrests, 26,000 Jewish men
were rounded up, arrested and beaten up. A considerable number were
murdered®”".

The second reason for the rise in refugee applications to the G.M.C.
was Hitler's annexation of Austria in March 1938, which unleashed a reign of
terror against the Jews. The Nazi regime launched a systematic assault on the
economic position of the Jews, who were dispossessed of their livelihoods, so
that dentists lost their practices and also their university positions. Emigration
presented the one chance for escape®™®.

The total number of refugee dentists from Germany and Austria that
were accepted between 1933 and 1945 adds up to 299.

In assessing the names of refugee dentists that were acceded to by
the Education and Examination Sub-committee over this period, there is a
discrepancy of some 50 names. These were later found in the G.M.C. Dentists
Register Foreign List. This anomaly might be understandable if the figures had
originated from the Jewish refugee organisations at Bloomsbury House, which
were operated mainly by volunteers. The G.M.C. would be expected to be
more thorough however and the possibility exists that this might be an example
of “creative accounting” whereby the number of names placed in the minutes
that were acceded to was reduced in order to placate the opposition that was

375 K shn, Michael, Zahndrzte 1933-1945, Berlin, Hentrich, 1994, p. 16

3% G.M.C. minutes 1937. Report of the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee
377 K6hn, Michael, Zahndrzte 1933-1945, Berlin, Hentrich, 1994, p. 22

378 |_ondon, Louise, Whitehall and the Jews, p, 58
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coming from the dental political groups. The data supplied by the Education
and Examination Sub-committee was usually published in the British Dental
Joumal. Real figures might have been more difficult to pick up if they were
published at the back of the Dentists Register, where the Foreign List was
placed, and it was unlikely that the majority of dentists would buy a new
Dentists Register every year.

It is obvious that a discrepancy exists between the numbers on the
Foreign List for 1945, which comes to 186, and the numbers on the master
database which comes to 299. The additions that need to be made to the 186
names listed in 1945 would be as follows:-

a) 40 Austrian refugee dentists that were allowed to sit for an L.D.S.
diploma examination following a meeting of the Joint Committee on Dentistry in
1938. These dentists, when qualified, would not appear on the Foreign List but
were listed in the main Dentists Register. The same would apply to the 13
German dentists who took an L.D.S. diploma unnecessarily in the early 1930s,
who were also placed in the main Dentists Register.

b) Three Austrian technicians who later took the Statutory
Examination.

c) 13 dental students who finished their dental training in Britain,
gaining an L.D.S. diploma and thus were also placed in the main Dentists
Register (see appendix 1).

d) Dental refugees who were initially placed on the Foreign List of the
Dentists Register but either migrated to countries other than Britain, or who
came to Britain, were placed on the Foreign List but were not allowed to work in
their given profession by the Home Office after the ban of February 1936 and
therefore transmigrated to other countries.
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German and Austrian refugee dentists rejected by the G.M.C.

Figure 34 The total number of rejected dental refugees according to the G.M.C. minutes

including multiple rejections.

1933 4
1934 3
1935 24
1936 153
1937 57
1938 295
1938 (Joint Committee) 48
1939 96
1940 17
1941 11
1942 12
1944 6
1945 6

Following the Nuremberg laws in 1935, 153 dental refugees applying to
the G.M.C. for registration in the Dentists Register were rejected. In 1937 the
numbers dropped to 57. Following Hitler's annexation of Austria in March
1938 and Kristallnacht on 9" November, the number of rejected dental
refugees leapt to 295, with a further 48 rejected by the Joint Committee for
Refugee Dentists. In 1939 the numbers again dropped to 96°"°.

These figures can be compared with the general degree of emigration
from Germany and Austria. Neville Chamberlain, the Prime Minister, stated in
the House of Commons®® that since 1933 the Government had permitted
about 11,000 refugees to land, in addition to some 4-5,000 who had since re-
emigrated. The number of refugees from Germany and Austria admitted to
Britain up to October 1939 was given by the Home Secretary, Sir Samuel
Hoare, as 49,500%'. The immigration laws had been relaxed to allow in some
38,500 refugees during the 18 month period up to the beginning of the second
world war. This attitude was not apparent in the policy of the G.M.C., where
over the period 1938-1839, ten times the number of dental refugees were
rejected compared to those that were accepted (439 rejected to 42 accepted).
The number of practicing Jewish dentists in Germany alone in 1933 was

3Minutes of the Examination and Education Sub-committee of the G.M.C. 1933-1939
3% Chamberlain Hansard House of Commons, Volume 341, cols 1313-17, 21® November 1938
38! Gherman, A.)., Island Refuge, appendix 1, p. 271
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approximately 1,150%2. By the end of the war, the total number of German and
Austrian dentists who had either been accepted or rejected by the G.M.C. in
Britain was approximately 1,036.

The names of the rejected dental refugees were obtained from the
minutes of the G.M.C. and the report of the Dental Education and Examination
Sub-committee. From 1938 the numbers of rejections were so great that only
figures, rather than names or universities, were given. The total number of
rejections between 1933-1945 is around 735. It must be assumed that a
proportion of the un-named dentists from 1938 onwards would have previously
applied and been rejected, which would give rise to statistical errors in
calculating the final total of the names of rejected dentists.

382 Strauss, Herbert A., Jewish Emigration from Germany, p. 343
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Figure 35 Table of the rejected dentists’ Universities:

Vienna (names unknown)

224

Berlin

83

Warzberg

37

Breslau

26

Greifswald

14

Bonn

11

Munich

12

Frankfurt

13

Leipzig

Hamburg

Heidelberg

Kiel

Kénigsberg

Cologne

Freiburg

Erlangen

Halle-Wittenberg

Tabingen

Amsterdam

Basel

Berne

Dresden

Gottingen

Jena

Munster

Rostock

Utrecht

Zurich

No universities given

z_\_s.a.a.a_n..;_s_n-—‘l\)l\)wwmm\l\l\lto

No names available

217

Predictably the largest number of rejected dental refugees came from
the University of Vienna and next was the University of Berlin, which in the
1930s was the largest dental school in Germany. A good example of the
policy adopted by the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee in
assessing candidates for acceptance is the case of Dr. Fritz Minzesheimer,
who graduated from the University of Berlin in 1921. On 10t June 1936
Munzesheimer was informed by the G.M.C. that his application to register in

Britain was rejected.
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R
UO suno, 1936.

Sir,

| fin directed by the Preaident of the Council
to inform you that your application to be registered as
a foreign dentist in the Dentists Register, without
examination in the United Kingdom, by virtue of the

D-r-D-A certificate specified in the margin granted to you in a
3.Berlin, foreign country, has been duly considered by the DAntal
1921. Education and Examination Committee of the Counoil, and

that the Council, on the recommendation of the Committee,
not boing satisfied that the certificate is a certificate
whioh may properly be recognized by then 1A compliance
with sections 9 and 10 of the Dentists Aot, 1878,
resolved at their meeting on the 26th May that the
application should not be acceded to.

The original documentc fortmrdod in support of
your application are returned herewith.

I em, Sir,

Your obedient 3orvant,

Registrar#

Jr.mod«dent.F.Munaeshelncr,

Figure 36 Rejection letter to Dr. Fritz Munzesheimer

The notes on his rejected schedule were made by the Dental

Education and Examination Sub-committee and forwarded to the Chairman,

Edward Sheridan, who refused the schedule since both terms in Pathology and

Medicine overlap.

l-o tha Chalrrnn of thé Dental Education and Examination Comlttee.

P.ttunioshoimer - D.H.D. U.Terlin, 1921#

'6

The applicant has submitted his]
dipi» and Approbation als Zahnarzt dat?jd
IP20.
The Schedule la certified by both terns It 1'adiolne end
ttj authorities of the University, and Pathology overlap.
appears to comply with the requirementa. 1 do not thick this meeta
The entries under:- I the Committees requirementa.

v(5) Pathol .
D yameiny Belai«./ A

ere both matters for conalrleration. iAo x
i n -V

6.4.36. 9.4. 36.

Figure 37 Rejection notes by Edward Sheridan

Dr. Munzesheimer resubmitted the schedule and this was rediscussed

by the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee on 214 October
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1936. Accompanying the schedule was a letter from Dr. Munzesheimer’s

British solicitors Victor Lehmann dated 15th October 1936.
s' -2

VICTO* LEHMANN. D*. JUR. VICTOR LEHMANN. Da Jua
LONDON. W.C.L 0 mtMMIr LONDON. W.C.I.

15th  October 193C
The Registrar

General Uodical Connell,
London, b) 1EDICIIS5

1) August 1919 - October 1919
Troi,Altai,Lorlln University (boo 1,3)

2) Hovomber 1919 - Uaroh 1920
Tour ref:R 1l 32G21 rrofrilliGor.Doi’lln University (see 11,7)

April 1920 - Scpteabor 1920
rrof.iJilligor, Derlin University Uoo 111»8)

Dear Sir,
Re: Dr.fritz ihuer.r.eshoimer

«

. | havo boon instructed by Dr*?rits Huonuos-
heinor of 3,Crolraannstr.,Dor2Ir-Charlottoiibur" to

h € h < J 4) OotObor 1920 - March 1921
renew Ms application for registration as a foreign Prof.Sohaofor,Eerlin Univorsity (aco 1V,2)
dentist.
Dr~luonaosholnor is satisfied thet he hna igi icati
fulfilled tho ro.;uireroute of the foard In his origli.nl 7th Aprill ﬁ’g%c‘_" rofor to ny original application dated
application, except ait:', regard to Pathology ar.fi
‘lodicino. I, therefore, —eg to subnit herewith hie | Key add that Dr.lbiensooholnor ljin boon a Prlvstdozent
leaving certificate of L'erlin University, dated 7.August of Contal Surgory a* rorlin University oince 1920 and that he
1P2C, from which it nj-pocro that Dr.Huonaoohoiraar has hno boon an assistant and nr, academic teacher at tho Dental
attendod the fobloving coursen: (exhibit 1) Instituto at Lorlin University sinen 1921. Ho holds r very-
high rarU: ir. the Dar.tnl 3alcrco og Clorraany. lilo aclentlfic
a) patholcgy ﬁ_ubllcatlpns appear from tho nnnoxod lint "(oxhlbit 2 ) and
is guelifiention ir. genorol in "oat n’own by tho lettors”
1} August - Cato'cor 1919 . tostir.or.lel fron Trcfmli.Schroodor, dr.tod 9th” Octobor 1933,
?rof«Diocl:,":>rlir. Vnivoraity (coo 1,1C) (exhibit 3) with translation.
fi) f.ovcntor 1919 - bnrch 192C 1 an, door Sir,

Frof.Dioelr.rorlir. rsiiveraitj (see 11,4) f fait full
orrs fait fully,

*

Anpril 1920 - Soptenbor 1920
rrof.Dicc!r,foriln University (seo II1,2)

*l) October 192C - Uareh 1921 .
Prof.Gutman.:,! orlin Prlvoreity (sou IV,3)

Figure 38 Letter from Dr. Fritz Minzesheimer’s solicitor to the G.M.C.
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Only one week later, the Chairman of the Sub-Committee now agrees

that Munzesheimer’s schedule should be acceded to.

Figure 39 Acceptance notes by Edward Sheridan

Looking at this data logically over 60 years later, it would seem that
the Chairman of the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee was
happy to use the slightest pretext to refuse admission.

Not all schedules were straightforward. Charlotte Grieshaber, who
was born in 1898 in Cernauti and obtained her D.M.D. degree from the

University of Berlin in 1924, was already in London after the beginning of the

war when she applied to the G.M.C. in 1941 to be placed on the Foreign List.

She had attended two universities 20 years previously; the University of
Vienna from September 1917 to October 1920 and then, unusually, the
University of Berlin from October 1920 until January 1924. From the data
enclosed with the schedule and written in pen by Edward Sheridan
Grieshaber was initially refused in 1938 with deficient data in relation to
bacteriology and orthodontics. There also appeared to be deficiencies in

general pathology, medicine and surgery. A new schedule was evidently
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submitted in 1941 where all the deficiencies were covered, and Sheridan’s

notes state:

The applicant’s curriculum at the Universities of Vienna and Berlin

extended over more than six years when added together and appear to have
been continuous. From a careful examination of the schedule and supporting

documents, this appears to be a case in which we may feel prepared to
recommend the Committee to accede to the application.
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Figure 40 Approved schedule of studies at the Universities of Berlin and

Vienna for Charlotte Grieshaber
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It would seem unlikely that Charlotte Grieshaber would have received
much more data from Vienna or Berlin just prior to the beginning of the second
world war. The schedule had obviously been rewritten since 1938 to make up
for the so-called missing periods of study. However Sheridan’s comments on
the 1941 application show a much more reasonable attitude once he has
decided that six years of continuous training was certainly long enough to
recommend her admission.

Dr. Erich Rosenthal was born in Bad Homburg in 1899 and obtained his
D.M.D. degree at the University of Frankfurt in 1926. Dr. Rosenthal was
refused by the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee in November
1935 on the grounds that his schedule was deficient in IV(e) Physiology and
IV(K) Clinical Instruction in a recognised general hospital. The revised schedule
was presented in 1936 and shows that in physiology with laboratory instruction
he had 72 lectures or demonstrations compared to the necessary 40 and that
this was over a 10-month period compared to the necessary six months. With
regard to clinical instruction in a recognised general hospital, 11 months were
completed compared to the 9 months that were required. It is difficult to see
where either of these parts of the curriculum were so under-attended as to

present a problem.

o | Jfl JUfil
DENTAL REGISTRATION.

ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS.

PARTICULARS TO BE SUPPLIED BY AN APPLICANT FOR
THE REGISTRATION OF ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS
UNDER THE DENTISTS ACTS.

1 request to bo rrgwtcred a« a Dentist under tho Dentists Act/,
i878 and 1921, by virtu« of the following Degree« or Qu»l:firations,
of which I hereby nflirni that | am lawfully powcucd:—

Date of 1VptK« or

tWription i« Degree« or QumUficwtioe*. VB
P : gree« Q Qualihcaiinna.

N
4 v
1 hurt by lit-cUre that | have filled up this applica:I'm in ray own
handwriting.
2 i*34 registered as ¢ Student rv poorAiuT.-Jli

I mu burn at

Applicant's Can'll Signature ''a

Applicant’s .Yaw. (in full) £ RICI_I ROSENTHAL

[In Clock Lerrti»)

Appljearilumror xnutnl t L ITT UAUIrIST
Address for registration (infini) ) r .

. fair- Pl

Applicant's present Address..

2H't of Application 7T <T& d/tUut+A."fféf. "

rrvnn orca.
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particular, in:-
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he hec now proluced evidence m

complies with the retirements inior
these heads, siti the Schedule senna to
fulfil t<ioondition3 generally.

The revised Jc edule is eortlfl A
b7 the authorities of the universi»*, em

the ori-inai itu-licn-uc or »ro annexed.

9.4.SE.

Figure 41 Schedule of studies at Frankfurt University

The letter below from the Dean of the Frankfurt Dental School, Dr.

Loos, dated 17th December 1935, exactly pinpoints the problem in that Dr.

Rosenthal had exactly the same training as that of many other applicants
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who were successful in their application. Dr. Loos says that he was
surprised at the refusal and goes on to write a glowing testimonial to his

past student. A revised schedule was presented in 1936 and accepted.

Dr. med. O. LOOS

O.PIOF.0OC* ZAMNHIILNUND t FRANKFURT A.M.. 2*3«ab*r 17.195S»
DMCKTON

c*x Uikw. s s ttvi* i i

» FreNK»U»T AM .-Duo The Ke,(i*trir of

The G*n<«ar%l M ais«! Covinoli.

IQyUQH.T.I.
Lair Sir.

-
. On th* i>sth In*t. you in:orael Dr.kRIOH EbdX2THA~.

of Bid Hoafcurg ver d*r Hoh*»Deotil Sur.jeon.under direction« by
th* Pr-J*llsnt of vour Council.thit hi" ipplisitlon to b* r*gl*t-
er*d i* a 7or*lgn Dentlot in th* D*ntl*t«' 2*gi*t*r I* r«fu*»l
on th* around thit hi* dlploai d'it*.] April 20.1926. sir.not b*
r*gird*d i* pruperly recognmbl* under »*.9 it 10,D*r.11*1» Act.
1878. -

Enowing thit Dr.itoeenthil hid «xictly tn* iim* training
ie that of *c -uvny other ippllcint« .who w*r* «u8S***fUl in th*.r
ippll3itlon.ini thit h* «utaltt*d th* locunentiry erldenj* re-
quired in thit diIr*3tlon.l soni*** | «a *os*whit *urprl**d it
th* r*fu«il.-Apirt froc th* fist th*t h* we* *xpr**«ly licenced.
i* proT*d,bv th* Pru**lin Minlkt*r of Fillomi **Ifir*.on 7*bru-
iry 18,1923.to prictla* i* i Dentil Surgeon.which lisess* lion*
«eea* to a* to fulfil th* requlr-»sent« of th* **|Id «estion* i*
to prof«**«lonil iptltud*.! wi* ibi* to resoaaend hla in pirtlo-
ulir sinner In ay I*tt*r «ubultted to your Council.«<ire* he not
only received hi* «<hoi* dentil educitlon in ay Inwtltut* end
worked for 2 y*tr* in It* Dentil Surgery Depirta*nt under ay
per*onil auldins*.but wallet carrying on i print* prictlc*
of hi* o«n it Bid Hoaburg ror d*r Hoh*.hi* ilwiy* been in toush
with ni.regulirly appearing it ay Inetltut* for th* diwcuewlon
of *sl*ctlfls ind practical qu**tlon« ,mi eagerly pirtiCipit-
lag In ill dentl«try sour*«* held.auwt on th* etrength of thl* .
in pirtlsulir th* excellent work don* by Mn when working i*
ifor«*ild.l wi* in i poeitlon to glv* hla «ush i good certif-
ichi* .which «hculrt b* 1«*a*4 «lettere t**tlaonlill within th*
a*inlng of th* «ild etitutory provi*ion*.not to epeik of th*
certificate* euboittad by hin on hi* work o* e dentil *urg*on
by appointment to publio heilth bodle*.-Aiy | therefor* eex
you kindly to tell a* why th* r*fu*il 1* fcieed on th# irgises t
thet the «ild diplomi doe« not camply with th* «ild provision»
and whit th* element* of thl* argument ire.Pereonilly.l is given
to the belief thit th* extreneou* fist thit th* *ild dipiosi.
i diplomi on the conieraent of th* d*gr** of Doctor of D*ntli»try
«r Dentil Surgery.l« *I#i*d by th* Dein of th* kedICli Jiculty,
hi* I*d to in oT*r*ight of th* fist thit it I*.Ind**d.i diplasa
on th* sonferaent of th* d*gr** of Doctor of Denti*fry or Dentil
Surgery.if grinted by th* Uedlcal Pisulty .«lon* ha**v*r authoriA-
ed thereto by th* Rule* In fore* ever h*r*.1 aiy idd nwrhip* th*.
Dr.S.o*enthil not only underwent th* Cor*rzui>*nt examination lead-
ing to «<h* «aid lia*nc*.In ay Inetltut*,but w«* il»o *xialn*d
onlly for th* "ild d*gr*e by ay**If ind wrot* hi* th*«i* under
st guidine*.-Should th* r*fu*il b* due to lick.In th* *y*e of
th* Council.of proper luthentleitlon of th* copy wutelttad.l
«hill b* glid .By tla* to authenticate It Byw*lr % w *IlI.

Tour* fiithfully.

CEIVERN

Id DEC {935

Figure 42 Letter from Dean of Frankfurt Dental School to G.M.C.

There can be no logical reason why colleagues of the same age, from
the same university dental school and year of obtaining their D.M.D. degree
were divided up by the G.M.C., the majority being rejected and the few

accepted. By minute examination of the schedules, every excuse seemed to
have been found to reject refugee dentists.
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It would seem from the data in the G.M.C. microfiche archive that
Articles 9 and 10 of the 1898 Act were not correctly implemented. The
German dental graduates whose curriculum was the same as that of British
dental schools were mostly taught more comprehensive dentistry than their
English counterparts and also spent an extra year in research to complete their
degree. A correct reading of the 1878 Act should mean that any dentist who
applied to go on the Foreign List in Britain should be allowed to do so provided
he has been awarded a dental degree from a reputable dental school following
four years' training. It is difficult to escape the conclusion that the Dental
Education and Examination Sub-committee manipulated the 1878 Act Sections
9 and 10, in a way that was never legally intended, to exclude the majority of
refugee German dentists who wanted to practice in Britain.

Austrian dentists represented a different problem to those of their
German counterparts. The curriculum in German dental schools was largely
the same in content and in the number of years taken to qualification.

As we have seen, in the medical schools in what used to be the old
Austro-Hungarian Empire, which included Austria, Hungary, Czechoslovakia
and Southern Poland, it was required that an M.D. degree in medicine be
obtained before four semesters in dental training®®. These physician/dentists
were categorised as stomatologists and, prior to the second world war, there
were regular and bitter battles between stomatologists and dentists in the rest
of the world; the stomatologists holding closed meetings which dentists could
not attend®®.

The 1878 Act Sections 9 and 10 required that the applicant for
registration must hold some degree, license, diploma or certificate entitling the
person to practice dentistry in the country from which he comes. In the case of
Austria however, no dental qualification or diploma was in existence until 1935
when formal certification became necessary. Prior to 1935 medical
practitioners who wished to practice dentistry were required to study for two
further years at a recognised dental clinic, at the conclusion of which time, they
were free to practice dentistry®®. Since 1935 those taking the two-year course

383 Wolf, Herman, Die Ausbildung des Osterreichischen Zahndrztes, Berlin & Vienna, Urban &
Schwarzenberg, 1937, P. 20
38 Ennis, John, The Story of the Fédération Dentaire Internationale 1900-1962, The Hague, A.
Sijthoft, 1967, p. 111
British Dental Journal, supplement 13, 1¥ March 1939, p. 69
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at the Dental School of the University of Vienna had been required to take
some form of examination and had received a certificate
Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm.Vienna). This certificate apparently fulfilled the
requirements of the Dentists Act 1878 since of 170 applications for the
registration of Austrian refugee dentists considered by the G.M.C. at its
November session in 1938, six were approved and in each case they were
dentists who held this certificate post-1935338 A good example would be
Oskar Pelzmann (Fig. 43).

Name 74' +i-iisnsT\,
Catificate V. Cf3*V éoU~AJ—~ %AN.
Previous applications —»

JELS— refused
DENTAL REGISTRATION.

ORIGINAI QUALIFCATIONS.

Grounds of refusal

PARTICULARS TO BE SCPPLIED BY AN APPLICANT FOR
THE REGISTRATION OF ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS
UNDER TIIE DENTISTS ACTS.

I request to bo TtRUtcrcd u a Denti* under the Drrtitii Act* R
878 and 1921, by virtoo of tbe following Degree* or Qualificataoa*,” Further remarks -
of which I hereby affirm that | am lawfully poueaa«!: _

Description of Vrp-crs nr tMialHacatiun». th'r of TV-rm»or
Qoalilieslions.

h>wr-'13% Chairman, Dental Education (c Examination Committee.

The course of study taken by the applicant in order

ft.
(@R R ATy 0 f <[rem—x to obtain the certificate My virtue of which he applies
appears to be deficient id" the following subjects:-
&mGE YiEZC& r*cC*"sn 1
Yi A*_ 111 & t[&

| hereby declare that | Lav» filled up this application in me own
| oy

handwriting.
! nylUnti a StKin! M__tk pmt.HHz'IM
1nh ion L. .
picadi /W vraotre KT (t tkfftiviknjr
Applicant* Name (in /»!!) A?2.—O iX arJ*dlzm anri.

Itm Biert Lerrree| " U|t|m0 £ 1v Ck**) Xritfe’\|A-

Applied*™ home or permanent \ OWjA*
ddrenfnt rryiUrntZm (infaff) /™*. ... --scac., MWV
Applicant* prmnl Aditrai—. _ ? Acetic
....................... Jee- .
Vate of Applicatimi (Jﬁp. O y<
man nein

litUHO, KM ZeSEQ/j? J

(CAcla

fv

Figure 43 Chairman Sheridan’s comments on Oskar Pelzmann

386
Report of a committee set up to examine applications from Austrian dental practitioners seeking
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The principal Secretary of State for Home Affairs Sir Samuel Hoare
set up a Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists. The first meeting of this
committee was held at 13 Hill Street, Berkeley Square, W.1. on Tuesday
27th September 1938. Mr. F.J. Pearce was elected to be Chairman and
Mr. W.G. Senior who was the Secretary of the British Dental Association
was elected Secretary. F.J. Ballard and A H. Condry represented the

Incorporated Dental Society (the unqualified “1921 men"), Elsie Atkins

and Jay Lauer represented the Public Dental Services Association and Mr.

E. N. Cooper of the Home Office was present as an observer. Miss
Derenberg and Mr. W. F. Joseph represented the Jewish Refugees’ Co-

ordinating Committee.

According to the minutes, some 264 applications had been made by
Austrian dentists for registration337. W. F. Joseph undertook to prepare a
complete list of all the applicants setting out age, marital status, number of
children, means and connections in this country, qualifications and curriculum
vitae. E. N. Cooper laid down as a principle that without reference to
professional qualifications, the possession or absence of means was an
important factor and, in the absence of means, the Aliens Act would apply and
the candidate would automatically be excluded from consideration (aliens

subject to inspection had to pass a poverty test; failure made them liable to be

3B British Dental Journal, Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists, Supplement No. 13, 67, 1939
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refused entry as undesirable immigrants)*®®. The Committee also noted that
the problem was complicated by the existence in Austria of three classes of
dentists. The first class comprised those who had secured registration by the
G.M.C. as having obtained a Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm.Vienna post-1935. The
second were those who, like their medical compatriots, were required to study
in Britain and pass the final dental qualification for L.D.S. (this would apply to
dentists who had an M.D. degree from the University of Vienna and had
completed their dental training prior to 1935). A third category also existed in
Austria whereby dental mechanics practised dentistry. This came into
existence by the law of 1920 in Austria, which permitted dental mechanics of
nine years’ standing to practise dentistry. These dentists would be required to
take a full three years to achieve an L.D.S., compared to the second group that
could complete an L.D.S. in six months before being allowed on to the full list of
the Dentists Register rather than the Foreign List.

At the second meeting of the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists on
2"" November 1938, a list of 264 applications in respect of dentists practising in
Austria by virtue of qualifications had been circulated. The chairman analysed
the list of applicants from which it appeared that 28 were resident in Britain and
14 in countries other than the Reich. Thirty-six were stated to be able to speak
English and 14 to have means of £500 or more. The Committee agreed that a
list would be prepared for future consideration, consisting of those applicants
aged 30-55 who were married and had one or more dependents, together with
training, qualifications, appointments held, publications and the presence of
relations or friends in Britain. W. G. Senior and Jay Lauer from the British
Dental Association urged that the question of finance be raised when the final
list was prepared. The list was eventually reduced to 93 cases. Those
applicants having addresses in Britain, of which there were 30, were invited to
attend for interview; 21 in fact attended. Of the remainder, 7 were found to be
no longer in Britain and only 2 failed to attend without reason. One of these
was Peter Joseph Weinmann who had taken up a professorship in Chicago.

As a result of the meeting of the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists
on 4 January 1939, a letter to the Home Secretary on 30" January 1939

388 Aliens Act 1907, s1(3)
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recommended that after exhaustive consideration, 40 of the 93 applications
mentioned be recommended for permission to be put on the Dentists Register
after having to requalify by taking the final L.D.S. Examination following six
months’ training at a British dental school.

There is a discrepancy in the number of applications from Austrian
dentists applying to the Joint Committee. The minutes of the first meeting on
27" September 1938 give the number as 228°%°. Item 11 in the letter to Sir
Samuel Hoare dated 30" January 1939 states it to be 264. At the second
meeting of the Joint Committee, the question was asked as to how many
Austrian dentists had also applied to the G.M.C.. A test analysis by the
Secretary of the Joint Committee and Registrar of the G.M.C. on a cohort of 30
applications showed that half had applied to both. However, the G.M.C. Dental
Education and Examination Sub-committee minutes for November 1938 show
that two-thirds of the Austrian dentists applied to both authorities and were
rejected.

The Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists also considered the position
of the six applicants registered by the G.M.C. in November 1938 on the
recommendation of the Dental Education and Examination Committee®® (the
figures quoted in the British Dental Journal supplement no 13, 1* March 1939
are incorrect in that only five refugee dentists from the University of Vienna
were put on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register). All of the Austrians
involved had an M.D. but also the Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm.Vienna post-1935.
These applicants were of necessity young people by comparison with the
majority of the other 40 applicants. By virtue of their British Registration they
were in a position to seek permission to practice in the Dominions or the
colonies for which they were, in the opinion of the Committee, eminently fitted
by reason of their comparative youth and freedom from obligations. The
committee therefore did not recommend that any of the five applicants
registered by the G.M.C. would be given permission to reside and practise
dentistry in Britain®®',

39 B D.A. Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists, Minutes 2

3% General Medical Council minutes, Report of the Dental Education and Examination Subcommittee

November 1938
39 British Dental Journal, supplement 13, 1% March 1939, p. 71
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Details on these cases were eventually found in the G.M.C. microfiche
archive and comprised of Dr. Gertrude Fleischmann, Dr. Hans Thein, Dr. Adam
Reischer, Dr. Hans Haim and Dr. Moriz Tillinger. All were between 29 and 30
years of age. In addition to an M.D. degree at the University of Vienna, they
had all obtained the Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm.Vienna after 1935. The note
appended to Dr. Thein’s file in pen by Edward Sheridan dated 11th May 1938

accepts the fact that the combination of the M.D. degree together with the
dental certificate, (although the certificate does not specify the period of study)
were acceptable under sections 9 and 10 of the Dentists’ Act 1878.

N Dry

It llay 38

Figure 44 Acceptance note by Edward Sheridan for Hans Thein
Hans Thein went to Madras, India but returned to Britain in 1952. Moriz

Tillinger went to Ajmer, India and returned to Britain in 1948. Adam Reischer
went to Chicago in 1941 and did not return to Britain. Hans Haim became a
physician at the Kew Gardens General Hospital, Kew Gardens, New York and
did not return to Britain, neither did Gertrude Fleischmann who went to New
York in 1939.

The members of the Joint Committee emphasised in the report to the
Home Secretary, that in Britain, the custom in the dental profession followed
closely that of the profession of surgery in that the appropriate title was Mr,
notwithstanding that the practitioner might hold a Doctorate of Medicine or
Dentistry. It was pointed out that many, if not all, the refugee dentists were

accustomed in their country to use the title Dr. and the continuance of that



practice in this country would not only be deeply resented by their British
colleagues but if permitted, in the eyes of the lay population, place the refugee
dentists in a higher estimation than their British fellows®%,

The Joint Committee also expressed concern about the location in
Britain of applicants to whom the Home Secretary might grant permits: it was
strongly of the opinion that concentration in a particular area would be most
undesirable. Concentration had already occurred to some extent in areas of
London and the south coast where existing dental requirements were
adequately met. Moreover, concentration must undoubtedly retard the
absorption of refugees into national and professional life. The Joint Committee
therefore recommended that arrangements should be made to distribute
applicants after they had obtained the right to practise, with the additional
reason that their services would not compete with British practitioners®®,

There was considerable opposition to the findings of the Joint Committee
on Refugee Dentists, which were sent to the Home Secretary, Sir Samuel
Hoare on 30™ January 1939. In the report of the General Secretary of the
incorporated Dental Society for 1939-1 940%%* under the heading of Alien
Refugee Dentists, A. H. Condry writes that:

There is a great division of dental opinion. The authorities can,
if they wish, admit alien dentists in this country without reference to the
profession but they have expressed a desire for the services of the
profession to assist them in this selection. As a consequence, forty
Austrian refugees are permitted to obtain the L.D.S. diploma which
was open to them on a concessionary basis. There is now a demand .
that similar concessions should be given to Czechs and Poles. The
Society cannot assist in such selection without being regarded as
being in favour of their admission. The concession apparently
provided by the Licensing Bodies is not available to British dentists
practising since before 1921 who we regard as commencing ata
higher standard than many of the foreign dentists.

Arthur Condry’s comments must be considered “sour grapes” and he

further writes:

Why, therefore, this Society should take part in assisting them to
obtain concessions which are not open to many of its members is quite
beyond any comprehension. Why any Society should assist in

32 British Dental Journal, supplement 13, 1* March 1939, p. 72
393 British Dental Journal, supplement 13, 1% March 1939, p. 72

34 Condry, Arthur H., The Mouth Mirror, Report of the General Secretary of the Incorporated Dental
Society 1939-1940, June 1940, p. 25
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crowding a profession with foreigners at a time when British dentists
cannot earn a living is incomprehensible also. | do not take the view
that is expressed by a great number of dentists that no consideration at
all should be given to these unfortunate people but we surely have not
reached a stage at which they should not only be admitted to this
country for a haven but should also be presented with the practices of
men who have been called upon to join the Armed Forces.

Condry comes back to the question of alien dental refugees in his report
as General Secretary in 1940-1941%%°, He writes:

Whatever remedy may be proposed it is utterly unjust to
introduce fresh and further competition by the utilisation of alien
refugee dentists. The authorities at long last seem to have recognised
this and agreed that if aliens are introduced they should not be
permitted to take part in private practice. Moreover, the foolish
precedent whereby German and Austrian refugees were actually given
concessions to obtain the L.D.S. diploma will not be followed. These
concessions were not open to many British dentists who would have
valued them. It is open to doubt whether the use of alien dentists in
the Public Service will not displace British dentists but the number
involved is small and the problem is decreasing in intensity. Itis
gathered that in any event, permits, if given, will only be for the
duration of the War.

It was unfortunate that some German and Austrian dental refugees
joined the Incorporated Dental Society because they were unable to join the
British Dental Association. They probably never fully realised the degree of
antagonism there was towards them. Refugee dentists were finally free to join
the B.D.A. after the establishment of the General Dental Council in 1950, or
alternatively after many became naturalised British citizens after 1947.

%S Condry, Arthur H., The Mouth Mirror, Report of the General Secretary 1940-1941. June 1941 p.

151
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The Holocaust and the applicants rejected by the G.M.C.

The names of the refugee dentists who were rejected by the G.M.C. were
listed in the Dental Education Examination Committee reports in the G.M.C.
minutes from 1933 to May of 1938. Because of the excessively large number
of dentists involved, the names were not given for November of 1938 or for May
and November of 1939, only the gross figures. The data on the dentists up to
May 1938 only gives the name and dental school from which they graduated. It
was the policy of the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee that
where a candidate was refused, all the data that they submitted was returned to
“ the candidate and not duplicated. The G.M.C. microfiche archive only relates
to those dentists who were on the Dentists Register or the Foreign List. No
such archive exists for the dental refugees who were refused. It is almost
impossible, therefore, to know what happened to this unhappy group of people.
However, two sources of information proved helpful; firstly, Yad Vashem3%,
secondly the book by Michael Kshn, Zahnarzte 1933-1945%". Twenty-seven
deaths could be traced of dentists that had been rejected by the G.M.C. and
two of dentists who had been accepted but did not manage to settle in Britain.
The following table, of data collected from Yad Vashem, lists these 29 dentists.

3% yad Vashem website, www.yadvashem.org
*7 Kohn, Michael, Zahndrzte 1933-1945 Berlin, Hentrich, 1994 pp. 94-187

164


http://www.yadvashem.org

Date(s) of

; Date of
Name ;;je(;cgog Died death
Max Wolf 1935 Terezin 1942
Bruno Meyer 1936 Maidenek 1942
Edith Jacob 1938 Auschwitz 1943
Felix Martin Abraham 1936 Auschwitz 1942
Helmut Katzenstein 1936 Deported Poland 1943
Herman Heilborn 1936 Terezin 1943
Hugo Wagonheim 1936 Auschwitz 1943
Isidor Seligman 1936 Terezin 1942
Julius Bloch 1936 Deported Riga 1942
Kurt Ehrlich 1936 Auschwitz 1943
Leo Kollen 1936 Terezin 1943
Max Marx 1936 Unknown
Seligman Baruch 1936 Auschwitz 1943
Wilhelm Schwartz 1936 Auschwitz 1943
Herbert Blumenthal q\gccs:gp ted Auschwitz 1943
Alphons Meyerhardt :\gggpted Poland Unknown
Fritz Spanier 1936/1937 Auschwitz 1943
Max Schirokauer 1936/1937 Deported Riga 1942
Was hidden,
Arthur Joachim 1936/1938 survived the War 1946
but died soon after

Hugo Jacob 1936/1938 Auschwitz 1943
Jacob Moses 1936/1938 Auschwitz 1942
Martin Hammerschmidt 1936/37/39 Auschwitz 1943

1937

Born'in
Emil Fridberg :‘g‘;ggg’ (g::taanp%e}r{g)atz No date given

D.MD.in

Berlin
Fritz Pfeffer 1937 Neuengamme 1944
Max Lewy 1937 Auschwitz 1944
Jacob Susskind 1938 Auschwitz 1943
Max Brann 1938 Auschwitz 1943
Paul Englander 1938 Augsburg Unknown

Figure 45 Refugee dentists known to have died in the Holocaust
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Figure 46 Max Marx’s Page of Testimony at Yad Vashem

Additionally, three suicides were recorded in Kohn’s book: Dr. Julius
Dresel, who practiced in Berlin, had three previous rejections from the G.M.C.
He committed suicide in 1942. Dr. Egon Ldwenstern, also from in Berlin, had
two rejections from the G.M.C. and committed suicide in 1942 Dr Walter

Glaser, rejected in 1936, committed suicide, dying in the Berlin Jewish Hospital
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in the Iranienstrasse in 1943. This hospital was probably the only Jewish
institution which survived the Nazi regime 3%, A further suicide traced was that
of Hans Majut who died in 1937 having been rejected in 1936%,

A unique case history was that of Herbert Blumenthal*®, whose name
was found on the Yad Vashem website. He was born in Berlin in 1886 and
obtained his D.M.D. degree from the University of Greifswald in 1921. He was
accepted onto the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1936, though not allowed
to practice by the Home Office. He arrived in Britain in April 1937 and
remained in London for six months before going to Amsterdam where he
practiced illegally with the help of a Dutch dentist. Both he, his wife, son and
daughter were arrested; his son Peter was killed in Mauthausen in 1941, and
the other three family members were sent to Theresienstadt in 1944. Herbert
Blumenthal was then transported to Auschwitz and gassed; the mother and
daughter survived.

The testimony on Herbert Blumenthal was placed on the Yad Vashem
website only in 2004. His daughter Miriam Merzbacher sent details on her
father from Greenwich, Connecticut.

Alfons Meyerhardt, whose D.M.D. was granted at Bonn University in
1922, registered successfully on the Foreign List in 1936, but appears to have
failed to settle in Britain and is shown on the Yad Vashem list as having died in

Poland in the holocaust.

3% ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA

39 . .
Personal communication, Professor Paul Weindli th . .
based at University of Leicester ing, 7" July 2005, regarding Majut family papers

400 [P I
Personal communication, Miriam Merzbacher (daughter), Greenwich, Conn. February 2006
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The Age Factor

The Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists*"?

suggested that the ideal
age for applicants would be between 30 and 55 years who were married and
had one or more dependents.

Figure 47 Ages of refugee dentists accepted by the G.D.C.

20-30 years 54
30-40 years 122
40-50 years 85
50+ years 25
No dates of birth 13
available

Examples of the youngest age group would include Paul Kaplan who
was born in 1909 in Lipno. Although he was accepted by the G.M.C. and put
on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register, Kaplan left Germany for Belgium in
1938 and, travelled to Havana in 1939 and eventually settled in New York
where, after a period of retraining, he went into practice in 1941. Ernst
Blumenthal, born in 1908 in Samotschin, obtained his approbation at the
University of Greifswald in 1933. In 1936 he was accepted on to the Foreign
List by the G.M.C. At this time he was living at 104 Hillfield Court, Belsize
Avenue, N.W.3. but in 1938 he did not pay his annual retention fee to the
Dental Board of the United Kingdom. A letter from the Board (Fig. 48) stated
that his name had been removed from the Register. The Board was informed
that he had been refused permission by the Home Office to practise in Britain
and that he was now studying in America.

41 \inutes of the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists, 2™ November 1938
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DEINTAL BOARD CF
THE UNITED KINGDOM.

“THE REGISTRAR OF
THE DEXTAL BOARD." 17th January, 1938.

Ik PW rrpl, <za>mit

Sir/!

| oj directed by the Chairman of the 3onrd to inform you that
since no application hps been received fren you for tho retention of
your nono on the Dentists Register for the year 1938, your none has
been removed iron the Registor in pursuance of the Regulations of the

Board.

If rt any tine you desire your name to be rostered to the Register,
it nill bo nccessrsry for you (1) to forward to the Boerd e fee of tho
orcccrited amount of £1 for its restoration, in addition to the
retention fee for tho year, and (2) to make o statutory declaration

_in tho fora approved by tho Board, of which 2 copy is enclosed herewith.
Tho declaration should be accompanied by two certificates in the fora
printed on the back of the forr. of statutory dcclcration.

In order to remove any possibility of misunderstanding, it is
desirable to point out that since you arc no longer registered in the
Dentists Register, you ere prohibited by section 1 of tho Dentists Act,
1921, from practising or holding yourself out, whether directly or b7
implication, a3 practising or *3 Doing prepared to practise dentistry;
and that any contravention of the provisions of tho section would
render you liable in respect of each offence to the penalty provided
by the section.

Subsection (2? of section 14 of the Act provides that for tho
purposes of tho «let the practice of dentistry shall be decried to Include
the performance of any such operation rnd the giving of any such
treatment, advice, or attendance ns is usually performed or siven by
edentists, and that rr.y person who performs r.ny operation or gives any
treatment, advice, or attendance on or to r.ny person as preparatory to
or for the purposo of or in connection with the fitting, insertion, or
dixing of artificial teeth shall to deemed to have practised dentistry
A1 chin the meaning of tho Act.

I nr. Slr/Stedan,
Your obedient Servant.

Rcgistrer.

LONDON H.w.3. 104 Hillfield Court, BLTIMENTHAL, Erast
Bel3ize Avenue.

On enquiry at this address, | was informed by
a relative that Blumenthsl was refused
permission by the Home Office to remain in
England. He is now studying in America. No
name or signs appear at the flat.

Figure 48 Excerpt from G.M.C. records of Ernst Blumenthal

Moriz Tillinger was born in Vienna in 1909 and would have been 29
years of age in 1938. He had an M.D. degree obtained in Vienna in 1934 and a
Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm, Vienna 1936. Because of the double qualification, he
was accepted on to the Foreign List of the Dentists Register and did not have to
restudy in Britain for an L.D.S. Because of his youth Tillinger was advised by

the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists to seek work in one of the Dominions
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and went to Ajmer in India. However by 1941 he was working back in Britain at
55 Cranbourne Gardens, NW11.

The oldest of the refugee dentists who arrived in Britain was Max
Borchardt born in 1873 in Hargard and who obtained his D.M.D. at the
University of Greifswald in 1920. He was accepted on to the Foreign List of the
Dentists Register in 1935 by which time he was 62 years of age. However,
Professor Walther Bruck, who was born in 1872, was accepted by the G.M.C.
in 1935 but never came to Britain, despite paying the fee to keep his name on
the Register until 1938.

Karl Wongtchowsky was born in 1898 and qualified as D.M.D. at the
University of Berlin in 1923. He was accepted by the G.M.C. in 1935 and
practiced as an orthodontist until he was 85. Wongtchowsky was probably the
most long-lived of the 299 refugees and celebrated his 102rd birthday in 2000.

Figure 49 Karl Wongtchowsky at his 100th birthday party

41 women refugee dentists were accepted by the G.M.C. The eldest
was Sally Barme who was born in 1883 and would have been 53 years of age
when she was accepted by the G.M.C. in 1936. In spite of the acceptance, she
migrated to Sydney, Australia: the fact that she was on the Foreign List of the
Dentists Register in Britain would have meant that she could practice in
Australia, which was a British Dominion.

The two youngest women refugee dentists were Eva Glees and Erna
Lachs. Eva Glees was born in 1909 in Berlin, which in 1938 when she first
applied, would have made her 29 years of age. She had obtained a D.M.D.

degree in 1936 from the University of Bonn and did not have time to obtain
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officially stamped data about her dental training before she had to leave the
country urgently with her non-Jewish husband. Her recollections of her dental
training, which were put down in her schedule submitted to the G.M.C., were
turned down in 1942 and in 1945. The comments of Edward Sheridan, the
Chairman of the Education and Examination Sub-committee, stated that they
were “too good to be true”. Up to 1948 Glees worked as a nurse looking after
handicapped children but was eventually able to obtain the correct records and
have them officially stamped by the University of Bonn. A corrected schedule
was then accepted by the G.M.C. in 1948, with the beginning of the Health
Service and a shortage of dentists, and she went on to practice in Oxford*®2,

Erna Lachs (who had changed her name from Hochstadter) was born in
1908 in Wurzberg. In 1935 when she was accepted by the G.M.C. she would
have been 27 years of age. She had obtained a D.M.D. degree from the
University of Wirzberg in 1931. She received an early permission to practise
from the Home Office and set up her practice in Alexandra Park, Manchester.

Suse Schloss obtained her D.M.D. degree at the University of Breslau
in 1928 but her schedule was rejected by the G.M.C. in 1938 and in 1940. She
waited until 1956 before taking an L.D.S. diploma and once again started to
practice dentistry after an interval of 18 years*®,

Amohg the 40 refugee dentists from Austria given permission to requalify
by the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists were three women: Regina Nuki
obtained her L.D.S. at the Royal Dental Hospital in 1939; Gertrude
Fleischmann had a Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm.Vienna and was accepted on to the
Dentists Register in 1939; and Therese Schrotter did not take the L.D.S. Final
examination but worked in the School Dental Service by means of her place on
the Medical Register. She took the Statutory Exam in 1956.

402 1nterview with Eva Glees, August 2005
493 Interview with Gerald Joseph, nephew, March 2004
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Death Certificates

Death certificates were available on the G.M.C. microfiche data-base for
some 60 refugee dentists. Thirty-five succumbed to cardiac causes, either
coronary thrombosis or chronic or congestive heart failure. When considering the
dental refugees background it must be remembered that some of them went
through stresses during the first world war and also possibly periods of near-
starvation. During the 1930s there would have been periods of intense stress
while these dentists were trying to leave Germany and Austria to set up a new life
in Britain. Added to this must be the stress of dentistry itself. Being a professional
within healthcare has long been identified as a stressed occupation due to the
combination of difficult working circumstances, exposure to potentially hazardous
diseases and human suffering and the ability to affect human life*®*. For many
years studies have suggested that dentistry generates more stress than any other
profession, primarily because of the nature and working conditions of the dental
s urgery“°5,4°6.

It would be interesting, as part of a different study, to examine the causes of
death of as many of the 301 dental refugees as possible and to compare them with
a cohort of English dentists to see whether there was any difference. The problem
that has to be accepted is that in the 1930s the art of diagnosis was not as
sophisticated as it is now. Consequently, the annotation of cardiac disease would
be given on the death certificate since it was a simple and quick expedient.

404 gpector, P. Individual differences in the job stress process of healthcare professionals. In Firth-
Cozens, J, and Payne, R,. Stress in health professionals,Chichester, Wiley & Sons, 1999
45 Myers, H. L. & L. B, It’s difficult being a dentist; stress and health in the general dental
?ractitioner, British Dental Journal 2004; 197: pp. 89-93

% Cooper, C. L., Watts, T., Kelly, K., Job satisfaction, mental health and job stresses among general
dental practitioners in the UK. British Dental Journal 1987; 24: pp. 77-88
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Multiple Refusals

Multiple refusals were often noted on the data from the G.M.C.
microfiche archive. Felix Callman, who was born in Briesen in 1886 and
obtained his D.M.D. degree from the University of Greifswald in 1920, holds the
record for the number of refusals. Callman was refused admission to the
Dentists Register on three occasions: in 1935, 1936 and 1937 and eventually
completed an L.D.S. at the age of 58 years. The fact that he could complete
his studies in a foreign language at this late age shows a great deal of tenacity
(as seems to have been demonstrated by all the refugee dentists). Callman set
up his first practice in Britain at Walton-on-Thames in Surrey. The G.M.C.
microfiche archive did not contain data on him: there was no copy of his
schedule so no clues to why he had been rejected so many times. Since he
eventually obtained an L.D.S. in 1944, the odds are that the original data was
not photocopied.

Forty-four refugee dentists were rejected more than once and never
achieved entry at a later date. Eleven refugee dentists were rejected but were
acceded to on their second attempt. Two refugee dentists were rejected twice
but were acceded to on their third attempt. One of these was Hermann
Hirsekorn who was born in 1903 in Wronke, Posen. He had achieved a D.M.D.
degree from the University of Berlin in 1930. He was eventually accepted by
the G.M.C. in 1937 having been rejected in 1935 and again in 1936.

Hermann Hirsekorn’s schedule was available and this shows the
problem areas as far as the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee
were concerned. Physiology with laboratory instruction required two academic
terms or six months together with 40 lectures and/or demonstrations. The
number of lectures put in by this candidate was 40 in the summer period of
1926. This would be over a period of four months and not the six months as
required. General pathology required two academic terms or 40 lectures and/or
demonstrations. Some 80 lectures were attended by the candidate during the
summer period of 1927, which was double those required by the G.M.C.,
although the number of terms would probably be less than the two academic
ones that were required. Clinical instruction in a recognised general hospital on
selected cases in medicine and surgery required a course of nine calendar
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months with not less than 50 lectures or demonstrations. The candidate
showed 64 meetings over the winter period which could be close to the nine
months required. The Charity University Hospital in Berlin, where Hirsekorn
undertook his training, had at this time an excellent reputation and had over
3,000 beds. If one evaluates this schedule it would seem that Dr. Hirsekorn
had, a perfectly good dental education, achieving his approbation in 1929 and
his D.M.D. degree in 1930.
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Figure 50 Schedule of studies at University of Berlin 1935
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Emphasis has to be placed on the fact that the refugee dentists, in order
to obtain a D.M.D. degree, had to complete a one-year doctoral thesis in which
they had to carry out original research. This did not apply to British students.
Additionally, Hirsekom had completed two and a half years’ attendance at the
practice of a recognised dental hospital, whereas the G.M.C. required two
years’ study, and that in practical instruction in dental mechanics the G.M.C.
requirement was 2,000 hours and yet the candidate stated that in Germany it
was compulsory during instruction that more than 2,400 hours was completed.

Hirsekorn’s schedule exemplifies the idea that the Dental Education and
Examination Sub-committee were looking for any reason to reject the
candidates.

Julius Masur, who was born in 1903 in Berlin and obtained his D.M.D.
degree at the University of Wurzberg in 1932, was refused initially in May 1936

on the grounds that his curriculum was deficient (by one month) in anatomy.

DENTAL REGISTRATION.
ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS

TARTICULAIS TO BS 8UITIIBD BY AN AFFUCAHT VOS
T1IK ItECJ8TRATION OK ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS
DSM« TUB DESTIST8 ACTO

I request to bo rcgwtxmd  a IXtil>* under tfco DnttUtt Atty,
1878 Mi, by rirtuc ol tbe tllovini* D tprw or Qualification],
of which I herrby «firm that 1am lawfully peaMKvd —

Darrripttod nf Drfirs» or Qunlitnrtioaa. le* (%li(mor
nu vi J.cksisz

IttlArh  /tf~

S': w *Q'ABotrc Qjb.
1 horoby drdar® that | bar* filled un thU appdotion is my «
baudwriting.

| TKi rtgittrrrd ui a 8 Indent Woin thew !
. -

ret hornm__A [ J—— Om vifix

Applicant> Ctm| Affantnte.-

Applicant! .va™ {alelf) .J)*s
[/ flu** LiTrsis|

Applicant's home or p-rrtancnt 1 U (3~ Cvw
Addreujjr reyisinuion (m fus) -

wketk.Ue.deAk
Applicant present AHdrmt JtH *&*/..

Lilt <y Application

Masur was able to revise the schedule to include a summer semester in
1929 in relation to anatomy or dental anatomy. Edward Sheridan’s notes show
that the one month presents rather “a hard case”. Once again the Dental

Education and Examination Sub-committee seemed to be looking for the
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slightest pretext to refuse the candidate. Fortunately in this case the revised

schedule was acceded to as shown below.
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Simon Hirsch was born in 1897 in Wongrowitz and obtained his D.M.D.
degree at the University of Rostock in 1922. He first applied to the G.M.C. for
admission to the Dentists Register in May 1942. He submitted a synopsis of
his schedule of studies, which had been extracted from his student book. The
comments of the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee were that
the entries in the schedules were supported by the student book and appeared
to cover the Council’'s requirements although the duration of the whole
curriculum did not seem to have exceeded three and a half years (the G.M.C.
required four years). The Committee were obviously unsure about this case
but eventually decided to refuse it. Once again we have a situation where we
have a discrepancy between three and a half years for the course of study

against the four years recommended by the G.M.C.
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SICT0y-------- Counoil, 1922
Pre-clinlcal Studies
Human Anatomy 3 terms 3 terms
Physiology ft Biochemistry)
General Histology ) 2 terms 2 terms
Histology of Teeth 1 term 16 lectures
Clinical Studies (including
Dental Ho3pltal Practice) 2 years 3 years
Dental Mechanics 30 lectures 20 lectures
Properties of Dental
M aterials 24 leotures 20 lectures
Period of Instruction 2040 hours 2000 hours
General Pathology) 3 terms
Bacteriology ) 2 terms 2 terms
Pathology of Teeth Inoluded in 20 leotureo

Dental Surgery

Medicine 3 terms 2 terms

Surgery 2 terns 2 terms

Pharmacology and

Therapeutics 24 lectures 16 leotures

Dental Surgery 200 lectures Period not
specified

Anaesthetics 26 lectures Period not
specified

Anatomy oc applied

to dentistry 70 lectures 20 lectures

Orthodontics 20 lectures Period not
specified.

Radiology 32 lectures Period not
specified.

Total Course y'i years 4 years
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Car.aids.te for the Statuto?,- Examination——-—

— information for Examining Authority

Name HIFSCH, Sinor.

Address

Date of Birth 10.6.1397

iPlace of birth Germany

Nationality British

Diplomas held and date granted

Approbation als Zahnarzt 1922. D.R.D. Rostock, 1922.
“course of Study and Examinations

iSchedule overleaf of studies at Universities of Berlin, 1919,
and Rostock,1919-1922.

Experience since date of diploma

j1923-57 Assistant to dental surgeon
i927-38 Own practice in Germany
i1939 Refugee to United Kingdom
19i1l1_50 Employed as dental mechanic
1916-13 18 months study at Guy"s Hospital Dental School
j1951-57 Dental Mechanic

No opportunity of practising dentistry since 1928» except
during oourse at Guy-"s.

Form DR.3 FOROFACEUSEOAY 7
GENERAL DENTAL COUNCIL Feef8/~ _ ¢
Form of application for FIRST REGISTRATION Ceyte tta. n
as a dentist under the Dentists Acts, 1878-1956 « L/
(Foreign Li3t Date ol hegn.

57Hia 19 *3
Part 1
(To be completed by the applicant in his handv/riting)
1. Diplomats) granted in a foreign country, whioh the applicant possesses
and in respect of which this application is made:

Granted on

Description Granting Authority (dty.mmth.YEr)
; "fyikkuitirf "{typJupk&titfa H 'f-Uy /fjAl
toilivias y T{yp ff;h**#** y /1
Kiu/- fiufc
Documento submitted as cvideiice ofJawjul possession of the
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. Full name of applicant no BLOCK letters, surname underlined)
ikiMes. SIMPAE.. V2R

Place of Birth.3& fIE<W 2ir>}t'f*«yEate of Birth.. Ifob*** 547/
Permanent address ibr inclusion l‘\?ﬂlﬂtff/ISrtt TN,

in the Dentists Register

| deolare that the foregoing particulars are correct, that | have
not Been registered before in the Dentists Register and | apply to be
registered as a dentist under the Dentists Acts, 1878-".956.

Date. JJJLtfs.., 197 - Signed, y. [TV R——
»IRSCH. SIBMi
24270

1957 I
AflC.
19

Statutory Cxa«, 2957

Figure 51 Simon Hirsch: Details from G.M.C. data file
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In many of the individual subjects the candidate had exceeded the
number of lectures required, and this was especially so in subjects where the
G.M.C. had not specified the period of study, for example in dental surgery,
anaesthetics, orthodontics and radiology which were covered more thoroughly
in the German dental curriculum than in Britain®”’. He had also completed his
doctoral thesis in Germany which took one year.

Simon Hirsch had his own dental practice in Germany from 1927-1938.
After becoming a refugee in Britain and because of his rejection by the G.M.C.,
Hirsch was employed as a dental mechanic. Following 18 months’ study at
Guy’s Hospital Dental School, he eventually passed the Statutory Exam in 1957
and was then placed on the Dentists Register. For 15 years this unfortunate
man had unnecessarily been prevented from practicing dentistry and had to
take a further examination at the age of 60!

From the data in the G.M.C. microfiche archive, it would seem that the
majority of schedules that came from refugee dentists were from dentists who
were still resident in Germany or Austria and the filling out of a schedule in a
foreign language produced difficulties, especially with the Dental Education and
Examination Sub-committee researching meticulously for any reason that the
candidate could be refused*®. The dental curriculum followed by the German
dental schools, although covering the same subjects, was far from an exact
match to its British counterpart. In addition to having to dissect their curriculum
to try to match the requirements of the G.M.C., most students kept incomplete
records, not realising at the time how vital they were to become*®®.

Jacob Brandt was born in Berlin in 1911 and obtained his D.M.D. degree
in 1934 at the University of Berlin. A letter from Dr. Brandt to the G.M.C.
dated 1% October 1936 admits to errors that were made due to the rush in filling
out his original schedule, and enclosing extra references from his teachers.
The errors were corrected (Figure 52) and the comments of the Chairman of
the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee can be seen in Figure

53.

‘7 Eulner, Hans Heinz, The Development of Medical Specialties, Stuttgart, Ferdinand Enke Verlag
1970, p. 419 .
408 1nterview with Dr. Eva Glees dated 12® March 1995, Oxford Brookes Universi .
409 Interview with Dr. Eva Glees August 2005 ity Sound Archive
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Figure 52 Letter from Jacob Brandt to G.M.C.

Chairman or the Dental -Sducotlon and Examination Committee«

UMIJOT, Jecob Eugcn, D.L.J. U.lorlin, 1934*

Dr.Brondt -»13:003 to renev

; tho application which »83 refused In
May, 1&30, on the grounds that It

was deficient In Physi_ology, end
attendance fit a recognized dental Hecexnmend ** be ecoeded to'.

hospital.
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terna under those two heads (XV(e) nnc
7 VI) to meet the requirements,

Dr,3rendt also offers

additional evidence under XV(J)
« Surgery, in respect of which there

was seme doubte

7.10.36.

Chairman

9 October 1936.

Figure 53 Details in G.M.C. file

Brandt's revised schedule was accepted by the Dental Education

and Examination Sub-committee on 9th October 1936.
It is interesting to note in this case that the course teachers must

have supported their students need to emigrate, i.e. they could not have been
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Nazi supporters. Presumably some students were less fortunate in their

teachers.
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Emigration worldwide

The G.M.C. microfiche archive shows that 58 Jewish dental refugees
that were accepted onto the Foreign List of the Dentists Register either never
came to Britain, possibly because they were not given permission by the Home
Office to practice, or emigrated directly from Germany or Austria to other
countries. A further 20 came to Britain but then transmigrated elsewhere, eight
of them to British Colonies where they could practice with their G.M.C.

acceptance.
__Figure 54 Dentists accepted by the G M.C. who did not come to Britain
Name Date accepted Destination
Paul Abelsheim 1936 Ceyion
Edgar Alexander 1936 Unknown
Sally Barmé 1936 Sydney, Australia
Gerhard Baszynski 1936 Sydney, Australia
Kurt Bium 1838 Sydney, Australia
Erich Boenheim 1936 Sarawak
Kurt Bonin 1936 South Africa
Kurt Brunn 1937 New Zealand
Mathilde Braun 1936 Italy
Maurice Cohn 1936 New York
Alfred Eschelbacher 1936 Ann Arbor, U.S.A.
Carl Fischbein 1936 Luxembourg
Werner Freudenberg 1937 New York
Bernard Freudenthal 1936 Singapore
Hugo Freundlich 1938 New York
Kurt Werner Gabriel 1936 New Zealand
Waiter Gerber 1936 Lahore, India and then Sydney, Australia
Rudoiph Gibalie 1938 Sydney, Australia
Walter Goldschmidt 1936 Sydney, Australia
Walter Goldstein 1937 New York
Max Goliop 1937 Unknown
Egon Guttman 1936 Sydney, Australia
Karl Hirsch 1936 Tel Aviv, Paiestine
Gertrude Harth 1936 Zurich then Haifa, Palestine
Alfred Kiewe 1936 Portland, Oregon, U.S.A.
Paul Kaplan 1937 Belgium, Cuba, U.S.A.
Alfred Kantorowicz 1936 Istanbul, Turkey
Ernst Kaufmann 1936 Melbourne, Australia
Ludwig Kohler 1935 Unknown

183



Benno Lesser 1936 Switzerland

Ernst Lobbenberg 1936 Jamaica

Albert Loeb 1936 Unknown

Max Lorenz 1936 Palestine

Hans Werner Marcus 1938 New York

Julius Masur 1936 Brisbane, Australia
Erich Melchior 1936 Unknown

Max Meyer 1936 Switzerland

Oscar Pelzmann 1939 Milan

Fritz Phiebig 1936 New York

Manfred Pick 1939 Wellington, New Zealand
Suse Marie Piorkowski 1936 Unknown

Erich Plessner 1936 Southern Rhodesia
Georg Rosendorff 1937 Melbourne, Australia
Kurt Rosenmeyer 1936 Buenos Aires, Argentina
Hilde Salinger-Marx 1936 Unknown

Rudolph Schmeidier 1936 Buenos Aires, Argentina
Johan Schwartz 1937 Kenya

Selma Steinfeld 1936 Peoria, Hlinois USA

Kurt Strauss 1936 New York

Albert Sulke 1936 Jerusalem

Herbert Tichauer 1936 New Zealand

Eva Tichauer 1936 New Zealand

Fritz Trebitsch 1938 Singapore

Sally Wegner 1936 New York

Rudolf Weiner 1936 Calcutta, India

Benno Weissberg 1937 Survived in Holland
Alexander Wigdorcik 1939 Returned to Naples
Herbert Wohimuth 1937 Sydney, Australia
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Figure 55 Dentists who came to Britain first and then transmigrated

Name Date Destination
accepted

Ernst Blumenthal 1936 USA.
Josef Carlebach 1936 Ann Arbor, U.S.A.
Gertrude Fleischmann 1939 New York, U.S A.
Gerda Frankei-Froom 1936 Bombay, India
Alfons Konrad 1937 Melbourne, Australia
Freudenthal
Hans Haim 1938 New York
Hugo Heinsheimer 1942 USA.
Leopold Israelzi 1937 Sydney, Australia
Siegfried Kinsbrunner 1938 Brisbane, Australia
Paul Kinsbrunner 1938 Brisbane, Australia
Willy Lewissohn 1936 Sydney, Australia
Felix Mela 1936 New York
Else Orbach 1936 Palestine
Adam Reischer 1938 Chicago, U.S.A.
Erich Rosenthal 1936 Sydney, Australia
Benedikt Sender 1936 U.SA.
Carl Ludwig Spring 1939 Returned to Austria
Freidrich Tryfus 1936 New York, U.S.A.
Ludwig Wertheim - 1936 Chicago, U.S.A.

Figure 56 Dentists who went abroad first and came to Britain after the War
Name Date Destination during Date of arrival in
accepte War Britain
d
Max Berger 1936 Gold Coast 1945
Cornelius Klee 1936 Colombo, Ceylon 1958
Kurt Dannenbaum 1936 Holland, then U.S.A. 1953
(Dannen)
Benno Eichengrun 1936 Palestine 1961
Ruth Morris (Zilz) 1959 India 1954
Hans Thein 1938 Madras, india 1958
Moriz Tillinger 1938 Ajmer, India 1941

Max Berger (see appendix 2, page 286) emigrated to Britain from
Germany in 1936. He was accepted for registration by the G.M.C. and was put
on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register, but he was not given Home Office
permission to set up in practice. He became aware of a clampdown on dental
refugees in Britain due to the pressure exerted by the various dental societies
and the G.M.C.*"°. He took up an option of going to Mauritius to open a
practice there and went in 1947.

Dr. Ruth Zilz's schedule of studies was originally rejected by the
G.M.C. in 1936. The schedule at that time was officially stamped by the
University of Leipzig. An inspection of her schedule of studies resubmitted prior
to taking the Statutory Examination in 1957 shows (see figure 57), her course
of dental studies took three and a half years, as against the four years
recommended by the G.M.C.. However, if one assesses the number of

410 1hterview with Peter Berger F.R.C.S. (son), December 2003
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lectures they seem to be very much in excess of what would be required in a

British dental school. It also has to be remembered that Dr. Zilz took the period

from 1929-1932 to carry out clinical research to gain her D.M.D. degree. Once

again, it would seem that the Dental Education and Examination Sub-
committee of the G.M.C. was somewhat ungenerous in its handling of yet

another case.

In 1938 Dr. Zilz migrated to India and practiced in Bombay up to 1954.

She took the newly-instituted statutory examination in 1957 which she passed

and opened her practice at Mill Hill in London.

Candidate for the Statutory Examination

Information for Examining Authority

Hume  ZILZ, Mrs. Buth
Address Elsi House,
Date of M rth 29-A.1906
pinee of birth Germany

N ationality British

Approbation als Zahnarzt, 1929*
D.M.D. Loipzlcm 1.932

eanree of Study and Exaalnatlons

«eehedule overleaf of studies at Universities or Brelturf 1926,

Breslau 1926-27 and Lolpzlp 1927-JO.

v.perienco since- date of diploma

19t0-J3 c*n practice in Gcroary
iqlp Refugee to India .
|8|§-M. Cv.n practice in India
jguii car/: to United Kir.cdor.

No opportunity cf practising dentistry since i9f*.

Schedule of Studies

Pre-clinlcal Studies
Hunan Anatomy

Physiology ft Biochemistry}
General Histology j
Histology of Teeth

Clinioal Studies (incl. '
Dental Hospital Practice)

Dental Mechanics

Properties of Dental
M aterials

Period of Instruction
General Pathology}
Bacteriology )
Medicine

Surgery

Pharmacology and
Therapeutics

Dental Surgery

Anaesthetics

Anatomy as applied to
Dentistry

Orthodontics

Radiology

Total Course

Candidate’s
Course of
Study

7 months
6 months

A months

64 lectures

32 lectures
2,080 hours
2 terms
3 terms
2 terms

3 terms

32 lectures

5 terms
24 lectures

lterm

32 lectures

48 lectures

3]- years

Figure 57 Ruth zilz. Application for Statutory Examination 1957

ZILZ» Mrs. ?

Recommended by
General Medical

. Council, 1905’

| 3 terns

! 2 terms
i

i
Ib leoturcs
1 2\ years

« 20 lectures

j 20 lectures
| 2,000 hours
o 3 terms

i
: 2.terns

2 terms
« 16 lectures
; Course not
n it
. 20 lectures

Course_not
specified
«

4 years
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Dr. Willi Lewissohn obtained his D.M.D. degree from the University of
Berlin in 1920.

- i~
. DENTAL REGISTRATIONTT? f

ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS. I w

PARTICULARS TO RE SUPPLIED BV AS APPLICANT FOR

THE REGISTRATION OK OBI1GINAL QUALIFICATIONS
UNDER THE DKXT1STS ACTS.

I request to U roistered O» a Dentist under the DenlLu A<u,
1878 and 1951, by virtue of the following Degrees or Qnnlitiention«!
of which J hpriby adiriti that I am lawfully powrswl;

Ue*eriptton ot Dr™  <j Qualification« 5D*(‘3®B°*EH ™* ¥
O X% « -

txJ*v CU\\js*A 1o -«-

¢ frr-M et? tUmd«) k<l+i JU o

oV fvh h tiy Y or<j

,\/ | "»hy declare that | have filled tip this npj>liea*L<m in mv own
handwriting.
I («iJ registered as a Student or& t& A .....In (be yrur® A H
I wat 6cm at----- L U R M I

Applicant's | suil Stynature....{

Applicants S um-(ta full)...¥ JiJU ...LEW JJSSO M N -
\In Diopk L»Telw]|

Ap&)llcartl ftotnc m permanent | 07Ca XAUA, 'fy*
ddressfor rnistrntioti (infull) ).... ... JGREEEEE ALl

Dato ef Applicat\on_,_...J&&.\]AXS 1

Figure 58 Dental Registration form Dr. Willi Lewissohn
His registration was accepted by the G.M.C. in 1936. He arrived in Britain

in 1937 as a refugee and lived in a flat at 160 Finchley Road, London, N.W.3. until
the beginning of 1938. He was not given permission to practice by the G.M.C. and

in 1939 he re-emigrated to Sydney, Australia.

Figure 59 General Dentai Council

record of address changes

asares jO Joacilsstalerstrasse, Berli»,

197 38 Brogliai Court, 160 Finchley Road, London, S.W.5:
1958 c/o F.H.Eisenataedt, 125 Park Rond, Londoa, H.U.8
199 10 Knring-Gai,21|l Old Coutil' Head Rd. Bondi Sydney,
jgp 8 Trehaven, 2A Birriga Rd, 3elleTne BU I, Sydney”*"
IMZ Cl/e Dentai College, Qneenaltad Dnlreralty ng] t

195 c/o E.B. Donohue, 19 Mount Street, Strathfxeld
hleSW 1

*

19ii|— C/o CosnonTrealth Ean« of Auslralla, Brl%’ba
19A U} 'lachuarie Street, Sydney, 1i.S.7/.
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Dr. Tilde Braun obtained her D.M.D. degree from the University of
Tldbingen in 1920. She was accepted by the G.M.C. in 1936. In 1936 Dr.
Braun was living in Nirnberg in Germany. In 1937 she initially failed to
pay her annual retention fee and the form of application for restoration to
the Dentists Register was stamped by the British Consulate in Trieste.
She may have found a better chance of working in Italy than in Britain
where the ban on practice by refugee dentists began in 1936. Itwas also
evident that the £2 in payment for her retention on the Dentists Register

was paid by the Jewish Refugee Committee in London.
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Dr. Werner Freudenberg obtained his D.M.D. degree in 1920 at the
University of Wirzberg. He was placed on the Dentists Register of the
G.M.C. in 1937 but he never came to Britain. In 1938 he was located in
Scarsdale, New York and later in 1938 in Auckland New Zealand. Since New
Zealand was a British Dominion, he could practice with his name on the
British G.M.C. Dentists Register. ‘

An unusual case of a dentist who was accepted on to the G.M.C.
Dentists Register but never came to Britain was Dr. Hans Werner Marcus
He initially studied at the Universities of Bonn and Heidelberg and completed
the majority of his dental training. He also spent some time at the University
of Munich. He completed his D.M.D. degree at the University of Bonn in 1932
but then transferred to the University of Naples in Italy to complete training in
medicine, obtaining an M.D. degree at the University of Naples in 1936.
According to the extensive notes on his schedule by the Deputy Registrar of
the G.M.C., William Pike Lees, made in November 1938, Dr. Marcus would
have been turned down if he had just applied with his German qualification.
However, the amount of extra time that was spent training in Naples swayed
the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee into giving him
recognition. Despite this, he never came to Britain, but in 1939 went to
Minneapolis then to Louisville, Kentucky and by 1941 had moved to New

York.
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Figure 61 Lengthy notes by W. K. Pyke Lees,
the Deputy Registrar of the Dental Education
and Examination Sub-committee of the

G.M.C.

191



Figure 62 G.M.C. change of address record

In April 1933 Professor Alfred Kantorowicz was put into a concentration
camp at Borgermoor and later in a concentration camp for prominent persons and
intellectuals in Lichtenstein in Saxony. He was released just before Christmas
1933 through the intervention of the Crown Prince of Sweden who had found him a
dental position in Istanbul. The Crown Prince had met Professor Kantorowicz
whilst the former was the President of the Red Cross. Kantorowicz had made a
tour through Sweden and had presented several conferences on school dental
clinics41l Professor Kantorowicz arrived as a Professor in Istanbul in 1934 and
one year later became Clinical Director of the Dental School. The annual
practicing certificate was for 1942, showing that Professor Kantorowicz had kept
up his annual retention fees from 1936. According to his son412, this was an
insurance policy because Kantorowicz felt that the occupation of Turkey by the
Nazis was a possibility and he would still have the opportunity to flee to Britain if

necessary.

41 Interview with Dr. George Kantorowicz 5th September 2004
42 Interview with Dr. George Kantorowicz 5th September 2004
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ANNUAL PRACTISING CERTIFICATE

DENTAL BOARD OF THE UNITED KINGDOM,

[Certificate Number 28u

51st

-December, 1941

| HEREBY CERTIFY that- AMfred KAHTOKOSACZ

with the qualification « .tatn. “Approbation ala_Zahn8rgt 1900; M.D. U.Freiburg.1906.
haring duly complied with tho provision of the Dentist. Acta, 1878 to 1923, and the Regulations of

the Beard respecting registration, has been registered in the Dent its Register, and is entitled to practise

dentistry during the year 104 2.

Chucked .——=* jua—

Registrar

This Certificate ia EVIDENCE of REGISTRATION ONLY unfit the END of the
YEAR 1942. A PRACTISING CERTIFICATE MUST BE TAKEN OUT FOR EVERY
SUBSEQUENT YEAR in whieh the practitioner deairei to practise. This Certificate is
NOT EVIDENCE of the IDENTITY Of its holder with the person named herein, and
must not be uaed at such.

SpciHt mo*4«, Raflaeuyu & cm Lid” Lomdtm, Calttni# mmd Aw, N ahn tafkt W af Pemrd e fiht United Kingdom.

Figure 63 Annual Practising Certificate of Professor Alfred Kantorowicz

Professor Kantorowicz would have preferred to come to Britain but the
academic authorities were not prepared to give him a research position such as he
had in Germany despite the intervention of the Academic Assistance Committee
(see p. 232) and this position was provided by the Turkish government, which gave

him a Professorship in the Istanbul Dental School.
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Refugee dental surgeons who studied foran L.D.S. Diploma

The Royal College of Surgeons was enabled to grant a Licence in Dental
Surgery (L.D.S.) in 1858. The Royal Colleges of Surgeons of Edinburgh and
Glasgow and in Ireland were empowered to grant their own licences. In 1900
the first university degree in dental surgery was established in Birmingham and
other universities eventually followed suit. From 1948 all the dental schools
were attached to universities and were therefore funded by the University
Grants Committee (now the University Funding Committee)*™3,

In the 1930s, the L.D.S. was the basic dental qualification. The Board of
Examiners in Dental Surgery reported to the Council of the Royal College of
Surgeans about a select list of dental surgeons that had been compiled by the
British Dental Association in collaboration with the Secretary of State for Home
Affairs. This list would provide for the admission of 40 refugee dental surgeons
from Austria into the country for the purpose of obtaining a registerable
qualification®™. The Board emphasised the fact that if they wanted to work in
Britain, dental surgeons from recognised universities in Europe had to complete
12 months’ general and dental hospital practice at a recognised British
establishment and they also had to pass all the professional examinations for
the L.D.S. R.C.S. However, the Board did take into consideration the fact that
before practicing dentistry, the Austrian dentists had previously obtained a
medical degree. It therefore recommended to the Council of the Royal College
of Surgeons that “applicants from among the Austrian dental surgeons selected
for admission to this country be exempted from the first professional
examination and admitted to the final examination for the L.D.S. R.C.S. after six

months’ hospital practice at a recognised dental school and hospital in this

country™'3,

From the records in the G.M.C. microfiche archive, a total of 59 refugee
dentists took the L.D.S. examination. This figure included 13 students who did
not come over to Britain with a German dental qualification and therefore had to
complete the full L.D.S. course. John Ellinger was a medical student at the

413 Hillam, Christine, The Roots of Dentistry, British Dental Association, London 1990 p. 43
M Royal College of Surgeons Minutes 5% January 1939, p. 388
*1* Royal College of Surgeons Minutes 5* January 1939, p- 389
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University of Berlin (Charity University Hospital). He was dismissed from his
university in 1933 because of his membership of Reichsbanner, a social
democratic organisation. Fortunately he had funding in Britain that had been
set up by his parents. He left Germany on his own in December 1933 and from
1935-1939 he studied at the Royal College of Surgeons in Edinburgh, obtaining
his L.D.S. R.C.S. (Edin.) in October 1939. The other students who progressed
towards an L.D.S. in a similar fashion were: Lothar Schiff, Moritz Schiller, Kurt
Strauss, Friedrich Strauss, Immanuel Ehrmann, Ernst Hackenbroch, Gertrude
Hamburger, Kurt Heilbron, Herta Heilborn, Herbert Nussbaum and Leonard
Schuler and Erhard Stern.

A number of German refugee dentists took an L.D.S. although this was
unnecessary. One example would be Herman Frank*'®. Herman Frank was
born in Cologne on 29" October 1909. He studied dentistry at the Universities
of Bonn, Munich and Cologne. This point is interesting because it seemed that
students could move between the dental schools depending on where the best
courses were being held. In 1932 Frank obtained his approbation (the basic
qualification to practice dentistry) and in 1933 the degree of D.M.D. from the
University of Cologne, following a thesis on benign tumours of the oral cavity.
In 1936 he achieved acceptance by the G.M.C. for inclusion on Britain Dentists
Register. His schedule is shown in appendix 2 at p. 378 He travelled alone to
London where he completed a year’s training at the Royal Dental Hospital in
Leicester Square. He passed the final L.D.S. examination in November 1936.
The reasons for taking an unnecessary L.D.S. can only be guessed at but if
one views the number of universities that Frank attended in his undergraduate
course in Germany, he obviously liked to take exams. The other alternative is
that obtaining an L.D.S. provided a greater feeling of “belonging”.

Not everybody was as lucky as Herman Frank who was given
permission to practice in Greenford but was told specifically that he could not

practice in Inner London.

416 Interview with Mrs Alice Frank (wife), 27" February 2004
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Figure 64 Herman Frank’s certificates from three German dental schools, his dissertation
and his L.D.S. certificate
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A similar situation to that of Herman Frank was that of Alphonse
Freudenthal who was born in 1909 at Wongrowitz and obtained his
D.M.D. degree in Berlin in 1935, one of the last non-Aryan students to do
so after the Nazis came to power in 1933. Like Frank, Freudenthal went
on to obtain an unnecessary L.D.S. in Edinburgh in 1937. Two refugee
German dentists also unnecessarily obtained their L.D.S. in 1934:
Johnny Feinsilber and Mitchell Lang, who graduated at the Universities
of Berlin and Frankfurt respectively. The question of why they
completed an L.D.S. as early as 1934 might be explained by poor advice
given during 1932 and 1933 when the problem of refugee dentists from
Germany had not as yet become apparent. These dentists were not on
the rejected list at this time so they may have used the L.D.S. and the
extra studying as an insurance policy. It is also possible that they spoke
reasonable English, which would have allowed them to do this.

One of the few examples of Austrian refugee dentists going to two
different British dental schools during their six months’ training was that
of Dr. Rudolf Schlesinger who graduated with an M.D. degree from the
University of Vienna in 1928. He completed the initial part of his six
months at the University of Liverpool but then applied for permission to
be admitted to the revision course for the June L.D.S. examination at the
Royal Dental Hospital in London. This was granted by the Dean,

Professor Stobie*!’.

417 Royal Dental Hospital of London School of Dental Surgery Medical Committee minutes, 4* July

1940.
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Figure 65 Refugee dentists

s who obtained an L.D.S. diploma

Name Reason for qualification Year qualified University Year of L.D.S
Kurt Bronne Unknown 1934 Basel 1936
Felix Callman Rejected 1935/6/7 1920 Greifswald 1944
Franz Martin Eisenstadt Unknown 1928 Berlin 1935
Heinz Robert Etzhold Unknown Berlin 1938
Johnny Feinsilber Unknown 1929 Berlin 1934
Herman Frank Unnecessary 1933 Cologne 1936
Alphons Freudenthal Unknown 1935 Berlin 1937
William Grossman Czech 1936 Prague 1946
Karel Koni Rejected (Czech) 1929 Prague 1947
Paul Heineman Rejected 1933 1933 Bertin 1934
Marianne Koénigsberger Rejected 1934 1933 Berlin 1935
Mitchell Lang Unnecessary 1921 Frankfurt 1934
Herbert Mueller Unknown 1933 Berlin 1935
Ferdinand Pilzerbarme Unnecessary 1933 Frankfurt 1944
Kurt Salomon Unnecessary 1934 Bonn 1946
Jakob Wandstein Rejected (Polish) 1928 Warsaw 1945
Hans Wertheim Rejected (Polish) Poznan? 1944
Istvan Aufricht-Adorjan Austrian 1926 Vienna 1947
Paul Berger Austrian 1911 Vienna 1939
Andreas Biro Austrian 1920 Vienna 1640
Major Eirew Austrian 1920 Vienna 1940
Fritz Enge' Austrian Vienna 1939
Adalbert Fehr Austrian 1926 Vienna 1942
Joseph Fleischmann Austrian 1920 Vienna 1939
Egon Fuchs Austrian 1928 Vienna 1941
Desider Furst Austrian 1926 Vienna 10641
Karl Giesskann Austrian 1926 Vienna 1939
Hugo Heinsheimer Austrian 1920 Vienna 1942
Edmund Kerpal Austrian 1924 Vienna 1941
Heinrich Krott Austrian 1915 Vienna 1939
Jacques Kurer Austrian 1925 Vienna 1939
Egon Meissner Austrian 1930 Vienna 1943
Regina Nuki Austrian 1929 Vienna 1935
Walter Nuki Austrian 1927 Vienna 1939
Hans Orlai Austrian 1922 Vienna 1939
Karl Ludwig Peter Austrian Vienna 1941
Otto Pick Austrian 1927 Vienna 1939
Leander Pohl Austrian 1926 Vienna 1939
Carl Richter Austrian 1920 Vienna 1939
Hans Schachter Austrian 1928 Vienna 1939
Karl Schajowicz Austrian 1923 Vienna 1940
Rudolph Schiesinger Austrian 1928 Vienna 1941
Hugo Schneider Austrian 1928 Vienna 1940
Bruno Schrotter Austrian 1929 Vienna 1940
Carl Spring Austrian 1921 Vienna 1939
Moritz Anton Tischier Austrian 1910 Vienna 1939
Moritz Weissberg Austrian 1927 Vienna 1942
Emmerich Weindling Austrian Vienna 1939
Immanuel Ehrmann Student 1934
John Ellinger Student 1930
Ernst Hackenbroch Student 1935
Gertrude Hamburger Student 1934
Herta Heilborn Student 1937
Kurt Heilbron Student 1934
Herbert Nussbaum Student 1940
Lothar Schiff Student 1538
Moritz Schiller Student 1540
Leonard Schuler Student 1542
Erhard Stern Student 1944
Kurt Strauss Student 1937
Freidrich Strauss Student 1530
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Suse Schloss was born in 1903 at Reichenbach and obtained her
approbation from the University of Breslau in 1928. She did not go on to
complete her doctorate. The schedule that she filled out in 1938 and which
was in fact stamped by the University of Breslau and the Dean of Dentistry was
inadequate. In fact the number of lectures and demonstrations was not
recorded for any of the subjects in the curriculum. Strangely, this was rectified
in a new schedule that was sent to the G.M.C. in 1940. Minor discrepancies
were noted in relation to the duration of the course in surgery and medicine.
The only problem was that the schedule was signed by Hans Turkheim, a
former Director of the Prosthetic Department in the Dental School of the
University of Hamburg and one of the most prolific researchers in the pre-war
period. Hans Turkheim was in fact by this time a dental refugee living in
London when he signed the schedule on behalf of the University of Hamburg

and this was not acceptable to the G.M.C.

Figure 66 Signature page of Suse Schloss’ schedule

Suse Schloss passed her L.D.S. examination in 1956 and then went

into general practice.
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Ferdinand Pilzerbarme (Ferry Pilzer) was born in 1907 in Frankfurt

and qualified with a D.M.D. degree from the University of Frankfurt in 1933.

Figure 67 Ferry Pilzer in 1994

He was accepted by the G.M.C. onto the Foreign List in 1934 and
was given to permission to practice by the Home Office in London in 1935.
He built up a very successful practice in Devonshire Place. Despite this,
he went to the Royal Dental Hospital in London to study for an L.D.S. in
1944, which took one year. A similar case was that of Kurt Salomon who
was born in 1911 in Opladen and obtained his D.M.D. degree from the
University of Bonn in 1934. The G.M.C. acceded to his registration, also
in 1934. Initially he was not given permission to practice and he went to
work in the Dental Clinic in Jamestown, St. Helena. By 1942 he had
returned to Britain and was given permission to practice, initially at 25
Belsize Park Gardens, NW3. In 1946 he took the L.D.S. examination,
having studied for one year at a London dental hospital. The question
arises as to why both these successful refugee dentists thought it
necessary to take the British qualification after so many years in practice in
Britain. The first possibility is that, being stateless, they may have felt
insecure and were keen to assimilate. This was particularly true of Ferry
Pilzer, who had married a non-Jew 418 Secondly, naturalisation was
usually achievable after five years’ residency in Britain. However, this was
suspended during the war. Until they achieved British nationality and a
passport refugees could not travel abroad. It seems logical that gaining
an L.D.S. diploma might be of value in this direction. Dental schools at
this time were short of students and might have been happy to take on a

418 Interview with Kimche Reif (wife of Walter Reity 16th April 2005
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middle-aged refugee dentist who had considerable experience and also

spoke more than reasonable English.
A similar example would be that of Jacob Wandstein who obtained

his dental degree at the University of Warsaw in 1928. His request to be
on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register in Britain was acceded to by
the G.M.C. in 1939. Without Home Office permission to open his own

practice he took an L.D.S. in 1945 after which time permission was given.
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The Auxiliary Military Pioneer Corps (AMPC)

After Kristallnacht and the Anschluss, the British Government gave permission
for a derelict first world war camp at Richborough near Sandwich in Kent to be rebuilt
as a transit camp for 3,500 refugees fleeing Nazi oppression. It was known as the
Richborough or Kitchener Camp**®.  The Jewish Refugee Committee (J.R.C.) and
the Joint Distribution Committee funded the project*’. Those refugees who were not
deemed a risk were permitted to join the Auxiliary Military Pioneer Corps, the non-
fighting corps of the British Army, affectionately called the “King's Own Loyal Enemy
Aliens™?!,

The training centre for the Auxiliary Military Pioneer Corps (A.M.P.C.)was
initially set up at the Kitchener Camp. Two dental refugees joined the AM.P.C.
Jacob Brandt was born in Berlin in 1911 and received his D.M.D. degree from the
University of Berlin Dental School in 1934. In 1937 he was accepted onto the
Foreign List. He arrived in Britain in 1938 and was not allowed to practice. He was
discharged from the AMPC in 1941 on medical grounds. Ludwig Werber was born
in Vienna in 1909 and was a mechanic/dentist with no dental degree. He was the
head gardener at the camp and was also allowed to carry out emergency dental
treatment when the camp dentist was absent. He joined the A.M.P.C. in 1940 and
was posted to an army base in Bradford. After being injured in a crash involving an
army lorry he was eventually discharged in 1942.422

The Army Dental Corps (A.D.C.) and Royal Army Medical Corps (RA.M.C))

Only two dental refugees were allowed to join the A.D.C., although many
applied. Michael Reiter was born in Krakow in 1902 and was practising in Vienna as
a mechanic/dentist. He had no dental degree or diploma. He stayed in the A.D.C.
from 1940 to 1945 and in 1956 passed the Statutory Examination of the recently
formed General Dental Council, which allowed him to practice.

* Fry, Helen, The Jews in North Devon, Devon, Halsgrove, 2005, p.9

20 Gottlieb, Amy, Men of Vision, London, Weidenfeld and Nicholson, 1998, p. 137
“2! Fry, Helen, The Jews in North Devon, p. 11

422 Interview with Ludwig Werber, 8™ October 2003
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Erhard Stern was born in Berlin on 4™ May 1918 and emigrated to Britain in
1935. He started his dental studies at the Royal Dental Hospital in London in 1936.
Having volunteered for the Army, he was posted to 88 Company Pioneer Corps and
went to France with themin 1940. In 1942 he was given permission to complete his
dental studies. Having done so, he was transferred to the Army Dental Corps. He
was commissioned as a lieutenant and served in Scotland, Beirut and Gaza. Stern
was released with the rank of Captain in 19474%,

The only dental refugee who was allowed to join the R.A.M.C., having been put
on the G.M.C. Medical Register in 1940, was Czech stomatologist William
Grossman, who was born in Znaim, Moravia, in 1911. He obtained his M.D. degree
at the University Medical School of Prague in 1936 and specialised in oral surgery.
His young age of 29 years and surgical experience in treating maxillofacial injuries
opened the pathway to his becoming a Captain in the R AM.C. In 1946 he left the
army and took the L.D.S. diploma. He was awarded a Dip.Orth. diploma in 1954 by
election by the Royal College of Surgeons. He was one of only two dental refugees
to make Consultant status, in his case at the University College Hospital Dental

School*,

* Leighton Langer, Peter, The King's Own Loyal Enemy Aliens, London, Valentine Mitchell, 2006, p.
65. Refugee’s name is incorrectly listed as Albert. ?
424 Interview with Patrick Grossman (son), 22™ January 2004
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lllegal Dental Practice

Two refugee dentists who were interviewed readily admitted to practicing
illegally.

Maurice Hermele*?® was born in 1912 in the town of Auschwitz, which at that
time was in Germany, previously in Poland. He obtained his dental degree from the
University of Nancy in 1937. Hermele joined the Polish army in France and escaped
to Britain in 1940, practicing as a dental surgeon in the re-formed Polish army for
three years, based in Aberdeen in Scotland. Hounded by anti-Semitism within the
army he went absent without leave and travelled to London. He did not have his
French dental records and therefore could not be registered by the G.M.C.

Hermele practiced illegally in a loft room in Kensington, mostly treating Polish
refugee patients, and was never apprehended. Fortunately his dental records were
retrieved once France was liberated and his schedule was accepted by the G.M.C. in
1944.

Ludwig Werber*?® was a mechanic/dentist who had been in practice in Vienna.
He obtained a visa in 1938 and arrived at the Kitchener Camp in Richborough, Kent
in 1939. During the period 1942-56 Werber worked as a dental technician for Ferry
Pilzer, Moritz Tischler and Erich Isakowitz, all of whom were on the Foreign List of
the G.M.C. Whilst he was working for Erich Isakowitz, an anonymous letter was
sent to the British Dental Association suggesting that he and another refugee dentist
who were not on the Register had been treating patients. This data was brought
before the British Dental Association Law and Ethics Committee on 27" September
1943. It was suggested by the Committee that if evidence could be obtained, then
the situation would be forwarded to the Dental Board. There is no evidence that this
happened.

Ludwig Werber set up a “body corporate” in 1948 427 and eventually had
dental surgeries in London’s Fore Street, Commercial Road, Caledonian Road and in
Stoke Newington. Bodies corporate were private companies owning dental
surgeries; their names could be found listed in the Dentists Register. These
companies employed a considerable number of locums, especially from South Africa

425 Interview, 30™ October 2003
42 [pterview, 8™ November 2003
427 .
Forlon Dental Surgeries Ltd., 462 Fore Street, Edmonton, N9. The Denti .
General Dental Council, 1957, p. 473 ’ ¢ Dentists Register London,
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and Australia. When dentists were absent or on holiday, Ludwig Werber used to
practise, but he was never apprehended. He passed the Statutory Examination in
1956.

Wilhelm Landes*?, born in 1905 in Vienna, was also a mechanic/dentist. He
was supported financially by the Jewish Refugee Committee and the Home Office
but was eventually allowed to work as a technician in 1943. He was an expert in
making dentures and bridges and the dentists he worked for were happy for him to
carry out the clinical aspects of the case as well. This he continued to do up to 1956
when he passed the Statutory Examination that allowed his name to be entered on
the General Dental Council Register.

428 [nterview with Emil Landes (son), 14® August 2002
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Appeal to the Privy Council under Section 10 of the Dentists Act 1878

Under the above section, a person who is refused registration in the Foreign
List by the G.M.C. on the grounds that the certification of qualification obtained
abroad is not recognised, is entitled to appeal to the Privy Council.

In order to be recognised by the G.M.C., a foreign certificate must be one that
a) entitles its holder to practice dentistry or dental surgery in the country in which it
was granted and b) is considered to furnish sufficient guarantee of the requisite
knowledge and skill for the efficient practice of dentistry or dental surgery

Of the above, a) is a question of fact. As far as b) is concerned, the test
applied is whether the course of study and examination is are approximately
equivalent to that prescribed as the minimal requirements for students in Britain.

In the event of an appeal, the Privy Council is required to hear the G.M.C. (in
practice, it is asked to submit its observations on the case) and it then dismisses the
appeal or directs that the certificate should be recognised. The following example of
Dr. Fritz Laband demonstrates the seeming futility of appealing to the Privy Council.

Dr. Fritz Laband, a German Jewish refugee living in Sandakan, British North
Borneo, had completed his dental training “approbation als Zahnarzt’ in 1925 at the
University of Berlin Dental School and also received the degree of Dr. Med. Dent. at
the University of Berlin in 1927. Dr. Laband made his first application to the G.M.C.
in April 1936 and was refused on 26" May 1936. His second application was made
in October 1937 through his solicitor, Mr. Victor Lehmann, who was a Doctor at Law.
It was again refused by Council on 23" November 1937. His third application, made
through Messrs. Herbert Oppenheimer, Nathan & Vandyk, was made in April 1940
and refused on 28™ May 1940.

A schedule was completed by Dr. Laband in support of each of his three
applications, and on examination decided that Dr. Laband had not shown that the
courses of study in at least two subjects was substantially equivalent to the courses
undertaken by British candidates.

The first of these was in General Pathology. The minimal requirement
stipulated by the British schedule was for two academic terms of not less than 40
lectures and/or demonstrations. It appeared on examination of Dr. Laband’s records
of attendance that the subject of the first of these courses was “Pathology and
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therapy of the teeth”, and not General Pathology as the G.M.C. would have
preferred.

The second problem area was in Surgery. The minimum requirement set out
in the G.M.C.’s recommendations is that this course should extend over two
academic terms or six months and should consist of not less than 40 class meetings.
In his 1940 schedule, Dr. Laband entered under this heading both the course
extending from April to September 1923 and consisting of sixty class meetings, and
the course extending from October 1923 to March 1924, consisting again of 60 class
meetings. It appeared, however, on examination of the records of attendance at
these and other courses of study, which were also submitted by Dr. Laband, that the
subject of the first of these courses was Dental Surgery and not General Surgery. In
the opinion of the of the G.M.C., this could not properly be used as part of the
desired instruction in General Surgery. The second course taken alone was in their
opinion insufficient because of its duration of only five months, whereas the minimum
requirement as set out in the schedule was six months.

The schedule filled out by Dr. Laband for his first application in 1936 shows no
entry under the heading of Materia Medica and Therapeutics, although the Biritish
equivalent was a minimum of ten meetings of the class. His further schedules in
1937 and 1940 show different data and it appeared that he had attended 24
meetings and a course extending from April to September 1922 at the University of
Munich. The G.M.C., on careful examination of the data, found that the subject of
these meetings was Practical Chemistry and not Materia Medica and Therapeutics,
and that the subject of the course was Diagnosis, and again not Materia Medica or
Therapeutics.

The G.M.C. was also dissatisfied by Dr. Laband’s experience of Principles of
Orthodontics. No entry under this heading was made in the schedule completed by
Dr. Laband in April 1936, yet in the schedules completed for his second application
in 1937 he entered under this heading a course extending from November 1920 to
March 1921 at the University of Berlin, at which he stated he had attended 24
meetings. In the schedule completed in 1940, he entered a course extending from
April to September 1923, again at the University of Berlin, at which he stated that he
had attended 24 meetings and a course extending from April to September 1923, at
which he had attended 36 meetings.
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The G.M.C. found that the subject of the first of these courses was properly to
be described as “Polyclinic for Tooth and Mouth Diseases”, but not as Principles of
Orthodontics, and that the subject of the second course was properly to be described
as either Technical Dentistry or as the Theory and Practice of Dental Prosthesis, not
as Principles of Orthodontics. If these courses were excluded, there was no
evidence that he had received any tuition whatsoever in the Principles of
Orthodontics.

The findings of the Privy Council state that after carefully reading these
papers, they entirely agree with the findings of the G.M.C:

The G.M.C. has acted with meticulous care and scrupulous
impartiality. The Privy Council should not disturb a conclusion of the
G.M.C. reached mainly on technical grounds in good faith and after an
exhaustive review of all the circumstances and in the light of the
practice of the Council in these cases*?.

On 2™ March 1942, Messrs Herbert Oppenheimer, Nathan & Vandyk were
informed by the Clerk of the Council that the accompanying order of the Lords of the
Council dated 26™ February 1942 dismissed the appeal of Dr. Fritz Laband under
Section 10 of the Dentists Act of 1848 against the refusal of the G.M.C. to register
him as a foreign dentist in the Dentists Register.

As far as can be ascertained from the files relating to the Privy Council in the
National Archives, there were no successful appeals as far as dentists were

concerned*’.

Looking at this data 65 years later, it is necessary to feel some sympathy for
Dr. Laband. He obviously filled out his original schedule of 1936 incorrectly while
living in Germany. It was in a foreign language which he probably did not fully
understand and in addition, like many students, he probably did not keep accurate
records in his Student Books about his courses of lectures, the subjects involved and
the amount of meetings, hours or months that they occupied. The probability is that
if British students had to fill out a Student Book throughout their course at dental
school, these would also be full of mistakes and with data left out. The attitude
would be “who would need to look at it anyway?” Dr. Laband compounded his initial
mistakes by filling out further schedules that were submitted in 1937 and 1940 in

429 National Archives PC8/1473
430 National Archives PC8
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which data had been added to the original. This immediately aroused the suspicion
of the G.M.C. and obviously from this point on they were looking very closely at the
information and picked up a series of problems where they could quite rightly say
that his registration under Section 10 of the 1879 Act was not possible because of
insufficient training. Since quite a large number of dental refugees who graduated
from the Berlin Dental School were acceded to by the G.M.C., having gone through
the same training as Dr. Laband, he would have benefited from good advice from
other refugee colleagues before filling out his schedules, which evidently he did not
get. By 1940, however, it was not possible to get further information from the
German dental schools and the dentist in question was at any rate living and working

in North Borneo.
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The Statutory Examination

Autonomy for the dental profession in Britain started with the Dentists
Act of 1956 and the formation of the General Dental Council (G.D.C.), which
superseded the old Dental Board, which had been under the aegis of the
G.M.C.**. The Statutory Examination was instituted in 1957*32 for those dental
surgeons whose degrees or qualifications were not recognised by the General
Dental Council. This provision was largely due to the lobbying of Hans
Turkheim, restored as Professor Emeritus at Hamburg University, and
Chairman of the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons (later the Anglo-
Continental Dental Society)***.
2 of the Statutory Examination in 1957 and were then placed on the G.D.C.
register: Ruth Morris (Zilz), Michael Reiter, Theresa Schrotter, Ludwig Werber,

Six refugee dentists completed Part 1 and Part

Simon Hirsch and Wilhelm Landes. Ludwig Werber and Wilhelm Landes were
dental mechanics who practiced dentistry in Austria. In 1920 the law had been
changed in Austria, permitting dental mechanics of nine years standing to
practice dentistry. No course of training similar to that required of medical

practitioners wishing to practice dentistry in Austria was needed**. The Joint

Committee on Refugee Dentists*>®

In Britain dentists practicing by virtue of Section 3 of the Dentist's Act
of 1921 are required to study for a minimum of three years if they wish to
obtain a degree, diploma or licence in Dental Surgery. Any lessening of
the possible requirements in the case of the Austrian Dentists 1920 would
constitute an injustice to the profession in this country and would cause
great resentment*®.

also suggested that:

The Statutory Examination therefore opened up the possibility that such
people, after a period of retraining, would be able to go into practice, thus 19
years had elapsed since their original refusals in 1938. Wilhelm Landes was

1 Cohen, R. A., The Advance of the Dental Profession, a Centenary History of the B.D.A. 1880-1980,
London, British Dental Association, 1979, p. 33

**2 Minutes of Education Committee General Dental Council 24* July 1957, B.D.A. library

433 Reif, Walter, Hans Turkheim Memorial Address, European Dental Society Newsletter, November
1983

43¢ Minutes of the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists 27" September 1938

435 Minutes of the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists 27™ September 1938

436 Minutes of the Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists 27" September 1938
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tutored by his son Emil, who obtained his B.D.S. degree from Kings College
Dental School, London in 1956%7.

437 Interview with Emil Landes, B.D.S., 15" February 2005
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Dental refugees with an M.D. who did not apply to go on the Dentists Register

Five Austrian refugee dentists with a University of Vienna M.D. degree were
accepted onto the G.M.C. medical register and did not apply to a British dental
school to complete an L.D.S. Therese Schrotter worked from 1938 to 1956 in the
School Dental Service, then took the Statutory Examination in 1957 which would
allow her to practise**®. Schulim Schatzenberg graduated with an M.D. degree in
1924 from the University of Vienna and in 1938 was in the Dachau concentration
camp before obtaining a visa and arriving in Britain, where he was sent with a group
of Austrian refugees to the Richborough camp in Kent. Dr. Schatzenberg was in
poor health and had suffered two previous heart attacks. He realised that going into
dental practice was going to be too stressful and he therefore worked in the School
Dental Service until 1952 when he died at the young age of 66. Schulim
Schatzenberg's brother, Samuel, also managed to get a visa to come to Britain in
1938. Like his brother he decided against taking an L.D.S. and, after a period at the
Richborough Camp, he went to work in the School Dental Service in Leicester. He
died of liver cancer in 19444%,

Olga Muller (see appendix 2 p. 357) studied medicine at the University of
Vienna and graduated as a Doctor in 1922, followed by two years of post-graduate
training in dentistry. Having obtained a visa for herself and her family, she emigrated
to Britain in 1939 and settled in Birmingham. She did not apply for permission to
practice as a dentist in Britain as she was unable to afford the preliminary training
that was required. In 1941 she received restricted permission to work as a doctor at
the then Queens Hospital, later the Birmingham Accident Hospital, where she
worked until her retirement*®.

Josef Glatter practiced dentistry in Vienna, having completed his M.D. degree
at the University of Vienna together with a two-year postgraduate training in
dentistry. Before arriving in Britain he spent six months in the Buchenwald

concentration camp and arrived in London in April 1939. He decided not to do

438 General Medical Council microfiche archive
439 [nterview with, Stella Curtis (daughter), 24" February 2004
440 [hterview with Susanne Norton (daughter), 24® December 2003
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further dental training to obtain an L.D.S. He was accepted onto the General
Medical Register and practised as a physician in Stoke Newington, London*4'.

#1 [nterview with Frederick Hogan (cousin), 16® February 2004
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Name changes

Name changes were relatively frequent amongst refugee dentists and the
data can be found on the microfiche files of the G.M.C.

FIRST NAME SURNAME Name change
Richard Auerbach Alford
Istvan Aufricht-Adorjan Stephen Adorjan
Gerhard Leopold Baszynski Baskey
Curt Calmsohn Calmson
Kurt Dannenbaum Dannen
Franz Martin Eisenstadt Frank Barraclough
Heinz Robert Etzhold Henry Robert Edwards
Egon Fuchs Egon Fox
Walter Goldschmidt Goldsmith
Ferdinand Goldstein Golten
Julius Gummersheimer Gummers
Kalman Gutfreund Goodfriend
Kurt Guttman Kenneth Goodwin
Kurt Herzfeld Kenneth Hustfield
Herman Hirsekorn Hirst
Egon Holzbock Holbeck
Paul Kinsbrunner Kinston
Siegfried Sansone Kinsbrunner Stephen Kinston
Stephanie Eleonore Kirchstein Kirstein
Walter Kirchstein Kirstein
Heinrich Krott Henry George Krott
Erma Lachs Lacks
Werner Levinsky Lindley
Sarine Levy D'Artois
Elspeth Levy Levy-Davidson
Hans Lewinnek Henry Levick
Hans Librowicz Hans Leavor
Ernst Joachim Magnus Ernst John Magnus
Fritz Robert Minz(es}heimer Munz
Walter Miinzesheimer Munz
Herbert Nussbaum Hubert Norton
Hans Orlai Orlay
Ferdinand Piizerbarme Ferry Pilzer
Morduhai Roiseniwit Maurice Rose
Ernst Helmuth Rosenberg Ernest Howard Royce
Paul Rosenstein Rosten
Trude Rosenthal Gertrude

214



Kurt Salomon Kurt Salmon

Karl Schajowicz Charles Shadwick
Erhard Stern Edward

Kurt Strauss Fred

Johannes Wabhle John James Wahle
Reinhart Waidsachs Waldsax

Hildegard Wortensieben Hiida Wharton

In most cases the reason for a name change was to hasten the process of
assimilation and signified the acceptance of the fact that they would spend the rest of
their lives in Britain.**? Thus Ferdinand Pilzerbarme became Ferry Pilzer. The fact
that he married a non-Jewish English woman would also have provided motivation.
A similar situation existed with Egon Fuchs, who changed his name to Fox. He not

Figure 68 Table of name changes

only married a Roman Catholic but was baptised into the Catholic faith himself**,

The other reason for name changes was to allow enemy aliens to enter the

fighting units of the Armed Services. In order to make this possible a War Office

Order was issued in April 1943 to adopt names that would hide their true identity if

captured by the enemy*,

42 eerview with Kimche Reif (wife of Walter Reif), 17 March 2005
443 [nierview with Bettina Fox (wife of Egon Fuchs), 22™ September 2004
441 eighton Langer, Peter, The King’s Own Loyal Enemy Aliens, London, Valentine Mitchell, 2006, p-

50
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The Addresses of Refugee Dentists in Britain

By 1939, 91 refugee dentists had been given permission by the Home Office
to set up in practice, or lived in, the London suburbs. Sixty-four of these were to be
found in north-west London. The areas they chose included N2, NW2, NW3, NW4,
NW6, NW8, N16, N22, together with Kenton, Edgware and Wembley in Middlesex.
These were all areas with considerable existing Jewish populations, with
synagogues, Hebrew classes for children, Jewish shops (especially food shops), and
fellow German and Austrian refugees. Interestingly, the existing Jewish populations
were mainly second and third generation Jews from Russia who had started in the
East End and had then followed the Tube lines to north-west London*®, In some
cases this led to friction within the community as the German refugees were
described as being arrogant and argumentative*,

Thirty refugee dentists were centred around the NW6 and NW3 area.  This
so-called “refugee area” extended from Belsize Park near the Belsize Square
Synagogue (established in 1939 by German refugees) through to Hampstead and
Finchley Road. These 30 dentists included Adelbert Fehr at 115 Canfield Gardens,
NW6 and Siegfried Nathan, who lived and worked in Goldhurst Terrace, NW6. Max
Borchardt lived and practiced at 5 Langland Gardens, NW3; Karl Giesskann lived at
16 Palace Court, Finchley Road, NW3. The so-called refugee area extended as far
as Hampstead NW3 where Gertrude Hamburger lived and practiced at 4a Belsize
Lane, NW3.

Refugees of all types, not only dentists, liked the areas of NW6 and NW3*’
as they enjoyed the cosmopolitan atmosphere and the grouping together of the
“intelligentsia”. To this end it should be noted that Sigmund Freud lived in
Maresfield Gardens, NW3 and his daughter Anna opened her clinic in Fitzjohns
Avenue. The NW3 and NW6 area had a considerable number of large houses that,
before the war, had been occupied by single families but were now divided up into
flats that might just about be afforded by refugees, having one or two rooms.
Camden Market was close by and cheap food and clothing could usually be found.

445 1 ecture by Dr. Ann Gershen, Director Emigration Studies Queen Mary College University of
London, 18" May 2005, London Jewish Cultural Centre ary ge University o
#¢ Home Office leaflet — While you are in England: Helpful information and guidance for every
refugee

47 1nterview with Henry Kuttner, Librarian Belsize Square Synagogue, 16® March 2005
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Continental restaurants in the NW6/NW3 area were sometimes owned by refugees
such as the “Cosmo” in Finchley Road. Refugees also found that Hampstead,
especially Hampstead Heath and Kenwood, was somewhat like the German cities
that they had left behind and there on a Sunday morning, German was the most
common language to be heard as people walked.

The Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists**® was set up to examine the
applications from Austrian dental practitioners seeking permission to reside in Britain
for the purpose of practicing dentistry. A document from this Committee was
addressed to Sir Samuel Hoare, the Home Secretary. Point 18 in the document
states that a recent Home Office conference related to the location in this country of
applicants to whom the Home Secretary might grant permits. The Committee had
considered this important aspect and “is strongly of the opinion that concentration of
refugee dentists in a particular area would be most undesirable”.

Forty refugee dentists gravitated to the “medical area” between Marylebone
Road and Cavendish Square. This “medical area”, which included Harley Street,
Wimpole Street, Devonshire Place, Devonshire Street, Great Cumberland Place,
Connaught Street, Park Crescent, Welbeck Street, Park Lane and Albion Gate, had
beautiful Georgian houses divided up into separate flats (“rooms”) that were
occupied by consultants in all aspects of medicine and dentistry. There were many
complaints **° which stating that the medical and dental professions were unhappy
about the number of foreign nameplates that were appearing in the area.

Among the number were Meinert Marks who worked at 14 Park Lane, and
later at 106 Park Street, W.1,, Walter Reif, who practiced at 75 Wimpole Street and
Max Walter at 43 Wimpole Street. The question of why the West End medical area
was a magnet to refugee dentists had a number of possible answers:

a) Self-belief that their dentistry was better than the majority of British
practitioners. Therefore, they should be in an area associated with excellence.

b) Many of the Jewish dentists in Germany and Austria had occupied good
addresses in the centre of their native cities and had established a clientele of
discerning patients.

c) They were in a position to attract British patients who realised the difference
between British and Continental dentistry in that the German and Austrian dentists

448 pivich Dental Journal supplement No. 13, 1¥ March 1939, p. 68
49 The Lancet, 23™ Ap;ril 1938, p. 951
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had a philosophy of saving teeth, often by sophisticated methods. This meant that
they were able to attract people who would appreciate this sort of service such as
actors, politicians and musicians40.

d) The medical area of the West End was a place where patients expected to
pay a considerable amount of money for specialist treatment. A particular group of
British patients would only go to a dentist who charged a high fee because they
considered he was probably the best45L

e) The West End medical area became well-known to refugees from Austria
and Germany who accepted, like British patients, that this was a centre of
excellence.

f) There was very much a “club” atmosphere in the area, and refugee dentists
would meet over lunch in the cafés of Marylebone High Street or after work. This
eventually led to the founding of the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons, later

the Anglo-Continental Dental Society452

Figure 69 Café Sagne in Marylebone High Street

g) Oral surgeons amongst the refugees such as William Grossman who
practised in Harley Street and Moritz Tischler who practised in Park Crescent (and
had worked with Archibald MacIindoe at East Grinstead) could make use of the good
hospitals in this area for in-patient treatment.

h) The presence of the best dental technicians. These usually worked with
the members of the American Dental Society of London, who had achieved their
dental training in America, and were used to carrying out the type of complex

A Interview with Kimche Reif (wife of Walter Reif) 17th March 2005
Al Interview with Kimche Reif (wife of Walter Reif) 17th March 2005
& Interview with Renée Silverstone, (nurse to Max Walter), 2rd May 2004
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restorative dentistry that the refugee dentists had been involved with in Germany and
Austria. In this context, it was interesting that Meinert Marks brought over his own
technician from Germany, Ernst Martin Natt (see appendix 2 p. 359), who was
accommodated in the house used by Marks in Park Lane*®®, When Meinert Marks
moved to Park Street, Natt set up his own dental laboratory in Harley Street which
specialised in chrome dentures and crown and bridge work. Max Walter, who had
his practice at 43 Wimpole Street, also employed two German technicians, Ernst
Gruger and Hans Steinhardt, who used to carry out the complex prosthetics that
were a major part of Max Walter’s practice*>*.

i) Some refugee dentists had a specialist interest in certain areas of
dentistry and preferred the medical area where they were surrounded by English
specialist and consultant colleagues. Thus Max Walter had a specialist interest in
endodontics, William Grossman in orthodontics and oral surgery and Walter Reif in
crown and bridgework.

In contrast, 80 refugee dentists lived and set up practice outside London.
There were a number of reasons why refugees went to the provinces:

a)  The Home Office stipulations against concentration of refugees in
areas of London and the South Coast and insistence that refugees should be
distributed over the whole of Britain so that they would not be unduly competitive to
British practitioners*®.

b) Refugee dentists may have had relatives living in the provinces,
especially cities like Manchester which had a large Jewish population. This would
apply to the Kurer family*®
physiologist and managed to obtain a position at Oxford University, and eventually

. Eva Glees was married to a non-Jew who was a

after a great deal of difficulty she opened a practice in Woodstock, near Oxford.
c)  Austrian dentists who had to take an L.D.S. very often went to
provincial dental schools and stayed in the cities once they had qualified. Thus,
Jacques Kurer and Desider Furst stayed in Manchester, Egon Fuchs stayed in
Birmingham, and Karl Schajowicz (see appendix 2 p. 367) lived and practiced in
Newcastle, having completed his L.D.S. at Newcastle Dental School.

453 [nterview with Barbara Susskind (daughter of Meinert Marks) 14® October2004
454 [nterview with Renée Silverstone, nurse to Max Walter, 23™ May 2004

455 Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists, p. 72

456 Interview with Peter Kurer (son of Jacques Kurer), 10" January 2005
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d) Some refugees had no Jewish identity and even resented their religion
and the catastrophe that it had brought upon them. Such an example would be
Hugo Schneider who lived and practiced in Mayfield Road, Edinburgh and felt
happier estranged from the Jewish community*®’.

Refugee Jewish dentists practiced in the following areas of Britain: Bath,
Birmingham, Bournemouth, Bradford, Bletchley Park, Bude, Banbury, Brentwood,
Bristol, Brighton, Buxton, Cardiff, Cambridge, Camberley, Coventry, Edinburgh,
Folkestone, Faversham, Glasgow, Henley on Thames, High Wycombe, Hull, Hove,
liford, London, Leicester, Leeds, Liverpool, Manchester, Newcastle, Nottingham,
New Malden, Northampton, Oxford, Purley (Surrey), Reading, Sheffield, Sutton,
Southampton, Salford, Shipley (Lancs'.), Southsea, Tring, Thorpeness, Twickenham,
Welwyn Garden City, Worthing, Warlingham and Wrexham.

457 Interview with Hans Schneider (son of Hugo Schneider), 10% September 2004
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REFUGEE ORGANISATIONS

Jewish Refugee Committee

Otto Schiff, a stockbroker, was a member of a well-known rabbinical, banking
and philanthropic family with origins in Frankfurt am Main. He had emigrated to
Britain in 1896. During the first world war he aided thousands of refugees who had
fled from Belgium to Britain and he was awarded the O.B.E. for his efforts.  Schiff
was keenly aware of the difference between the impoverished emigrant Jews from
Eastern Europe before and during and first world war and the acculturated, well-
educated and refatively affluent Jews following the Nazi takeover in Germany in
January 1933. Otto Schiff concluded that a new and discreet organisation, one that
addressed their specific concerns, was badly needed**®. He discussed this proposal
with the Board of Deputies of British Jews and the Adolphe Handler charity. They
agreed to create the Jewish Refugee Committee for this purpose.*5?

This organisation was run by a massive group of voluntary helpers who
recorded data on virtually every refugee that came into Britain during the 1930s. Ata
meeting of the Executive of the German Refugee Committee in 1936, Otto Schiff
noted that in earlier years refugees generally had sufficient funds with which to
support themselves but that since the passage of the Nuremburg laws in September
of 1935, those entering Britain were often in need of financial assistance®®. Thus
Max Walter, who was registered with the G.M.C. in 1935, left Germany early and had
invested the majority of his money in Switzerland. When given permission to
practice by the Home Office he was able to set up his practice in Bayswater and was
later able to move to Wimpole Street. Similarly, Meinert Marks was registered by the
G.M.C. and placed on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register in 1934. He had
sufficient capital, having had a successful dental practice in the fashionable part of
Berlin, to set up practice in Park Lane, W1. As time went on the proportion of assets
possible for Jewish immigrants to transfer abroad decreased. Emigration tax was
first introduced in 1931 and was conceived as a fiscal deterrent against capital flight.

38 Gottlieb, Amy Zahl, Men of Vision, London, Weidenfeld & Nicholson 1998, p. 9

** Wasserstein, Bemard, he British Government and the Germany Immigration 1933-194s
Hirschfeld, Gerhard (Ed.), Exiles in Great Britain: Refugees from Hitler's Germany, New J s
Humanities Press, 1984, p. 64 ny, New Jersey,
49 Gottlieb, Amy Zahl, Archives, Central British Fund for World Jewish Relief, p. 9
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The Reichsfluchtsteuer tax was originally imposed on persons owning upwards of
RM 200,000 or owning RM 20,000 in property in 1931%%'. In 1934 the tax base was
changed to include those earning RM 50,000 at any time since 1931 or having
earned RM 20,000 above per annum since that date. The increase in flight taxes by
422% had to be paid by refugees in 1938/39 and it corresponds roughly to the
increase in emigration from Germany following Kristallnacht. The data suggests
clearly that more wealthy German Jews emigrated in the earlier years of the Nazi
regime in 1932, 1933 and 1934*®%. In 1938 it was almost impossible for Jewish
immigrants from Germany or Austria to transfer any of their remaining assets
abroad?®®. This meant the majority of German and Austrian dentists arriving in
Britain were virtually penniless at this time. Wilhelm Landes, an Austrian dental
technician, lived in one room with his family and with a shared kitchen and bathroom.
They were reduced to sewing buttons on cards to earn a small amount of money in
addition to that given to them weekly by the Jewish Refugee Committee*®. Itis
important to note that in 1933 the Jewish community in Britain set out proposals in a
document signed by Neville Laski, President of the London Committee of Deputies of
British Jews (Board of Deputies); Lionel Cohen, Chairman of the Board’s Law
Parliamentary and General Purposes Committee; Leonard G. Montefiore, President
of the Anglo Jewish Association and Otto Schiff. This document was composed of
seven short paragraphs and was essentially a guarantee that no refugee would
become a burden on public funds and that all expenses, whether temporary or
permanent accommodation or maintenance, would be borne by the Jewish
community without ultimate charge to the State*®. This situation carried through
until December 1939 when Ministers accepted a Home Office proposal that funding
from the public purse was necessary since funds from the main Jewish relief
organisations were virtually exhausted. From this time on the government
subsidised the costs of refugee maintenance and also the costs of re-emigration*s,
The data, in relation to the maintenance payments and costs of transmigration, is
held in the archives of World Jewish Relief in Stanmore, Middlesex. Unfortunately it

461 Strauss,Herbert A., Jewish Emigration from Germany 1933-1942, Munich, K.G. Saur, 1992, p. 241
462 Gyrayss, Herbert A., Leo Back Yearbook 1980, p. 344

463 Wasserstein, Bernard, Britain and the Jews of Europe, 1939-1945,p. 7

464 Jowish Refugee Committee archive, data obtained by Dr. Emil Landes, September 2005

465 National Archives HO 213/1627, Proposals of the Jewish Community as regards Jewish refugees
from Germany.

466 National Archives HO 213/299, Cooper, Emest, Brief for supplementary estimate, 5* November
1940.
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is not possible to access this data without the help of the families concerned. The
documentation on the files held by World Jewish Relief was filled out by enthusiastic
voluntary helpers during the 1930s and 40s. Consequently there are many different
types of handwriting and different degrees of historical information. Without doubt
the World Jewish Relief archive would be a mine of information if access to it could
be achieved on a research basis.

Heinrich Krott was born in Vienna in 18957

, obtained his M.D. degree at the
University of Vienna in 1915 and was one of the forty Austrian dental surgeons who
were allowed to take the L.D.S. examination in 1939. Krott had a guarantor, a Mr.
Drevers of 51b Borough High Street, S.E.1 who intermittently contributed to his
maintenance costs. However, by 1940 a letter from the guarantor states that he is
unable to continue support. The Jewish Refugee Committee provided maintenance
costs during 1939 varying from £3.10s.0d. to £15.13s.0d. per week. In November of
1939 Krott was also given ten guineas for the Royal College of Surgeons
Examination Board and £2 for his registration when he had passed the L.D.S.
examination. In March of 1940 a cheque for £150 was provided by Jewish
Resettlements Ltd. (a part of the J.R.C.) as a loan to help him set up in practice. His
debt to the Jewish Refugee Committee reached its maximum in June 1943 at
£250.5s.0d. He started repaying his debts to the Home Office (which was sharing the
maintenance payments) and to the Jewish Refugee Committee on 1 January 1943
at 9s.4d. a month to the Home Office and £4.10s.8d. a month to the Jewish Refugee
Committee. By 1947 Dr. Krott had repaid Jewish Resettlements Ltd. the full loan of
£150 and now started to repay the £172.5s.0d. that had been advanced to him in
respect of maintenance and examination fees by the Jewish Refugee Committee.

This was repaid on a monthly basis of £5.

467 Interview with Heidi Hillman (daughter), 6™ January 2004
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fT

ZA.XNAMZT

D“ HEINKICH KROTZ

Til-
Vienna,august 9th 1938.

Star Mrs. Danlca,

Referring to our conversation | am sending
you the following statenente about myself ana ny

children which you will kindly forward.
I have three children (giiia), aged 9, 6 and

1 1/2i the two elder children are of ny firat marriage.
| wae firet married to Karl Ooldberger M.D., Bpeclaliet
for dietaiee of nose, throat and ear.

Sinoe 1935 | have been married to Heinrich
Krott M.D, dentiit*and dental surgeon.

We have been in good oiroumatanoee and my
bueband la one of the eminent dentiete of Vienna.
Owir_ut;_ to the ohange of political conditions he loat hia
position ae wwnagev nf the“ArAulatorium der Arbeiter-
Sr aakeakssee der luobkaufaannsohaft” und through the
Hit edict of the Government it will be Impossible for
bia to praotlae. W are therefore no y tger able to
maintain our children and ourselves. Conssquontly we
°re foroed to «nigrat* and found %new exietenoe in.
a foreign oountry. Ae | ehall have to take part in it,
X should be handioaped b> eduoatm% ®p three ohlldren
and on the otherhand we »hall not have the neoeeeary
mcane under thee# difficult circumstances to maintain
our three ohlldren and ourselves. It would therefore
be a great help to wo if the two elder children could
at le*»t for the firet time, be brought to a family
or a boarding eohool.

for 10 years 1 wae secretary to the famous
Fret, of University Max Adler, collaborating in hie
eolantifio work», books, lecture» etc.

As | have been suPervis_ing_ay household for
15 years whtoh through great eooial intercourse demanded
very much from me in ever_Y respect and as | was sduoating
and taking oars of ay children nyself. 1 may wall say Ibs
that | am wsll trained and havs great experience in
every kind of housework (fancy-cooking, finest paetry,
nursing of Infante (X made also a course for nursing buhl
bite) sewing and all similar work ). Besides T hav. ,

Isanwd tbe waking of mrtimbie gloves and 1 am
effiniant in this work. 1 forget to wantlow my
*Xpertenoe in ednoation of oKilbrex and paadagogio
tX SiSIB g.

P know Barman, English, French ana some

2 am ready *© take any kind of erork that
m ill be offers* ma.

«tmuacing yea in savanaa Z am
yours vary thrtrthfully

Figure 70 Letter from Irma Krott to Mrs. Danica of the Jewish Refugee Committee
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Hugo Schneider was born in 1897 in Freistadt in Austria and obtained his
M.D. degree at the University of Vienna in 1928. Like Dr. Krott, he was one of the
forty Austrian dental surgeons who were allowed to restudy in Britain to obtain an
L.D.S. diploma in 1940, in his case at the University of Edinburgh. He was given
living expenses and examination fees and his highest rate of debt was £318.16s.2d.
in 1943. From 1*' January 1943 Hugo Schneider started to pay back money both to
the Home Office at £2.9s.9d. a month and to the Jewish Refugee Committee at
£2.10s.3d. a month to reduce the debt. It took until 17" September 1954 for all the

debts to be repaid.

Karl Schajowicz was born in 1895 at Bojan in Romania (then part of Austria).
He graduated from the University of Vienna Medical School with an M.D. degree in
1923. He obtained an L.D.S. R.C.S. diploma from the University of Newcastle in
1940. Up to this time he had been supported by a grant from the Home Office and
the Jewish Refugee Committee up to the sum of £10 per week. A group of Jewish
businessmen in Newcastle organised by a Mr. Simon Cain lent him a sum of money
so that he could buy a dental practice in Granger Street, Newcastle where he
practised for many years. The maximum amount of money that Karl Schajowicz
owed the Home Office and the Jewish Refugee Committee was £397.13s.11d. This
was paid back at the rate of £2.2s.11d. a month to the Home Office and £2.17.1d. to
the Jewish Refugee Committee. Final payment was made in 1952 when the
remaining sum of £205.4s.5d was repaid at one time.

Under Austrian law, as a dental technician who had practised for nine years,
Wilhelm Landes was allowed to practice dentistry. In Britain he would have needed
to have completed a minimum of three years of the L.D.S. R.C.S. diploma until the
Dental Act of 1956 which instituted the Statutory Examination which he was able to
take and pass and then go into practice. Up to this time he worked as a technician.
The Landes family were supposed to be on their way to Australia but because of the
iliness of his son, the voyage never took place. The family were destitute and initially
were looked after at the Jews Temporary Shelter in Lemon Street. Wilhelm Landes
had a guarantor in his brother- in-law, Wilf Held, who seemed to have given limited
financial help. Wilhelm Landes was paid a subsidence allowance by the Jewish
Refugee Committee which ranged from £2 to £3 per week. The maximum amount of
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money that he had been lent was £286.5s.6d. by 23" May 1941. Itis interesting to
note that his wife was paid £3 a week during the period of months that he was
interned in the Isle of Man. The Jewish Refugee Committee were also prepared to
pay a sum of £93.3s.0d. which was the emigration costs to the United States where
Landes had obtained a visa with the help of a family member who lived in New York.
Because of the dangers of being torpedoed, the family decided not to take up this
offer. By 13™ June 1941 he had obtained a part-time position as a dental mechanic
earning £2.10s. a week. The Jewish Refugee Committee ceased paying
subsistence allowance on 21% July 1941 and there was no evidence of Home Office
support. There is also no evidence in the data that states that the sums of money
were ever repaid to the Jewish Refugee Committee.

It was possible to obtain some data on the five Austrian refugee dental
surgeons who had the Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm. diploma from Vienna, which meant
that the G.M.C. placed them on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register*®,

However, following the findings of the Co-ordinating Committee on Refugeés which
allowed in forty Austrian dental surgeons to restudy in Britain, it was recommended
that these five refugees, because of their age ranging from 28 to 31, years should be
recommended to re-emigrate and they would not be given permission to practice in
Britain®®°.

Dr. Gertrude Fleischmann was born in 1908 in Vienna and obtained her M.D.
degree at the University of Vienna in 1934 and her Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm in 1936.
She arrived in Britain on 24™ May 1939. Both she and Dr. Joseph Fleischmann were
guaranteed by Mr Henry Lethaby c/o Goodwood Sports Ltd, Sydenham. Her records

show that no financial support was needed and she left the Britain for the USA in
1940.

Dr. Hans Thein was born in 1908 in Mistelbach and obtained his M.D. degree
in 1934 at the University of Vienna and his Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm. diploma in 1936.
He was guaranteed by an uncle, Emile Stern of 234 Finchley Road, London NW3
who sent him an invitation and he had to undertake to stay in the country only three
months. In fact he was met at Dover by a cousin with a banker’s letter showing that
his uncle could maintain him. The uncle paid for English classes and the Home

468 I'yata from the Curator, Jewish Refugee Committee Archive, 2005,
49 pyritish Dental Journal 1939 Supplement 13, 69. Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists
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Office extended his permit until 10™ July 1939. Because of the findings of the Co-
ordinating Committee, with a recommendation for transmigration, he received a visa
for India and travel documents worth £100 which was paid for by the Jewish Refugee
Committee and also £250 from his uncle. It is recorded on his financial record sheet
that he received a total of £32 in immigration fees which were later refunded by the

uncle.

Dr Adam Reischer arrived in Britain on 31% January 1939. He was born in
Lemberg in 1911 and obtained his M.D. degree in 1935 at the University of Vienna
together with his Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm. diploma from the same University in 1937.
He was guaranteed by a Mr. Vernon Cohen of 175 Regent Street, W1. He had
difficulty getting the money out of the guarantor except when he first arrived and had
to rely on friends for his finances. He had a white card and an affidavit for the U.S.A.
and since his guarantor refused to pay, money was given by the Jewish Refugee
Committee for a passport extension and visa fees, also for travel expenses to the
United States. The records show that this money was not repaid by the guarantor.

Dr. Moritz Tillinger was born in 1909 in Vienna and obtained his M.D. degree
at the University of Vienna in 1934 and his Cert.Dent.Exam.Comm. diploma in 1936.
His guarantor was a Dr. Herzfeld of 25 Clarendon Road, W11. The guarantor paid
for two tickets to Bombay and the Jewish Refugee Committee paid board money for
two people of £6 on the SS Strathallan sailing for Bombay on 2™ June 1939. It
should be noted that with his name on the Dentists Register of the G.M.C. he would
have been able to practice dentistry in a Dominion country.

The data derived from these refugees gives rise to a number of conclusions:

The earlier German refugees were able to bring out most of their money and
having been put on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register by the G.M.C., obtained
Home Office permission to practise before the ban that operated from February of
1936. The later German refugees and especially the Austrian refugees after the
Anschluss in 1938 had little or no money and the Jewish Refugee Committee,
together with the Home Office, was active in funding their living expenses and also
their examination fees where necessary.
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It would seem from the data that the majority of refugees over a period of years
paid back the money that they were lent both by the Home Office and the Jewish

Refugee Committee.

Guarantors seem to be both good and bad. Very often the guarantor either
disappeared or reached a stage where they refused to pay any further money to
support the refugee. In some instances the guarantors would pay for the boat fares

for re-emigration.
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The Society of Friends (Quakers)

The treatment of Jews by the Nazi regime in Germany was a matter of great
concern to Friends. Friends had taken an active part in relief work and in the work
of reconciliation in Germany after the first world war and had established many close
links with the German people, strengthened by a small German membership of the
Society of Friends. As early as 1933, The Meeting for Sufferings in London set up
the German Emergency Committee (G.E.C.) which worked until the outbreak of the
War to alleviate suffering, to assist immigration and to protest about the conditions in
Germany*™®. After the Anschluss, Friends House in Euston Road in London was
inundated with requests for help and virtually became a large case-working
organisation. In February 1939, 80 G.E.C. workers, together with 14,000 case files,
moved into 25 rooms on the third floor of Bloomsbury House (the former Palace
Hotel).

Following the Anschluss the Home Office requested that there should be a
single body with which it could deal on matters of refugee policy. The G.E.C. joined
with all the other organisations in Bloomsbury House to form the Co-ordinating
Committee for Refugees. Mary Omerod, who had worked on the G.E.C., was
appointed Secretary. Work that she and the Co-ordinating Committee carried out in
relation to Austrian dentists has already been alluded to.  Three dentists, who
graduated from the University of Vienna, have particular cause to be grateful to
them. Firstly Jacques Kurer*”", who was one of the 40 Austrians allowed to come to
Britain to retrain over a six-month period in 1939 (see Appendix 2 p. 336). The
Quakers were active in obtaining visas for his wife and two sons and later for his
parents. In Britain, the Kurers were housed with a Quaker family, a Mr. and Mrs.
Goodwin in Manchester. In addition, his two sons Hans and Peter were sent by the
Society of Friends as borders to the local Quaker school in Bootham.

The second dentist particularly helped by the G.E.C. was Hugo Schneider*’
(see Appendix 2 p. 374) who had escaped from Vienna with his wife and son Hans to
Karpinia, originally in Czechoslovakia but ceded to Poland following the Munich
Agreement. Hugo Schneider arranged for his son to go to the Quaker school in the

470 Darton, Laurence, Friends Committee for Refugees and Aliens, 1933-1950, London, 1954
47 [nterview with Peter Kurer (son) 10® January 2005
472 Interview with Hans Schneider (son) 13" November 2004
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Netherlands and he flew alone on a circuitous route via Prague to avoid Germany.
Schneider was given help by the Quakers and eventually ended up in Edinburgh and
Hans was helped to escape from Holland by the Quakers who looked after the family
during their initial period in Edinburgh, where Hans was sent to a Quaker boarding
school.

Thirdly, Majer Wolf Eirew who was also one of the 40 Austrian dentists
allowed in by the Co-ordinating Committee in September 1938. He was helped to
escape from Vienna by the Quakers and settled in Manchester. He took his L.D.S.
examination at the University of Manchester Dental School. His son Hans was
financed at the Quaker boarding school at Bootham*’3,

Michael Alt*# was born in Jehlava, Silesia, in 1864 and obtained his M.D.
degree at the University of Vienna in 1890. Dr. Alt and his wife had one daughter
(Dr. Lowick’s mother) and they lived in a small apartment adjacent to the dental
practice. By the time of the Anschluss in 1938, Dr. Alt was 74 years old and was too
old and unfit to consider emigration. The Quakers were active in Vienna and offered
to help his daughter and grandson. They obtained visas for them to go to Britain,
where they lived in the Aberdeen home of a Quaker, Colonel Lilburn; the mother
working as a domestic. The Quakers were instrumental in helping the grandson to
attend Manchester University Medical School. Dr. Alt was left behind in Vienna and
died in 1941 of lung cancer.

Kurt Heilbron left Achin, near Bremen, in 1934 because he wanted to study
dentistry but the German dental schools were already closed to Jews. He went to
Manchester, with the help of the Quakers, and studied dentistry at Manchester

Dental Hospital between 1935 and 1939, eventually obtaining an L.D.S.47®

473 [nterview with Hans Eirew 12" January 2004
474 [nterview with Dr. Lowick (grandson) 1% June 2004
475 Medical refugees database, Oxford Brookes
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THE ACADEMIC ASSISTANCE COUNCIL,
(LATER THE SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF SCIENCE AND
LEARNING)

Sir William Beveridge, the Director of the London School of Economics,

realised with considerable foresight that eminent academics dismissed from German
universities needed the help of their British colleagues. In May 1933 he set up the
Academic Assistance Council (A.A.C.) with the help of Leo Szilard and this was
initially based in Geneva, and later in London and Cambridge. This was an almost
totally non-Jewish organisation with Lord Rutherford, a Nobel Laureate in Physics, as
its president, and Sir William Beveridge and Professor C. S. Gibson as its
secretaries. Many of the British academic community contributed to the A.A.C. from
their salaries on a regular basis. The German Refugees Committee, later called the
German-Jewish Aid Committee, also allocated £2500 per year towards their fund
and continued its support during the A.A.C.’s lifetime up to March 1936. The
Council of the A.A.C. hoped that its work might be required for only a temporary
period but it became convinced that, with the ongoing devastation of German
universities, a more permanent successor to the A.A.C. was required. In March
1936 the Society for the Protection of Science and Learning (S.P.S.L.) was formed,
into which the A.A.C. was absorbed.

The Jewish Chronicle of 10" February 1939 *° reported a speech in the Great
Hall of University College London by Sir Samuel Hoare, the Home Secretary,
appealing for funds for the S.P.S.L.. Sir Samuel stated “there is scarcely an activity
of our national life, industrial, agricultural, commercial and scientific, that has not
been enriched by fertile brains of foreign immigrants”. He also supported the appeal
out of a sense of gratitude for all the services that the Jewish intellect had rendered
to humanity.

The energetic assistant secretary of the S.P.S.L. was Esther Simpson who
started work for the organisation in 1933. She was not Jewish. Esther graduated
from Leeds University with first-class honours in French and German in 1924 and
initially worked with the International Fellowship of Reconciliation in Vienna. Esther
Simpson virtually gave her entire life to the S.P.S.L., with no thought of marriage and

had few possessions; she rarely had a holiday in the conventional sense. Ata

476 Refugees benefit Britain, The Jewish Chronicle, 10* February 1939, p. 17
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superficial level her work was documentation, keeping track of individuals and
groups under oppression and opening up routes for them through international
academic channels. In the course of her work she was to help a number of refugee
dentists, many of whom became her friends*’’.

One of the first distinguished academics that the A.A.C. was asked to help
was Professor Alfred Kantorowicz 4® (see Appendix 2 p. 337) who was the Dean of
the Bonn Dental School and also Professor of Odontology. Professor Kantorowicz
was a Socialist and in 1926 he was able to transfer the administration of the Dental
School to the State but retain control of it as its Director. Professor Kantorowicz was
the originator of the Bonn Plan, which called for the complete eradication of dental
caries in children, whereby all children should be seen by dentists regularly and not
only on demand. To this end a fleet of mobile dental clinics was set up so that every
part of the country could be reached 479 Professor Kantorowicz was also the author
of some 60 papers on dentistry; he also published a Handbuch fir Zahnheilkunde
(Handbook for Dentists) in four volumes*®. A further two-volume work on clinical
dentistry followed in 1924, This distinguished dental scientist and social reformer
was put into German concentration camps, first at Borgermoor in the Luneberger
area and later in the concentration camp for prominent persons and intellectuals in
Lichtenstein in Saxony.

A letter was sent from the British Rabbi Dornhand-Cohn to Professor C. S.
Gibson F.R.S., the secretary of the A.A.C. asking for help in obtaining the release of
Professor Kantorowicz from imprisonment*®2, The A.A.C., despite pleas to the
academic community in Germany, was unable to help. Fortunately Professor
Kantorowicz was eventually released by the intervention of the Crown Prince of
Sweden who had heard him lecture during a tour of Sweden (see p. 192). The
Crown Prince was also able to organise an offer from the University of Istanbul for
him to go to Turkey, initially as a Professor of Dentistry and later as the Dean of the
Istanbul Dental School. He was given no opportunity to work in Britain, despite the
fact that he was considered the leading authority on children’s dentistry.
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The A.A.C. proved to be more successful in assisting Professor Hans
Turkheim*3. Hans Turkheim was born in Hamburg in 1889 and went to the
Universities of Hamburg and Munich to study Natural Science and Dentistry and he
obtained his D.M.D. degree in 1921 at Hamburg. He was a close friend of Alfred
Kantorowicz and it was Kantorowicz who persuaded him to spend much of his time
in dental research. During the period between 1925-35, his publications consisted of
three books and 77 papers dealing with the basic subjects of dentistry, including
physiology, histology, chemistry, caries research and bacteriology. In 1933 a further
textbook on clinical prosthetics was also published in Germany, Switzerland and
Italy. Professor Turkheim was accepted by the G.M.C., setting up a successful
practice at 44 Devonshire Place, W1. The A.A.C. were helpful in smoothing his
path, along with financial help from the German-Jewish Refugee Committee. It was,
however, unsuccessful in obtaining any offer of a post in any of the dental schools so
that Professor Turkheim could continue his research. This meant that a brilliant
career was brought to a halt except for the minor amount of research that he was
able to carry out in a small laboratory above his practice in London. This was mostly
concerned with bacteriology and caries.

Following the Anschluss in March 1938, the S.P.S.L. was presented with a
large group of Austrian dentists and researchers, many of them world authorities who
were dismissed from their positions at the University of Vienna. Harry Sicher*®* was
49 years old at the time he arrived in Britain in 1938. He was a Professor of
Anatomy at the University of Vienna Medical School and had succeeded
Zuckerkandel and Tandler, two famous Jewish anatomists. It was with Professor
Tandler that he wrote Anatomy for Dentists*®®. This was published in many
languages throughout the world. Harry Sicher also wrote a textbook on anatomy
and technique for local anaesthesia®® . In addition he had written some 77 scientific
papers relating to dental anatomy, human and comparative embryology, oral
surgery, local anaesthesia and anthropology. In a letter to Miss Dannenberg, the
Secretary of the German Jewish Aid Committee dated 29" March 1938‘¢’, Esther

Simpson states that:

483 podleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/6

484 Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/5 Letters and data re Harry Sicher

485 gicher, H, and Tandler, J. Anatomie fiir Zahndrzte, Vienna, Verlag Springer, 1926

486 gicher, H. Anatomic und Technik der Leitungs—Amesthesie: Berlin \‘l)erlz% S’ ringer, 1920
47 podleian Library, S.P.S.L 375/5 » Verlag springer,

233



Harry Sicher is a most distinguished scientist. He made the
funeral speech for Professor Tandler who died in Moscow but was
buried in Vienna in March 1938. Professor Tandler was noted for
his left wing sympathies and the funeral oration placed Harry Sicher
in a danger and he had to leave the country almost immediately.
Professor Sicher’s wife was the collaborator of Alfred Adler, father
of modern psychology. Harry Sicher would be a major coup for
British dentistry.

Esther Simpson goes on to say “he is amongst the best and most esteemed
of my friends” and how grateful she would be if the German-Jewish Aid Committee
could help to find a way so that Professor Sicher could stay in Britain Esther
Simpson was in contact with Leonard Ball, a dentist who practiced at 3 Park
Crescent, Portland Place, W1, who was not Jewish but was keen that this Viennese
group of dental researchers were not lost to Britain. In a letter to Leonard Ball dated
1% April 1938, Esther Simpson states that support is needed from British dentists if
Professor Sicher was to practice here. Sicher could fill out a schedule for the
G.M.C. but for a man of his eminence, requalifying would be inappropriate.

A previous letter from Esther Simpson to Leonard Ball dated 29" March 1938
asks Ball to get the support of well-known dentists. Sicher is prepared to work
unpaid at a university if necessary if his special knowledge would be of help to
dentistry in Britain.

Esther Simpson was also in communication with Hugo Blaschko. Blaschko had
left Germany in 1933 and had worked both at Cambridge and Oxford Universities.
He was a world-famous biochemist and discovered monoamine oxidase inhibitors for
treating depression. He was probably one of the earliest scientists to be helped by
the A.A.C. Blaschko spent his first year in Britain helping the A.A.C. place refugees
before accepting a research position at Cambridge University in 1934. In a letter
from Herman Blaschko to Esther Simpson dated 8" April 1938, Blaschko
recommends that she contacts Professor Harris, Head of Anatomy at Cambridge
University. Harris’ reply was totally negative, stating that they had no space,
especially for a foreign refugee. Blaschko also suggests:

E. Wilfred Fish of Cavendish Square is probably the most
eminent dentist in the country who is familiar with Sicher’s work and
his name carries great weight in the profession?e8.

48 Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/5
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In a letter from Esther Simpson to Blaschko dated 9™ April 1938, she states
that “in view of the opposition of members of the British Dental Association, | think
Sicher will be compelled to renounce the idea of practicing in Britain” Esther
Simpson wrote to Wilfred Fish on 11" April 1938, stating that she had been
recommended “to approach you on behalf of Professor Sicher. | understand that
you are an authority on his subject and I am enclosing his C.V. Could we have your
confidential opinion on Sicher?” Wilfred Fish’s reply is dated 13" April 1938 and he
states “l do not know Professor Sicher personally. | do know Professor Weinmann,
who visited me yesterday, who gave him a glowing testimony for his work on dental
anatomy, anatomy and anaesthetics. Apparently he has a very sound reputation,
though his dental work is not known in this country.™®

Fish had not only visited Bernhard Gottlieb’s Vienna Institute many times
and been taught the histological techniques that they used but was obviously familiar
with the other members of the closely-knit research institute, including Harry Sicher,
Joseph Peter Weinmann, Rudolf Kronfeld, Balint Orban and other members of the
team*®®. Bearing these facts in mind, it is difficult to accept that he wrote such an
anaemic reference about Harry Sicher. The possibility arises that he was looking
after his own interests and keeping away the competition, or that there was a latent
anti-Semitic attitude, although there is little evidence for this*®’.

Leonard Ball, on Esther Simpson’s behalf, also contacted Charles Rilot,
M.R.C.S., M.R.CP., L.D.S., who was Chairman of the Dental Board and also the
Dental Representative on the G.M.C. Committee. His answer quotes the 1878
Dentist's Act for permitting foreign dentists to practice in Britain but he does say that
as a member of the Dental Education Committee, if Sicher's name came up, he
would see that it got careful and sympathetic consideration. This letter was dated
24 April 1938. Leonard Ball had also been in contact with William Senior L.D.S.
who was Secretary of the British Dental Association. Senior took a much more
aggressive tone. In a letter dated 4™ April 1938, he writes:

As the law stands, it is necessary to get a registration
from the G.M.C. and fill in the necessary application forms,
which if not up to standard would not be approved. It is only
right that today the G.M.C. has refused a large number of
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applications and even if registered on the Foreign List of the

G.M.C,, it will still be necessary to obtain a permit from the

Home Office to allow for practice in Britain. The Home Office,

on the representations of the Dental Profession has indicated

that it will issue no more licences to practice dentistry. Sicher's

“case would therefore be very faint indeed.

Senior goes on to say that “he has received today, 4" April, a resolution by
the Metropolitan Branch of the BDA, objecting in the strongest terms against any
relaxation in view of the latest persecution of Jews in Austria”. Senior finishes his
letter by saying “l should not in any way support an application from Professor
Sicher™®.

A letter from Leonard Ball to Esther Simpson dated 8™ April 1938, sums
up the situation: “it shows the unfortunate attitude of my profession, or at least an
influential part of it. The BDA represents the political side of a considerable part of
the profession and | fear that this opinion will carry considerable weight with the
Home Office.”

The epitaph on Harry Sicher’s failed attempt to find a position in Britain with
the help of the S.P.S.L. is given by a letter from Martin Rushton to Esther Simpson
dated 4" April 1938. Rushton was a non-practising, pure dental academic and his
specialities were oral pathology and oral surgery. He was later to become one of
the dominant names in the dental profession. He states that “Sicher has a good
reputation as a teacher of anatomy and embryology and for research on these
subjects, also in anthropology. 1 think anyone who gets him should be grateful™*

Sicher's last communication with the S.P.S.L. was in 1947 when he wrote to
the new assistant secretary, Miss llse Ursell. In a letter dated 21% July, he thanks
her for the reports of the S.P.S.L., and for the record says that he is now Professor
of Anatomy and Histology and Chairman of the Department at the School of
Dentistry of Loyola University, Chicago.

In the book Refugee Scholars ***, dentists are only mentioned once. “Harry
Sicher, a dental professor in Vienna had a regular string quartet with whom Tess
Simpson played when she was in Vienna prior to 1938. After the Anschluss she

tried in vain to obtain a position for him in Britain but failed.”

492 godleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/S
4% Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/5
4% Cooper, R. M., Refugee Scholars — Conversations with Tess Simpson, Leeds, Moreland Books
1992, p. 117 : )

236



The S.P.S.L. was equally unsuccessful in helping Joseph Peter
Weinmann*®® who was born in Bohemia in 1896 and joined Bernard Gottleib's
renowned research institute in 1923 after he had qualified M.D. at the University of
Vienna. Joseph Weinmann'’s research had covered histology, anatomy and
bacteriology. He was friendly with Wilfred Fish but this did not seem to help his
case, despite the fact that Fish was one of his referees. Dr. Weinmann was one of
264 applications that had been received from Austrian dentists after March 1938.

A Joint Committee on Refugee Dentists had been set up by the Home Secretary,
Sir Samuel Hoare, to examine applications from Austrian dental practitioners
seeking permission to reside in Britain for the purpose of practicing dentistry“gs.
The third meeting of the Joint Committee*¥’, following considerable discussion,
reduced the number of applicants to 93. Of these, 31 had British addresses and
were invited to attend for interview and out of this number, as we have seen, 24
attended. Joseph Peter Weinmann was one who failed to attend. The
supposition would be that, with 25 years' research experience in Vienna and
contributions of some 50 articles to various medical and dental journals, he felt that
it was demeaning to have to requalify. He therefore went to the United States and
spent one year at the College of Dentistry at the University of lllinois and a year at
Columbia University before joining the Dental School at Loyola University as an
Assistant Professor of Oral Pathology. It is interesting to note that Weinmann
continued to be a prolific researcher, publishing more than 160 articles on bone
physiology and pathology, amelogenesis and normal and pathologic oral epithelium
and periodontal disease. His greatest achievement, however was the creation of a
Department of Oral Pathology at the University of lllinois that for 20 years trained
many of those who would lead academic dentistry in America and elsewhere in the

world*%,

Despite many setbacks, the S.P.S.L., in the guise of Esther Simpson, was
able to provide help to a number of dental scientists. Dr. Leander Pohl*®® was
born in 1895 in Vienna and achieved his M.D. degree at the University of Vienna in
1920. He was an assistant to Professor Pichler who was the Dean of the Vienna
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University Dental School. His specialisation was oral surgery and radiology and
he was also an accomplished painter and a maker of anatomical models. In 1931
he published The Atlas of Histology 50 and between 1927 and 1938 he published
some 35 papers. A paper written in 1937 describing for the first time the extra-oral
splinting of the fractured edentulous mandible was published in Vienna in 1937 and
later expanded and published in The Lancet in 19415018 With the help of Esther
Simpson, Dr. Leander Pohl was accepted by Guy’s Hospital Dental School in 1939
and obtained his L.D.S. diploma.
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Figure 71 Guy’s Hospital Student Record Card for Leander Pohl502

In 1947, being stateless, Pohl had no passport to allow him to travel to
dental conferences outside Britain. He appealed again to Esther Simpson and the
S.P.S.L. and they were able to obtain fast-track approval for his naturalisation.

The S.P.S.L. was also able to help Hans SchachterS03 who was born in
Vienna in 1906 and received his M.D. degree from the University of Vienna in 1928.
He was one of the 40 dentists who were given permission to requalify in Britain in
1938. He completed his L.D.S. at the Royal Dental Hospital in London in 1939.

SPohl, Leander, Atlas ofHistology, Vienna, Safar, 1931

1 Pohl, Leander, Splinting of the Fractured Edentulous Mandible, The Lancet 4th October 1941, p. 389
2 King’s College London University of London Archives and Corporate Records

9B Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/4

238



Hans Schachter was also an assistant to Professor Pichler at the University of
Vienna Dental School, his speciality being treatment of school-children, especially in
relation to orthodontic abnormalities. In addition to help that he obtained from the
S.P.S.L., Schachter was also assisted by the German-Jewish Aid Committee and
was given the necessary funding to complete his L.D.S. diploma. Both Hans
Schachter (and his wife, who was also a dental surgeon) worked for the School
Dental Service before he went into private practice in 1942. Esther Simpson’s
S.P.S.L. notes also include a letter from the Home Office dated 2rd November 1940
which says that the “Secretary of State wishes to inform you that Mr Hans Schachter
has not been interned”. This would signify that S.P.S.L.’s efforts to prevent his

internment were successful.

i~

Figure 72 Home office letterto S.P.S.L. regarding Hans Schachter
Hans Schachter wrote to the S.P.S.L. again on 10hApril 1946 with regard to

the problems of naturalisation. He states that he tried once a year from 1939 to
1943 to join the Army Dental Corps but had always been refused. He stated that he
had taken steps through his solicitor, Mr. Barnett Janner, to claim priority for
naturalisation so that he could travel abroad with a British passport and he would be
grateful if the Society could support his application. He eventually achieved his
naturalisation in 1947.
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Figure 73 Letter from Hans Schachter to S.P.S.L. regarding fast-track naturalisation

Karl Ludwig Peter84who was born in Vienna in 1905 and obtained his M.D.
degree from its in 1923 was again one of the 40 dentists allowed to requalify, and
obtained his L.D.S. diploma in 1941 at the University of Edinburgh. Karl Ludwig Peter
is interesting because he was a Roman Catholic but with Jewish grandparents, which
under the NUremberg laws meant that he was not acceptable. Although a Professor
of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery in Vienna, the S.P.S.L. was not able to find him an
equivalent position in Britain. He went into private practice in Basingstoke.

Two brothers, Fritz and Walter Miinzesheimer 506, had been baptised and were
Protestants but they also had Jewish grandparents. They were born in Karlsruhe in
1895 and 1901 respectively. Both qualified D.M.D. at the University of Berlin Dental
School; Fritz in 1921, Walter in 1925. With the help of the S.P.S.L. Fritz was
accepted onto the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1937 and Walter in 1935. The
Home Office gave them permission to practice, but not in London. Fritz
Munzesheimer set up his practice in Oxford and his brother went to Birmingham.
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The S.P.S.L. was also successful in helping Otto Pick®® who was born in 1901
in Vienna, obtained his M.D. degree in 1927 and, being one of the fortunate 40,
obtained his L.D.S. from the Royal Dental Hospital in 1939. With help of the S.P.S.L.
he was able to obtain Home Office permission to go into practice, which he did at 28
Welbeck Street, London, W.1.

There was only one example of a refugee dentist being sent to Canada after he
was arrested and interned in 1940°°".  Ernst Bustin®®® was born in Vienna in 1895 and
obtain his M.D. degree at the University of Vienna Medical School in 1928, followed by
two years’ training in the specialism of dentistry. He had written some 21 papers,
mostly on orthodontics, and a text book with Dr. Leist on practical orthodontics. He
was not one of the 40 Austrian dentists selected to requalify in Britain prior to being
allowed to practice and therefore had no G.M.C.-recognised dental qualification.

Dr. Bustin's main sponsor was Dr. Harriet Chick C.B.E., D.Sc. of the Institute of
Preventive Medicine. Dr. Chick and Esther Simpson worked hard on his behalf and
eventually, as he was on the G.M.C. Medical Register, he obtained a position in the
School Dental Service in Lincolnshire in June 1940. He was arrested as an enemy
alien after only two days and sent by ship to Canada for internment. He was released
on 29" March 1941 but decided to stay rather than return to Britain. On September
25™ 1942 he found a post at the Mount Sinai Hospital in Toronto®®,

In various ways, the S.P.S.L. and Esther Simpson were able to help 11 refugee
dentists. This is only a very small proportion of the total number of scholars and
scientists they helped in other disciplines. It is unfortunate that in no single case was
the S.P.S.L. able to place any eminent dental scientist into a British dental school or
into a research environment. Those that were placed on the Foreign List of the
Dentists Register went into private practice. The impeccable research credentials of
dental refugees such as Hans Turkheim, Leander Pohl, Karl Ludwig Peter and Hans
Schachter were ignored and they too went into private practice. Perhaps the most
eminent, Harry Sicher and Joseph Weinmann, went to the United States where they
were welcomed and rapidly integrated into the dental research communities in

Chicago.

59 Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/6
507 Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 372/5
508 Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/7
5% Bodleian Library, S.P.S.L. 373/7

241



THE SOCIETY OF CONTINENTAL DENTAL SURGEONS AND
THE ANGLO-CONTINENTAL DENTAL SOCIETY

The possibility of forming a dental society mainly of German refugee dental
surgeons practicing in Britain was initially proposed by Dr. F. G. Salomon who was a
graduate of the Dental School in Berlin in 1920. Interestingly he had also been
Secretary of the German Dental Association up to 1933.

Also involved was Dr. Richard Engel, who was to become the first President of
the Society and Dr. Hans Turkheim (“Turky”) who was without doubt the most
distinguished academic amongst the group of refugee dentists. Having lost his
professorship at the University of Hamburg he had been accepted onto the Dentists
Register by the G.M.C. in 1935.

Figure 74 Committee of the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons

The reason for the formation of the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons
registered in Britain was triggered by the attitude of the British Dental Association
(B.D.A.) which had, from 1936, fought for a ban on refugee dentists being allowed
to practice in Britain B.D.A. policy was not to accept aliens as members. The
first meeting of the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons took place on 27th
March 1943 at Bloomsbury House. After the first year, Dr. Engel resigned, to be
succeeded by Dr. F. R. Munz (previously Minzesheimer). Munz was also a
graduate of the Berlin Dental School in 1921. Inthe spring of 1945 Dr. Munz
resigned for health reasons and Dr. Hans Turkheim was elected to succeed him
Dr. Turkheim and Dr. Salomon were the two great giants of the Society of
Continental Dental Surgeons and remained in office for 10 years. In addition to
forming their own Society of Refugee Dentists, Turkheim and Salomon embarked
on a policy of improving the standards of dentistry in Britain that they felt fell far

below that of dentistry on the Continent. They were also highly critical of the
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radical phitosophy of focal infection®'®. During the war they fostered lecturers from
among their own group, but post-war they instituted an ambitious project of inviting
leading Continental dental academics to lecture in Britain. These lectures were
advertised in the dental press and were open to British colleagues.

Hans Turkheim had been in close contact with the Editors of the
Intemational Dental Joumnal (the Journal of the Fédération Dentaire Intemationale)
and he asked Martin Rushton, Professor of Dental Medicine at Guy's Hospital, and
a world authority, to write a paper on the failed theory of focal infection and all the
excesses committed in its name. This he did in a classic paper®'!, with certain
reservations; the most important of which was the connection between rheumatic
fever and damaged heart valves where a bacteraemia of dental origin could result
in sub-acute bacterial endocarditis. Martin Rushton’s paper supported the
American attitude to focal infection®'2, a philosophy long followed by dentists from
Germany and Austria.

It was a tragedy when Dr. Turkheim died suddenly in the spring of 1955.

He was commemorated by the Hans Turkheim Memorial Address, which is given
annually either by a leading Continental academic or a leading colleague from
Britain.

In 1957 the three British dental groups, the British Dental Association,
Incorporated Dental Society and the Society of Public Health Dentists, merged
under the auspices of the British Dental Association and for the first time refugee
dentists, many of whom had now become naturalised British citizens, were allowed
to join. Alsoin 1957, the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons was renamed
the Anglo-Continental Dental Society (A.C.D.S.) and the relationship between the
A.C.D.S. and the B.D.A. became cordial at last.

510 1 terview with Dr. Maurice Hermele, 30" October 2003
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Figure 75 Dr. Walter Reif

Dr. Walter Reif, a graduate of Bonn University Dental School in 1928, took
over the Presidency after Hans Turkheim died in 1955 and by the end of his term of
office the Anglo-Continental Dental Society continued to flourish. It provided a
well-known meeting point for international dental science for over 25 years.
Prevailing attitudes in Europe pointed towards a further change in name and the
Anglo-Continental Dental Society eventually transformed into the European Dental
Society under the guidance of its first President, John Forrest, in 1983.

Walter Reif, in delivering the Hans Turkheim Memorial Address in 1983513
paid tribute to his memory. Reif recalled two events during Professor Turkheim’s
Presidency, one scientific, the other political, which proved his great knowledge
and humanitarian feeling. First was his total belief in conservative treatment and
in ApriH 943 both he and Dr. Munz had lectured on what now is known as
endodontics (the root filling of apparently hopeless teeth). Walter Reif went on to
say that he did not think it was an exaggeration to say that the Anglo-Continental
Dental Society and its forerunner the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons were
in some measure responsible for a move towards the more conservative treatment
of teeth in Britain and away from the philosophy of focal infection with emphasis on
a clearance of teeth and the provision of full dentures.

The second event that Walter Reif mentioned in relation to Hans Turkheim
was the fact that he found justice for dental colleagues who were unable to be
placed on the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. Professor Turkheim, by his
constant lobbying of the dental authorities, was eventually able to have a special
paragraph in the 1956 Dentists Act which corrected this problem. This was the

setting up of the Statutory Examination that allowed refugee dentists whose

813 European Dental Society Newsletter No. 1, November 1983
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credentials had not been accepted to sit a two-part examination, and if successful
they would be placed on the Dentists Register”*.

The archives of the A.C.D.S., which were in the hands of the Secretary, who
was the daughter of the 1938 President Kurt Bronne, have unfortunately been lost
515

Past Presidents of the S.C.D.S./A.C.D.S.

1943 Dr. R. Engel

1944 Dr. F. R. Munz

1945 Dr. H. Turkheim
1956 Dr. W. Reif

1977 Dr. W. Grossman
1978 Dr. E. Rosenstrauch
1979 Dr. J. Ellinger

1981 Dr. D. Ritchie

1982 Dr. Z. Frankl

1983 Dr. K. Bronne

514 The Dentists Register 1957 London, General Dental Council, p. xliii
515 Interview with John Ellinger 10™ September 2001
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THE INTERNATIONAL DENTAL FEDERATION
(FEDERATION DENTAIRE INTERNA TIONALE)

The Fédération Dentaire Intemationale '® was created by the third
international dental congress that met in Paris in 1900. Itis a permanent
representative of the dental profession of the world and international dental
congresses were held every five years with the exception of the period during the First
and Second World Wars.

As a League of National Dental Societies of different countries, its purpose

is to act in all matters of interest to the dental profession and to serve as a permanent
link of relation and union between dental practitioners of all nations. The executive
council of the F.D.I. assembled in Edinburgh on 28" July 19335"7 considered solely the
protection of the rights that had been granted to dentists world-wide by the diplomas or
degrees conferred on them by competent authorities of their respective countries. It
declared that under no circumstances whether for reason of race, religion or party
politics, should their colleagues thus duly qualified be restrained in the free and normal
exercise of their profession, nor should any restrictions be imposed upon the
practitioners who had carried out their moral and professional duties.

The executive council considered that any restriction dictated by similar
considerations would create a precedent prejudicial to the interests of the practitioners.
it aimed these comments at Germany, which since 1933 had established legislation
whose objective was to eliminate Jewish dental surgeons from working in universities
as teachers and also preventing them from working in the “panel practice” system.

The president of the F.D.I. received a letter from Dr. Stiick, the
Reichszahnarztefidhrer of Germany, in which he communicated that the German
members of the Executive Council were going to resign their membership on account
of the resolution that had been taken in Edinburgh. This boycott only lasted until the
1935 meeting in Brussels when, following extensive lobbying, the German delegates
were once again allowed to participate, including Dr. Stuck. The F.D.|. Bureau had
sent a circular letter to all national dental committees asking whether some of those
persecuted colleagues might practise in their countries. The replies were very similar:

316 Ennis, John, The Story of the Fédération Dentaire Internationale 1900-1962, The Hague, A

Si,jthoff, 1967,p. 5
> Ennis, John, The story of the F.D.I., p. 103
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everyone would like to help but owing to a surplus of dentists nearly everywhere, the
laws of each country were framed to prevent foreigners from practising.

The F.D.I. programme of the 9th International Dental Congress in Vienna Of 2rdto
8th August 1936 showed that the scientific committee running the programme was
comprised of Dr. Balint Orban, President, and members Dr. Bernhard Gottlieb, Dr. O.
Hoffer, Dr. E. Janisch, Dr. H. Mathis, Dr. Harold Sicher, Dr. George Stein and Dr.
Joseph Weinmann. Drs. Orban, Gottlieb, Sicher, Stein and Weinmann were Jewish
and became refugees after the Anschluss in 1938.

British interest in the F.D.l. was marginal with only two notable names being
involved: E.W. Fish, who was President of the Scientific Committee of the F.D.l. and
A.E. Rowlett, who was Treasurer of the F.D.I., both during the 1930s. The minimal
British involvement can be seen from a list of speakers on a typical day from the
programme held by the F.D.I. in Vienna in 1936.

When their German and Austrian colleagues faced persecution in the 1930s,
the organisation, despite its high ideals, proved to be totally impotent.

COMMITTEES

Scientific Commit««« aitic«
President ~ B. ORBAN President  F. DRIAK.

Members  B. GOTTLOB Members  E. STEINSCHNEIDER
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H. MATHIS G. WEINLANDER
H. SICHER

G. STEIN

J. WEINMANN Gold« Committ««

. . President O. PREISSECKER
Finance Commitl«« E. JANISCH
President H. SCHWABE E. KELLNER
Substitute H. SCHONAUER W. MEIER
Members H. GOLDBACH L. POHL

B. GOTTLIEB H. ROSANES

E. JANISCH
B. SPITZER

Dem oastration Comm itte

President R. GROHS
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President H. roLP
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F. DRIAK
E. JANISCH
B. ORBAN
G. RUPPRECHT
F. SCHONBAUER
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President E. JANISCH
Member« G. RUPPRECHT
H. SCHWABE
B. SPITZER

G. RUPPRECHT
F. SCHONBAUER
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President B. SPITZER
Members P. BERGER

E. JANISCH

H. KRANZL
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THURSDAY, august 6,1936

8-30—i p. m.

Reports will be given in the Musikvereinshaua.

Section VB PERIODONTAL DISEASES

Section X1

Section XI1

REPORTERS

A. ENTIN, Leningrad: "Pathology And Treatment of Marginal
Parodontopathies (so-called Alveolar Pyorrhea) in the light of
recent Investigations*.

C. HAUPL, Prag: "Chronical marginal Gingivitis and Paradental

M. ROY, Paris: "Static disturbances in Alveolar Pyorrhea or
Paradentoae”.

O. WESKI, Berlin: "Par and P

OFFICIAL DEBATERS

E. LAND GRAF, Budapest
B. ORBAN, Vienna
H. H. STONES, LlverpooL

PARTIAL REMOVABLE DENTURE
REPORTERS

E.J. VAN DEN BERG. Amsterdam! "Partial Dentures from
the view-point of a general practitioner”.

A. ELBRECHT, Neti-Isenbarg
Denture".

F. C. ELLIOT, Houston: "Removable partial dentures: The
Objective and the Design”.

"The Construction of Partial

M. SPRENG, Basel: "Impressions, Piste Bases and Mean» of
Retention of Partial Removable Dentures”.
OFFICIAL DEBATERS

A. LOOS, Prsg
C. FAY, Brussels.

ON DENTAL MATERIALS

REPORTERS

CH. BENNEJEANT, Clermont-Ferrand: "Experiments of the
hardness of fusible alloys".

W. SOUDER and G. C PAFFENBARGER, Washington!
"Research on Dental materials brings improved dental Service".

J. SPANNER, Pforzheim: "Contraction and temperature of
Gold Alloys".

E. WANNENMACHER, Berlin: "Biological questions in
Dental Technology".
OFFICIAL DEBATERS

CH. BONSACK. Bienne
C. FALCK, Munich.

Figure 76 F.D.l. Congress

THURSDAY, august 6, 1936

2.30 --5 p.in.

Section Vili

Section X

Section X1

Section XI1

8.30 p. m.

Every day from 8

Every afternoon

PROGRAM
9.30 a. ro.

Table CIINICS will be given in the Handelsakademir.

PERIODONTAL DISEASES
L, A.Blanco, Madrid J. Linka, Tries!

. S. Brtake, Amsterdam B. Orban, Vienna

,P. Darciaaac, Pans K. . Ortion, Paris

"~ M. Davldoff, Leipzig M. Roy, Paris
H. L. Hardwick, London B. Schatzmann, Paris
F. Hzuptmeyer, Essen K. Steinbach, Hamburg
R.Jaccard, Geneva H. If. Slones, Liverpool
W. F. Lawrenz. Long Beach J. Thébaud, Port-au-Prince
R. Leaver, London A. Wiasotiky, Tel-Aviv

TREATMENT OF ROOT-CANALS, FOCAL
INFECTION
J. C. Ailianos and
N. Chaniotia, Athens
P. Bernard, Paris
O. Bunch, Copenhagen
. Cahen, Basel

I. Oltescn, Oslo

S. Palassi, Milan

M. Sapel, Paria

S. Scidner, Vienna

F. A. Sickelinore, Worthing
G. Slein. Vienna

H. Sturm, Reichenberg

R. Trauner, Vienna

H. Wolf, Vienna.

B. Gottlieb, Vienna
Rob. Kronfcld, Vienna
H. Lentulo, Paris

E. Nivard, Paris

PARTIAL REMOVABLE DENTURE

J.A. M. de Decker, Gouda B. Miller, Ziirich-Enge

A. Elbrecht, Neu-lacnburg F. Neumann, Méhr.-Qslrau
F. C. Elliot, Houston R. Rose, Hamburg

K. Horina, Donawlts J. R. Schwarts, Brooklyn
L. llouuct, Paris A. A. Steiger, Zurich

Ivar Krobn, Oslo W. Wild, Zurich.
A. Loos, Prag

ON DENTAL MATERIALS

Ch. Bennejeant, Clermont - G. C. Paifenbarger, Washington
F. Schenk, Virnna

W. Souder, Washington.

P. Weikart, Cologne.

C. Falck, Munich
L. Horvath, Budapest
W. Maier, Vienna

Garden Party in the Burggarten (street clothes). Ballet,
songs, followed by dancing. In case of unfavorable weather, to
be held in the Halls of the Imperial Palace (Ho(burg).

a. m. until 5.30 p. m.

THE INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION WILL BE OPEN TO
VISITORS IN THE KONSTLERHAUS

5 O'CLOCK TEA IN THE IMPERIAL HOTEL

for Associate Members

Trip by autocar to the Augarten force llain factory.

Programme August 1936
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NATURALISATION

The National Archives’ Aliens Department (HO405) has aliens’ personal files and
applications for naturalisation relating to individual foreign citizens who arrived in
Britain between 1934-1948 and who applied for naturalisation. All the files include
the initial application for a visa or employment permit, change of name and second
world war internment papers. HO405 is being transferred gradually from the Home
Office to the National Archive. As of December 2005, files covering surnames A-K
had been transferred; the process is ongoing. These files are closed until 2048.
However, it was possible, through the Freedom of Information Act, to gain access to
the files of following dental refugees:

Andreas Biro HO405/3460

Adelbert Fehr HO405/13523
Joseph Fleischmann HO 405/13383
Franz Henschel HO405/21153
Jacques Kurer HO405/37414

The G.M.C. microfiche data shows that the majority of refugee dentists obtained
their naturalisation in 1947. A letter from Joan Stiebel, Secretary of the Jewish
Refugee Committee, dated 27" August 1942 to Mr. D. Seabourne Davies at the Home
Office Naturalisation Department states that:

Many of our refugees have now completed their term of 5 years
residence and become eligible for naturalisation. Though of course |
know that naturalisation is not granted during wartime except when an
alien can made a real contribution to the war effort.

Joan Stiebel asks whether she should advise:

those who enquire from us to put in their applications although we
know that they cannot be dealt with at the present. My reason for doing
this is that | am wondering whether, when naturalisation does become
possible, the applications will be dealt with in the order in which they
were received, in which case we would certainly advise refugees to put
in their applications as soon as they are eligible to do so.
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I JEWSH REFUGEES COMMITTEE
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desire to obtain British nationality.

Please forgive ne for botherlnr you.

Sours sincerely.

Figure 77 Letter from Jewish Refugees Committee to Home Office

In the reply, dated 26th November 1942, Seabourne Davies writes:

You wrote to us on 27thAugust asking what advice you should

give to those who enquire of you whether they should submit their

applications for certificates of naturalisation now despite the general

suspension of naturalisation. The reply | fear is that there is not advice

which we can usefully give you; it is impossible to say what policy will

eventually be adopted and whether it will do an applicant any good to

have his application on record.

By 1947 many of the refugee dentists had been resident in Britain between eight
and 14 years depending on their date of arrival. The data in the Home Office files on
the above refugees provides a ready-made sample of the progress that they had made
in their adopted country.

Andreas Biro was born in Budapest, Hungary on 4th December 1895. He
gualified as an M.D. at the University of Vienna in 1920, followed by two years’
training in the specialism of dentistry. His application for a certificate of naturalisation

shows that since December 1942, with Home Office permission granted in a
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letter’'8dated 18" December 1942, Biro had practiced on his own as a Dental
Surgeon at 26 Welbeck Street, W.1. He had well-furnished premises and a wealthy
clientele. There were four employees: one British, one Hungarian and two Austrian.
Through his solicitor, Barnett Janner, in a letter to the Home Office dated 13" June
1946, he applied for a priority grant of a certificate of naturalisation on the enclosed
Form Q. Barnett Janner states that in 1940 his client volunteered for service in the
Forces but was informed that he could not be accepted in view of his age. Barnett
Janner also points out that Biro was one of the Austrian dentists permitted to study
for the L.D.S. RCS diploma in London and since qualifying had built up a large
private practice and supplied an important need in view of the shortage of trained
dental surgeons. The Metropolitan Police Special Branch report dated 30" July 1947
showed that Biro’s application had been filled out correctly except for two items:
firstly his mother was now living with him at 48 Peters Court, Porchester Road,
London, W.2 and secondly in February 1943 the applicant’s wife left him after
alleging cruelty and persistent misconduct. She engaged solicitors with a view to
commencing divorce proceedings but the matter was settled privately and she
returned to him after a few months. They were now living together apparently
happily. Andreas Biro appeared before the Aliens Tribunal No. 6 on 2" November
1939 and was exempted from internment and the special restrictions applicable to
enemy aliens. He was, however, interned from 1* July to 1% August 1941.

The Metropolitan Police Report also included financial details, income and
expenditure accounts and balance sheets for the years ended 31% March 1945, 1946
and 1947. They showed net profits of £1,668, £1,796 and £2,272 for the three years
respectively and that a capital balance of £1,595 as of 31% March 1944 was
increased to £2,121 at 31% March 1947. Biro's business account with the Midland
Bank Wigmore Street branch showed a credit balance of £1,675 at the time of the
enquiry. At the same bank Biro had a private current account which was showing a
credit balance of £795. He was also holding shares in reliable securities to a total
market value of £4,500. He lived with his wife and mother. Income tax payments
were in order and he held no insurance endowment policies.

Andreas Biro’s wife Bozena, born 24™ September 1914 in Prague, appeared
before the Aliens Tribunal No. 6 on 2™ November 1939 and was exempted from

518 National Archives HO405/3460 Metropolitan Police Report
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internment and the special restrictions applicable to enemy aliens. She had £200 in
a Post Office Savings Bank and £100 in National Savings Certificates. Special
Branch records®'® contain a letter dated 15™ July 1942 from MI5 in which it is stated
that Andreas and Bozena Biro had been reported as well-known officials of the
Czech Communist Party and asking if any information were available in Special
Branch about their political activities. They had never come under Special Branch
notice as political extremists and although careful enquiries were made in the course
of the present investigation, nothing was learned to give support to the report
received by MI5 or to suggest that the Biros held extreme political views of any kind.

The Metropolitan Police Report also goes on to say that the couple appeared
to live respectably and within their incomes and be free from debt. They had an
adequate knowledge of English. They also gave assurances that they had not
applied to the competent Austrian authority to retain their Austrian nationality and
that in the event of a Certificate of Naturalisation being granted, they did not intend to
do so.

The naturalisation data in relation to Adelbert Fehr shows that he was born in
Czernowitz in the Bukowina province of Austria on 17" May 1891. After serving in
the Austrian Army in the first world war, he went to the University of Vienna Medical
School and obtained his M.D. degree in 1926. This was followed by the two-year
period in the specialism of dentistry. He was one of the 40 Austrian dentists allowed
to requalify. He obtained his L.D.S. diploma from the Royal Dental Hospital,
London in 1942. On 7™ August 1942 Fehr received Home Office permission to
establish himself as a private dentist at 4 The Quadrant, Richmond, Surrey. The
Metropolitan Police Special Branch examination of his finances showed that, for
income tax purposes, he was assessed at £1,494.10s.0d. for 1946. He had
£272.15s.0d. in a current account with the Midland Bank, George Street, Richmond.
He occupied a six-room flat for which he paid £135 per annum inclusive. The lower
floor of the flat was divided into a surgery, waiting room and laboratory. The
applicant was seen to live within his means. The final paragraph of the Police
Report states that the applicant, who completed the application form unaided, had an
adequate knowledge of the English language and professed his loyalty to the
country. As far as could be ascertained he was not interested in any foreign or

519 National Archives HO405/3460, Metropolitan Police Report
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subversive political organisation or connected with extreme politics in Britain. He
and his wife appeared to be persons of good character and respectability. Searches
in the Metropolitan Police records showed nothing recorded to their detriment.

Joseph Fleischmann, according to his application for a Certificate of
Naturalisation, was born in 1894 in Nyerges Ujzaln, Hungary. He was living at 10
Alberon Gardens, London, NW11 and his private dental practice was at 8 Apsley
House, Finchley Road, NW8. He was another of the 40 refugee dentists from
Austria given the opportunity to requalify and he obtained his L.D.S. diploma in 1940.
Fleischmann had an M.D. from the University of Vienna in 1920 followed by two
years’ training in the specialism of dentistry. A letter from Barnett Janner, his
solicitor, dated 8™ April 1946 to the Undersecretary of State at the Home Office says
that he had been instructed to enclose an application form for priority grant of a
Certificate of Naturalisation Form Q. The copy of Form Q was in Dr. Fleischmann’s
file. Evidently applicants were graded as far as their contribution to the War Effort
was concerned and he was graded B, which was satisfactory. His contribution to
the economic welfare of the country was also graded B. Gradings A, outstanding
and C, unsatisfactory, were crossed out. The form also states that the Nationality
Division of the Home Office was unable to classify Dr. Fleischmann’s application for
priority as outstanding, which was the case with all the refugee dentists mentioned
above. In November 1939 Dr. Fleischmann appeared before the Aliens Tribunal No.
26. On 7" December of that year he was exempted from internment. Nevertheless
the Home Office continued to refuse him permission to practice in the London area
until 2™ April 1940, when, by a letter of that date, they granted him permission to
enter into partnership with Isadore Hovsha (Hoveshaw), a British dentist practising at
Apsley House, Finchley Road, NW8, where he continued to practise throughout the
war.

The Metropolitan Police report showed Dr. Fleischmann'’s financial position.
For the years ended 31% May 1944, 1945 and 1946, there were credit balances of
£915.19s.0d., £191.2s.0d. and £1,352.17s.0d. respectively. The accounts for the
year ended on 31% May were still in the hands of his accountants but were expected
to show a credit balance of approximately £1,600. At the time of the interview,
Fleischmann had an account with Barclays Bank, St Johns Wood, N.W.8 showing a
credit balance of £1,342.15s.9d. and National Savings Certificates to the value of
£60. He also held shares in industrial undertakings to the current value of £700. In
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addition, his wife had accounts with the National City Bank of New York and the
National Provincial Bank, Finchley Road, showing credit balances of £385 and £191
respectively. In May 1943, Dr. Fleischmann purchased the freehold of his residence
for £1,600 and obtained a mortgage of £1,000 from the Abbey National Building
Society, Golders Green branch. The repayments were £6.14s.0d. per month and
the rates £48.10s.0d. per annum. The Police Report also shows that Mr
Fleischmann held an endowment insurance policy taken out with the Canada Life
Insurance Company, 2 St James Square, SW1 on 9" October 1943. The sum
assured was £3000 and the premium £241.17s.6d. per annum. He had no other
earnings or savings but as far as could be ascertained he lived within his means and
was free from outstanding debt. He had a good knowledge of English and from
enquiries he appeared to be of good character and loyal to Britain. He was not
known to hold extreme political views nor to have been a member of any foreign or
subversive political organisation. In common with other refugees, Fleischmann
stated that he was not applying and did not intend to apply to any competent
Austrian authority to retain his Austrian nationality in the event of a Certificate of
British Naturalisation being granted to him.

Fritz Henschel was born in 1906 in Stettin and obtained his D.M.D. degree
from the University of Bonn in 1930. The Home Office file shows that he was initially
accepted onto the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. in 1936 but was not allowed to
practice because of the Home Office ban. He did, however, obtain employment as a
skating instructor for Messrs. Sports Drome Ltd, Twickenham in respect of which
employment he received a salary of £8 per week. He was given permission to
remain in Britain until 21° May 1939 and his salary was deemed sufficient to support
his parents who were also refugees from Germany, arriving in Britain on 7"
December 1938. Fritz Henschel was given permission to practice by the Home
Office in 1941 and had his dental surgery at 377 Chiswick High Road, W.4.
Finances showed a gross income of £2,500 for 1947. His outlay and maintenance in
support of his parents was some £200 a year. Mr Henschel lived within his means
and was free from debt.

Jacques Kurer was born in Vienna on 5™ April 1899. One of the 40 Austrian
refugee dentists given permission to requalify, Kurer obtained his LD.S. diploma at
the University of Manchester Dental School in 1939. He had received his M.D.
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degree from the University of Vienna in 1925 followed by two years training in the
specialism of dentistry.

On 3™ June 1938 Kurer was given asylum by Mrs Mary Goodwin of 165
Wilmington Road, Manchester who was a Quaker and a friend of the applicant’s wife
and her mother. Mrs. Goodwin gave the family both hospitality and financial
support. On 16™ October 1939 the applicant and his wife appeared before the
Manchester Aliens Tribunal and were exempted from internment and from special
restrictions applicable to many aliens under the Aliens Order 1920, as amended,
being classified as refugees from Nazi oppression. The applicant was granted
permission by the Secretary of State to establish himself in dental practice in
Manchester by Home Office letter’? dated 18" January 1940. He was granted
further exemption from internment by the Home Office on 29" June 1940°?',

In January 1941 he transferred his practice to Llandudno by permission of the
Secretary of State®?2 notified to him in Home Office letter reference K.11277 dated
ot January 1941. In July 1944 he returned to practice in Manchester with the
concurrence of the Home Office, expressed in a letter dated 26" February 1943,
Kurer at that time lived with his wife and youngest child at 4 Edge Lane, Manchester
21 and conducted his practice in premises at 30, St Anne Street, Manchester.

Attached to the Manchester City police force report dated 26™ May 1947 are
certified accounts for the year ending 31% March 1946. The compilation for the year
ending 31% March 1947 had not yet been completed. Dr. Kurer had an account with
Barclays Bank, Cross Street, Manchester and was overdrawn by £492. He was
granted an overdraft of £500 in July 1946 and was not required to deposit any
security with the bank in that connection. He was insured with the Caledonian
Insurance Company to the sum of £1,500 with profits; this policy was contracted on
5t October 1946, with a quarterly premium of £16.1s.3d. that was paid to date.

The Manchester City Police report goes on to state:

Mr. Kurer has no other financial interests, possessions or
sources of income other than the dwelling house 4 Edge Lane,
Manchester 21, which he purchased in April 1944 for £1500 of
which £700 remains to be paid at the rate of £100 annually.

Despite his liabilities, it is felt that the applicant has
successfully established himself in lucrative practice in this City,

520 National Archives HO 405/27414, Home office letter K.11227
521 National Archives HO 405/27414 Home office letter GEN.200/6/79
522 National Archives HO 405/27414, Home office letter K.11277
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and in such circumstances may be considered financially sound.

He states that he has not at any time been adjudicated bankrupt,

made a composition with creditors or been the subject of judicial

proceedings of any kind. He also asserts that he has not been a

member of any foreign political organisation and that does not

appear to be any reason to doubt his loyalty to this country in which

has expressed the intention permanently to reside.

Jacques Kurer also applied on Form Q for priority consideration of his
application for naturalisation. A letter of support is present in the file from the Society
of Friends that had initially looked after the Kurer family. It states that his household
expenses were heavy in that he had to sustain his father and mother, wife and three
children, two of which were at boarding school. His eldest son Hans Gustav was
sitting for the Higher School Certificate Examination and had applied for admission to
the Medical Faculty of the University of Manchester. A letter from the Headmaster
of Bootham School in York dated 22" April 1947 to the Undersecretary of State at
the Home Office Nationality Division states that:

Hans Gustav Kurer is a pupil at this school and is preparing for the

Higher School Certificate Examination which will take in July. He

has applied for admission to the Medical Faculty of the University of

Manchester and is hopeful that he will be pemitted to begin his

training in October of this year. The fact that he is not yet a British

subject may seriously affect his admission to the University and it is

therefore most desirable that his father’s application to become a

naturalised British subject be considered as early as possible.

The Headmaster's letter finishes with the statement that he warmly supports
the application for naturalisation made by Mr. Kurer and that he had known the boy
intimately for the past 18 months, had met his parents regularly and could
recommend them without any hesitation whatsoever.

Like other refugee dentists, Jacques Kurer's naturalisation was not given
preferential status on Form Q and was eventually conferred in 1947. Hans Kurer did
not go to Manchester University Medical School despite his wishes, but ended up at
Manchester University Dental School instead, eventually qualifying as a dentist.

The files on naturalisation available on the five refugee dentists from the
National Archive give a unique long-term assessment of these dental refugees in

their adopted country. The following conclusions might be drawn:

256



1. All the refugee dentists who were on the G.M.C. register were

eventually given permission to practice between 1941-46°%

. The ban on allowing
refugee dentists to practice that had been in operation since February 1936 was
overtaken by the war, when the demand for dentistry changed, especially because of
the shortage of dentists owing to those that had been called up to the armed forces.

2. All the refugee dentists in question had been successful in private
dental practice and were self-supporting. Many of them had been particularly
successful and from their financial data had a good income. In most cases they
owned the properties that they lived in.

3. The Metropolitan Police Special Branch reports showed that they were
good citizens and were happy to dedicate their future to their adopted country by
becoming naturalised and had no intention of returning to their original homelands.

4. The enthusiasm for dentistry that was so evident in the refugee dentists
that succeeded in practice in Britain was passed on to the generations that followed.
The most prodigious was the Eirew family: Major Eirew obtained his M.D. degree in
Vienna in 1920 and was one of the forty Austrian dentists who obtained an L.D.S.
diploma in 1940. Hans Eirew, his son, qualified from Manchester Dental School with
L.D.S. in 1946; Mrs. Margaret Rose, his daughter, qualified with an L.D.S. in 1955
and her daughter Josephine Davis qualified L.D.S., B.D.S. in 1965.

The Kurer family history in dentistry starts with Jacques, who obtained his
M.D. qualification in Vienna in 1925 and in Britain obtained his L.D.S. diploma in
1939. Jacques had two sons, both of whom became dentists. Hans Kurer qualified
from Manchester Dental School with L.D.S. in 1953; he later obtained an M.Sc.
degree in 1980 and a Ph/D/, also from Manchester, in 1990. Hans was President of
the Royal College of General Dental Practitioners shortly after its inauguration. He
was awarded an O.B.E. in 1998. Peter qualified L.D.S. from the University of
Durham in 1955.

One of Hans' sons, Julian, qualified in dentistry at University College in
London in 1990 and later obtained an M.Sc. and F.D.S., R.C.S,, followed by
recognition as a specialist in Periodontology. One of Peter Kurer’s sons also took

523 Medical Register. Temporary fegistmtions order January S.R.O. 1941 initially applied to the right
to medical practice by refugee§ with the correct qualifications and was also extended to include dental
practice for those refugee dentists on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register.
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up dentistry; Steven qualified from University College London in 1988 and now

practises in Israel.

Figure 78 Drs. Julian and Stephen Kurer 2006

The Schuler generations in dentistry started with Berthold Schuler who
obtained his D.M.D. degree from the University of Cologne in 1921. He was
accepted by the G.M.C. onto the Dentists Register in 1935 and given permission to
practice. Leonard Schuler was his son, who came to Britain as a dental student and
qualified from the Royal Dental Hospital in London with an L.D.S. diploma in 1942,
André Schuler is Leonard’s son and qualified from Guys Hospital Dental School in
1985. He now practices in Germany, near Dusseldorf, where his grandfather was

born.

Berthold Leonard Andre

Figure 79 Three generations of the Schuler family
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CONCLUSION

Between 1933 and 1939 Britain was offered over 1,100 well-trained dental
surgeons who were refugees from Nazi oppression in Germany and Austria. The
G.M.C. and the Joint Committee for Refugee Dentists accepted 299 of these and
rejected over 700. Many were experts within dentistry itself such as oral
surgery, orthodontics, endodontics (root canal therapy) and fixed and removable
prosthodontics (construction of precision dentures and bridges). The
stomatologists from the Vienna School had much to offer in relation to dental
research into the biological factors involved in health and disease, especially in
relation to the supporting structures of the teeth (periodontology). The large
number of text books and articles in dental and medical journals from the Vienna
School demonstrated the importance of research in relation to practice. At this
time the standards of microscopy, staining techniques and the preparation of
histological sections from calcified tissues were unsurpassed anywhere in the
world.

Using the very basic statistics that were available during the 1930s it was
possible to demonstrate that Britain had some of the worst dental disease
anywhere in the civilised world. It was particularly disheartening to look at the state
of dental health of school children. Dental examination and treatment was
inadequate among school-goers, and once they had left they were, in many areas,
without dental care for years until they ended up with dentures. Public attitude
towards dentistry was one of low priority and although it was possible to get dental
treatment as an additional benefit on many of the insurance schemes, this was
largely ignored. The situation in Britain, with regard to dentistry, was one of
rampant disease. Despite this, many practitioners were not busy because people
were unwilling to pursue treatment and for most of the 1930s the economic
situation was bad, with little money available to spend on dentistry.

In 1935 there were 14,505 dentists on the G.M.C. Dentists Register of whom
just under half were registered under the provisions of the Dentists Acts 1878 and
1921, and therefore had no dental school training. The number of dental students
at this time was too few and the quality was poor. The majority of dental students
entered university with lower standards of general education than other students
and felt inferior in their training and status compared to medical students.
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The image of dentistry during the 1930s would be one of a cottage industry or
business and there was a lack of confidence and respect from the public as
compared to medicine.

The standard of teaching in British dental schools was poor, based on a
purely mechanical concept of dentistry. The holistic and biological approach that
was readily apparent in dental teaching in Germany and Austria was not present in
British dental schools. There was no British version of the Gies Report on
American dentistry that was produced for the Carnegie Foundation in 1926 and
also had a large influence on dentistry in Gemany and Austria. It was only in 1943
that the Nuffield Foundation appointed an Advisory Committee on Dental Education
and Research whose terms of reference were to formulate action to be taken by
the Foundation in connection with the urgent need for stimulating dental research
and for improving the quality of dentists. It was interesting to see that there were
no dentists on the six-man committee,'who were all medically qualified.

The influence of the focal infection theory should not be minimised in relation
to British dentistry. Much of the catastrophic treatment, with wholesale extraction
of teeth and provision of dentures, could be laid at its door and it fitted in well with
the attitude of at least half of the dentists on the Dentists Register. Interestingly the
holistic and biological approach to dentistry, as seen in Germany and Austria, took
a much more cautious approach to focal infection and the emphasis was on
treatment of dental disease, which was becoming more and more realistic, rather
than wholesale extraction. It took until 1952 and an editorial in the American
Medical Journal, which stated that the majority of diseases put down to focal
infection were not improved by the removal of teeth. Dental research in Britain was
minimal and no overall plan was apparent. In addition there were too few teachers
who had been brought up with the biological rather than the mechanical approach
to dentistry.

The picture of British dentistry at this time was dismal. The offer of over 1,000
well-trained dental refugees should have been accepted without reservation.

The 1878 Dental Act, specifically sections 9 and 10, were supposed to be
used to assess that a foreign dentist with a satisfactory certificate, diploma or
degree in dentistry entitled the holder to practice dentistry and also provided
sufficient guarantees of the requisite knowledge and skill for the efficient practice of
dentistry or dental surgery. The G.M.C. had a list of the approved German dental
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schools and were aware of the four-year training that students required, which was
exactly the same in Britain. A German dental student would also take an additional
year to carry out research to obtain his D.M.D. degree. Austrian stomatologists
presented a somewhat different situation; dental training comprised a two-year
course after an applicant had completed an M.D. degree. Up to 1935, there was
no examination at the end of this training period and no diploma was given. The
attitude of the G.M.C. and specifically the Education and Examination Sub-
committee was that the training of the stomatologists at the University of Vienna
was inadequate in the mechanical aspects of dentistry.

The idea of a schedule, which was sent to candidates who wanted to emigrate
to Britain and be placed on the Foreign List of the Dentists Register, originated in
1933 as a means of acquiring data about the increasing number of potential dental
refugees. Sections 9 and 10 of the Dental Act of 1878 should have entitled a
foreign dentist, providing he came from a recognised dental school, to the right to
practice in Britain and to be on the Dental Register. However, with the introduction
of the schedule it became possible to erect a barrier whereby if the data on these
forms did not comply with the minimal requirements of the G.M.C. dental curriculum
the candidates could be rejected.

The data on those dental refugees who were rejected was not kept on file.
Fortunately however there were a number of candidates who were rejected, but
eventually accepted by the G.M.C. once further data had been provided. These
documents provided the evidence which showed that a screening programme was
carried out in minute detail to find reasons why refugee dentists should be refused.
Among German dental surgeons who qualified from the same school in the same
year, some were accepted but the majority were rejected: a nonsensical situation
because they had the same curriculum, the same teachers and obtained the same
degree following five years'’ training. This situation was highlighted in a letter from
Dr. Loos, the Director of the University of Frankfurt Dental School to the Registrar
of the G.M.C., dated 17" December 1935 (see p. 156). The dissection of the data
on the schedules by the Examination and Education Sub-committee of the G.M.C.
was taken to extraordinary lengths in relation to assessments of the number of
meetings, lectures or terms taken by the student in relation to respective parts of
the curriculum. Even minute deficiencies were treated with a refusal. This was
confirmed by the handwritten notes of the Chairman, Edward Sheridan, on the
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schedules that had been rejected. As far as could be ascertained from the
available data the reasons for these discrepancies were several. Firstly, records
were supposed to be kept by the dental students in their ‘student book’ with the
relative dates of the subjects that were studied and a signature from the professor
who was giving the course. This data was not always kept up to date and in some
cases wrong entries were made. Secondly, the largest number of refugee dentists
was between the ages of 35 and 45. Their academic records may have therefore
become mislaid, not only personally but sometimes by the university. Thirdly,
during the Nazi era, from 1933 onwards it became increasingly difficult to gather
data from the dental schools in relation to an academic career and to get the official
university stamp on the schedule in question. Some refugee dental surgeons had
had to make up the data on the schedule purely from memory and of course this
provided many discrepancies.

Without doubt the use of schedules, rather than accepting university degrees
from renowned dental schools in Germany, provided a perfect opportunity for the
xenophobic and possibly anti-Semitic attitudes of the Home Office and the G.M.C.
to reject a large proportion of the refugee dentists that were seeking to practice in
Britain. The major contention of this thesis would be that the 1878 Act, sections 9
and 10, were used incorrectly.

In order to assess the academic background and to compare this with the
basic British requirements that were set out on the left-hand side of each schedule
document, three typical schedules were taken for assessment. The first at the
University of Berlin between 1925 and 1929, the second at the University of
Wiirzberg between 1918 and 1921 and the third at the University of Kdnigsberg
between 1927 and 1931. The dental curriculum from the German dental schools
showed that the number of lectures, demonstrations or meetings of the class or
terms taken were in excess, often by a considerable degree, when compared to the
British basic requirements. This would especially apply to bacteriology, pathology,
histology, anatomy and physiology. The subject of dental surgery was important
because the number of lectures given in German schools was vastly in excess of
those in their British counterparts. It is suggested that this might point to the fact
that operative dentistry on teeth followed the philosophy of G.V. Black in the United
States and was more intensively pursued than in Britain. It would also seem that
the treatment of gum disease (periodontology) was taught extensively in Germany
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but minimally in Britain. The same would apply to root canal therapy (endodontics),
which was again minimally taught in British dental schools in line with the focal
infection theory. Emphasis might also be placed on the importance of
pharmacology in the German dental curriculum which reflected the German world
leadership in pharmacology and its adjacent subjects during the latter part of the
19th and the early part of the 20th century. The same factors applied to teaching in
general hospitals in relation to medicine and surgery, including venereal disease,
where the standard of teaching was the same for both dental and medical students
unlike the inferior status of the dental student in Britain. Considerable importance
was also given to teaching of orthodontics and again the number of lectures in the
German dental schools was in excess of those in its British counterpart, where the
teaching of orthodontics was only at a basic level.

With regard to Austrian refugee dentists who applied to Britain to practice after
the Anschluss, the Co-ordinating Committee set up by the Home Secretary
examined some 264 applications of Austrian refugee dentists and following further
detailed examination the total accepted was only 40. An analysis of the schedule
of one Austrian dentist who studied at the University of Vienna between 1924 and
1926 was carried out and compared to the British basic requirements for the
curriculum studied. In just about all subjects in the curriculum the Viennese
stomatologist would have, during his medical and dental training, covered in
excess of the number of lectures, demonstrations or meetings of the class that
were required by the British requirements. As would be expected, the training was
particularly strong in relation to medicine and surgery and its related subjects of
anatomy, physiology, bacteriology and histology. Important emphasis was noted in
relation to dental surgery where the number of lectures, demonstrations or
meetings of the class was eight times more than those required in British dental
schools. This would probably reflect on the type of teaching based on the
biological basis of dentistry and the specialties of treatment of gum disease, root
canal therapy and orthodontics, where they were taught by world authorities such
as Tandler, Orban, Sicher, Gottlieb, Weinmann and Oppenheim. The British
attitude to the teaching of dentistry in Vienna was that two years was inadequate to
complete a dental training. This is only marginally true since the training that the
Viennese students were given during their medical course over four years already
supplied a great deal of the dental curriculum. The British attitude that the
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Viennese training was deficient in the mechanical aspects of dentistry could be
nullified by the fact that British dental students spent an inordinate amount of time
in the theory and construction of making dentures.

The conclusion can be drawn that the refugee dentists were well trained and
should have been accepted on the basis of the 1878 Dental Act, sections 9 and 10.

The Home Office, although having no say in the academic evaluation of the
refugee dentists, was able to carry out its own discriminatory tactics in three ways.
Firstly, by limiting the length of stay in Britain of these refugees. This varied
between four weeks to a year, after which time a refugee had to leave the country,
often to return to Gemmany for a period and then reapply for admission to Britain,
when their passports would be re-stamped for a further limited period. Secondly,
under pressure from the dental political groups (the British Dental Association,
Incorporated Dental Society and the Public Dental Services Association), the Home
Office instituted a ban on allowing refugee dentists to open a practice in Britain,
even if they were accredited on the G.M.C. Foreign List of the Dentists Register. It
was also incongruous that certain refugees were allowed to open up a practice in a
designated area but still had stamped on their passports that they had to leave the
country after a limited amount of time. Thirdly, the Home Office actively promoted
a policy of transmigration whereby Britain was seen as a port of transit as far as
dental refugees were concerned. It was possible to assess from the data on the
G.M.C. microfiche archive that 58 Jewish dental refugees who were accepted on
the Foreign List of the Dentists Register either came to Britain and were not given
permission to practice, therefore transmigrated to different countries, or emigrated
directly from Germany to other countries around the world.

It is important to accept that in the pre-war years the situation in the country
was becoming increasingly difficult but, despite this, more could have been done.
Having made a strong argument that Britain would have benefited hugely from the
importation of over 1,000 well-trained dental refugees, it is interesting to theorise
what the outcome of a more pro-active approach at this time would have been.

The problem of language was a very real one for dental refugees. Most of
them could speak some English but this was often poor and highly accented. As a
modern example that would come in use for the refugees, Israel makes use of a
system of ulpanim where the language and customs of the country are taught on
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an intensive basis so that the immigrants become rapidly an active and useful part
of the community.

‘The question of dispersal of refugees around the country only became part of
the official Home Office policy in 1939 after the Co-ordinating Committee had
allowed the 40 refugee Austrian dentists permission to sit for the L.D.S.
examination and then be allowed to go into practice. The initial accumulation of
dental refugees in London could have been avoided.

The school dental service was understaffed and dental disease in the younger
age groups was rampant. Many of the refugee dentists had expertise in children’s
dentistry and could have been used to great effect.

Dental schools were in great need of good teachers who had a background in
the biological rather than the mechanical approach to dentistry. Dental research
was almost non-existent in Britain during the 1930s and many of the dental
scientists from the Vienna School should, with foresight, have been recruited to
teach and to carry out research in such subjects as anatomy, embryology, oral
pathology, periodontology and orthodontics amongst others. Instead these
eminent people were rejected and went to the United States.

Two groups in the main were of importance in helping refugee dentists that
arrived in Britain from Germany and Austria. Firstly, the Jewish Refugee
Committee (J.R.C.) operating in the later 1930s from Bloomsbury House took
details of all Jewish refugees that came into the country and were looked after
where necessary by an amazing band of voluntary workers. The J.R.C. data,
unlike the information from the G.M.C. Microfiche database, was difficult to obtain;
however, information on a number of both German and Austrian refugees showed
that they were often entirely dependent on the J.R.C. for their living expenses
because they were not allowed to work. In 1939 when the Jewish community was
over-run with refugees, the J.R.C. could no longer support them on its own and the
Home Office took up part of the burden. The reaction of the Jewish community
acting through the J.R.C. can only be called exemplary in the efforts they made to
help Jewish refugee dentists at this time.

The Academic Assistance Council (later the Society for Protection of Science
and Learning) mainly through the efforts of its tireless assistant secretary, Esther
Simpson, attempted to help many Jewish, German and Austrian dentists,
especially the more eminent ones. However the successes were very limited.
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None of the German or Austrian refugee dentists, even those with a research
background, were found academic posts in Britain. Help was provided to individual
dentists to get them accredited to the G.M.C. Foreign List and this would include
some of the 40 Austrian dentists who were given special permission by the Home
Office to complete their dental training during a six-month period at a British dental
school. S.P.S.L. was to give help to refugee dentists in relation to problems with
internment and pleas for their freedom. S.P.S.L. was also able to help, in some
cases, with difficulties in relating to naturalisation.

The attitude of the Board of Deputies of British Jews was that refugees from
Germany and Austria should stay in Britain only on a temporary basis and
negotiations were in progress with a view to the ultimate transmigration of these
refugees to other countries. The Board supported the work put in by the Jewish
Refugee Committee and Otto Schiff acted as liaison between the two groups. The
attitude of the Board of Deputies bore the hallmark of the Anglo-Jewish tradition in
which charitable aid was given to poor Jewish immigrants. However, this went
hand in hand with minimising the embarrassment that they caused. The German
and Austrian refugees were seen as arrogant and aggressive by some elements of
the British community and were often guilty of speaking German in public places.
The Board tried to reduce their profile with the issue of a bi-lingual leaflet that
explained how to behave in Britain.

The question arises as to how successful this specialised group of refugees
was. From an academic standpoint only two refugees achieved Consultant status
in dental schools. One of these was William Grossman, who was in fact a Czech
refugee. Grossman achieved Consultant status at University College Hospital in
orthodontics but was turned down as a potential Dean. The other was Egon Fox
(Fuchs) who became Consultant/Senior Lecturer and head of the newly-formed
Department of Periodontology at the University of Birmingham Dental School.
Despite their considerable expertise in many fields of dentistry, almost none of the
other refugees became involved in teaching or research at any of the British dental
schools. Nearly without exception, the refugee dentists were successful in setting
up in practice whether in London or in other parts of the country. This was
evidenced by data obtained from the National Archive in relation to naturalisation.
The police reports were exemplary with regard to the refugees fitting into British
public life. The financial details also show that they were able to earn a reasonable
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living and most of them owned the property that they worked in. The refugee
dentists working in the London’s West End seemed to be patrticularly successful
and many of them were specialists in the fields of orthodontics, endodontics and
advanced crown and bridge work.

The founding in 1943 of the Society for Continental Dentists (later the Anglo-
Continental Dental Society) under the guidance of Hans Turkheim was of
considerable importance to British dentistry. Their meetings were open to British
dentists and refugees alike, unlike the B.D.A. whose membership was closed to
refugees. The philosophy of Continental dentistry was disseminated to British
practitioners through lectures and symposia, initially using their own membership
but after the war inviting prominent figures from Continental dental schools. Thus
they had influence in moving British dentistry away from the radical loss of
dentitions propagated by the focal infection theory towards a more holistic
approach, especially towards restorative dentistry and with an emphasis on the
biological factors that before this time received little consideration. It was also the
successful lobbying by the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons and Hans
Turkheim which motivated the newly formed General Dental Council to set up the
Statutory Examination whereby refugee dentists who had not been accredited onto
the Dentists Register by the G.M.C. would now take a two-part examination and
achieve their accreditation.

There are areas of this subject that still need to be researched. The Jewish
Refugee Committee Archive is now looked after by World Jewish Relief and is
housed at the Association of Jewish Refugees House in Stanmore. These records
cover every refugee that came into the country from 1933 onwards. These were
not made available for research purposes but the limited amount of information that
was obtained from helpful families showed that an invaluable amount of historical
data had been accumulated in the notes of the voluntary workers of the period.

It was possible to obtain a number of death certificates for refugee dentists
from the G.M.C. Microfiche Archive. These showed a preponderance of death
from cardiovascular disease. It would be interesting to compare this data with that
of a cohort of British dental practitioners to evaluate the different causes of death
and the ages at which they died.

The question of religion was intriguing. A considerable spectrum was present,
from those refugees that were orthodox Jews, such as Max Walter, to those who
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were in the German liberal tradition (close to the British Reform movement) and
who were centred around the synagogue that a number of refugees were able to
form at Belsize Park. Refugee dentists such as Hugo Schneider in Edinburgh and
Alfred Rosenkranz were violently anti-religion in their attitude, which seemed to be
related to their experiences as refugees from Nazi oppression and also the
holocaust.

Over 700 Austrian and German dentists were rejected for entry into the
country and it was only possible to track down the fate of a small number of these
using the database at Yad Vashem and the research on Berlin dentists by the
historian Michael Kéhn. It would be worthwhile to follow up on these unfortunate
people as a future project.

In the 1930s, Britain was offered the gift of over 1,000 well-trained refugee
dentists from Germany and Austria. The response was ungenerous. Bearing in
mind the appalling situation of dental health, dental teaching and research in Britain
at this time, one can only reiterate the comments of Viscount Templewood (Sir
Samuel Hoare) that the refugee dentists and doctors should have been allowed
into Britain “en bloc™

England ought to welcome foreign brains and so become the
free market for the intellectual gold of the whole world®%“.

524 yiscount Templewood, Nine Troubled Years, London , Collins, 1954, p. 240
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Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Elisene

Fritz
Max
Paul
Paul
Edgar

W alter

William

Stella

Herman Arthur
Arthur

Richard

latvan

Sally

Ernst

Gerhard Leopold
I1zaak

Victor

Paul

Max
Gustav
Andreas Paul
Erika
Curt
Kurt
Ernst
Herbert
Ernst
Erich
Kurt

Max
Bernhard

Lili

Jacob Eusene

Curt Harry
Mathilda

Kurt
Gertrude
W alther Wolfsang

Kurt

Martin
Alfred

Felix
Curt

Josef
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SURNAME
Adler

Adler
Adler
Ahrens
Albeeheim
Alexander

Althof
Anderson
Andereon
Amhelm
Aron
Auerbach
Aufricht-Adorjan
Barme
Baschwltz
Baszynski
Baumring
Becker
Berger

Berger
Blrkenruth
Biro
Birzgalls
Block
Blum
Blumenau
Blumenthal
Blumenthel
Boenheim
Bonin

Borchardt
Bortcon
Brandt

Brandt

Brann
Braun

Bronne
Brown
Bruck

Brunn

Bukofzer
Butow

Callman
Calmsohn

Cartebach

DOB Place of birth
1885
1889 Berlin
1898 Schweinfurth
1890
1905

1900BUende

1906 Karlsruhe
1897,

1899 Bordeaux
1897

1896

1895

1902

1883

1883 Nahel, Posen
1909 Berlin?
1902 ,Warsew
1878 Freystadt
1886 Meyeritsch

1895 Berlin

1898 Fihle

1895 Budapest
1905

1884 Ratbor

1601 Kaisarlantem
1890 Cologne
1886 Berlin

19M Samotschin
1891 Hensheim/Allanstein?
1897 Bielefold

1873 Hargard
1906 Koenigsberg
1899 Berlin

1911 Berlin

1893 Breslau
1894 Miinchen

1911 AJzey, Germany
1905 Dortmund
1872 Breslau

1699 Gollnow

1902 Justerberg (E Prussia)
1889 Berlin

1686 Briesen
1887 Salzemmendorf

1901 Memor

Refugee dentists accepted on Foreign List of the Dental Register

DMO Gsrmsny,
MD Vienna

1920 Greifswald

1920 Berlin
1924 Wurzberg
1914 Hamburg
1922 Munich
1924 Leipzig

1929 Heidelberg
1929 Bordeaux
1928 Bordeaux
1921 Berlin
1922 Berlin
1921 Frankfurt
1926 Vienna
1920 Cologne
1922 Berlin
1932 Berlin
1926 Wareaw
1902 Berlin
1911 Vienna

1921 Koenigsberg
1921 Wurzberg
1920 Vienna
1933 Latvia
1921 Wurzberg
1929 Berlin
1919 Frankfurt
1921 Greifswald
1933 Greifswald
1922 Cologne
1921 Wurzberg

1920 Greifswald
1931 Koenigsberg
1931 Wurzberg

1934 Berlin

1820 Berlin
1920 Tubingen

1034 Basel
1925 Bonn
1925 Breslau

1926 Breslau

1928 Breslau
1920 Berlin

1920 Greifswald
1921 Frankfurt

1924 Leipzig

UNIVERSITY

1937

1936
1935
1937
1936
1936

1937
1939
1939
1936
1936
1935
1947
1936
1935
1936

193S;

193!
193s

1936
1936
194C
1936
1935
1938
1935
1936
1936
1936
1936

1935

1935

1935

1936

1935
1936

1936

1935

1935

1937

1936
1936

1944
1935

1936

ACCEPTED by PREVIOUS QMC
Qmc

REJECTION
1936

1936

1935

1936

1935
1935, 1936,
1937

1935

Addressl
17 Cathedral Road, Cardiff

41 Rodney StLiverpool
210 Holdemesa Road, Hull

1942 Ceylon

30/2 Kitchener Camp, Richborogh, Sandwich, Kent
Cambooth, Carmunock, Lanarks, ¢ Glasgow

as above

853 High Rd, Leytonstone, E11

17 Parkhouse Gdns, Twickenham

Sydney, Australia

93/55 Park Lane W1

1938 Bondi

87 Kensington Gdns Sq, W2

18 Hyde Park Place, W2

1938 Knutsford Ave, Accra, Gold Coast, 455 Bank
Rd, Kumazi, Ashanti, G Coast

258 Toller Lane, Bradford, Yorks

25 Walbeck St, W1

14 Gainsborough Gdns, London, NW11

1938 Sydney

School Clinic, Bletchley Road, Bletchley
Ladbroke Terrace W2 1937, Amsterdam 1940
1936 104 Hillfield Crt, Belsize Ave, London, NW3
Kuching. Sarawak Strait Settlements
Johannesberg, South Africa

5 Langland Gds, London, NW3
2 Highfield Rd, Edgbaston, Birmingham 15
25 Stamford Hill Mans, N16

Kitchener Camp, Richborough, Sandwich, Kant

50 Sloans St. London. SW1
Italy

123 High Street, Rulslip, Middx
19 Park Crescent, London, W 1,17 Devonshire

Place, W1

167 High SI Lower Hutt NZ.

Ersanmine, Balbome Rd, Tring, Herts

38 High Street, Walton on Thames, Surrey
3 Wellington Circus, Nottingham

21 Alba Gardens, NW11 (1940)

Address2

Oak Cottage, 33 Singleton Rd, Kersal, Salford 7

18 Brownside Rd. Glasgow G72
as 8bove
? Australia

29 Sherwood Park Road, Sutton, Surrey

1939 Sydney

30 Hathertey Crt, Hatherly Grove, W2
187 Maida Vale, London,W9

5 Devonshire Placa, W1

21 Oak Lane, Bradford, Yorks

137a Finchley Rd NW3

1943 Brisbane

10 Church End, Wevedon, Bletchley, Bucks
Died in Auschwitz

USA

1946 Surahammer, Sweden

1942 15 Park Town, Oxford, 1948 132
Gloucester Terrace, W2
USA

1943 33 The Crescent, Northampton + Welwyn
G. City + 4 Newmount, 11 Lyndhurst Terrace,
London, NW3

10 Harley Street, W 1,21 Wood Gdns, Coombe
Hill, Surrey

3 Midcroft, Ruislip, Middx, 37 St Martin's
Approach, Ruislip, Middx HA4 5QH

80 Grove End Gardens, London, NW8

77 Stamford Hill, N16

611 Church Street, Ann Arbor, Michigan (1941)

Naturalised
1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947
1944

1947
1947

1947

1947

Died

1948

1992
1964

1962
1962

1943

1953

1959

1946

195C

1971

1956

1985

19521
1952



Appendix 1 Refugee dentists accepted on Foreign List of the Dental Register

DMD Germany, KCCEPTED by PREVIOUS OMC
FIRST NAME SURNAME DOB Place of birth MDVienna | UNIVERSITY 1 omC REJECTION Addreesl Address2 Naturalised Died
Clavdia Cattley 1894 Petrograd 1916 Petrograd 1934 225 Queen Street,Withernsea, Yorks + 4 others 48 Newlands Park Drive, Scarborough, Yorks
Morti» Cohn 1889 Essen 1921!'Wurzberg 1936 1937 60 W.115th SL NewYork
Erich Cohn 1896 Kolmar 19221 Koenigsberg 1935 1938 63 St Johns Ct, Finchley Rd NW 3 1947 1983
Kurt Dannenbaum 1890 Cologne 1922;Munich 1936 1935 Cologne-Amsterdam-Ede(Holland) Milwaukee 1952 -High Wycombe 1953
143 Grays Inn Roed,WC 1, 25 Devonshire Street,
Immanuel Ehrmann 1892 Friedberg 1935 w1 1 Devonshire Court, W1 1959
Sack! Ehrmann 1896 1921 Frankfurt 1934
Benno Eichengrun 1896 Beringhausen 1922 Leipzig 1936 1938 Tel Aviv 1958 94 Hendon Way, London, NW2 1968
50 Dennison Road, Manchester 14, 307 Wilmelow
Major Elraw 1892 Lerzniov 1920 Vienna 1940 Rd, Manchester 14 128 Wythenshawe Rd, Manchester 23 1947 1979
i29 Regent Sqg, London, WC1, Finchley Rd, Park Rd.
Franz Martin Eiaanatadt 1907 Berlin? 1928 Berlin 1935 Stoke on Trent 125a Perk Road, NW8
139 Hill Lane, Southampton, Hants ¢ W8,
Joief Elkin 1685 Wesel 1921 Cologne 1936 N3,N4,NW4 33 Grove House, Waverley Grove, London, N3 1947 1972
John Ellinger 1913 Hohensaiza 1939 37 Devonshire Place, W1 1947
Richard Engel 1891 Breslau 1921 Wurzberg 1935 1936 25 N, Cavendish St, W1
Fritz Engel 1897 Vienne Vienne 1939 Bournemouth 1997
Alfred Eachelbacher 1897 Hardheim 1922 Wurzberg 1936 11938 Ann Arbor Michigan 81 W. Mein St, New Brltein, Conn. 1942
Heinz Robert Etzhold 1910 Berlin Berlin (or Jena) 1938 43 Wykeham Rd, NW4 41 Islington High Street, N1 1947
Adalbert Fahr 1881 Czemowitz 1926 Vienna 1942 115 Canfield Gdns, NW6 4 The Quadrant, Richmond, Surrey 1947 1974
Erich Feller 1882 Breslau 1905 Heidelberg 1936 12 Park Crescent. Portland Place, W1 194C
1935 39 Coventry Street, London, W 1, Wimpole,
Johnny Falnallber 1898 Oslo 1929 Berlin 1934 Harley 6 Hood House, Dolphin Sq, London, SW1 1981
Carl Flachbein 1898 Dortmund 1923 Wurzberg 1936 20 Avenue Guillame, Luxembourg
Joseph Fleiechmann 1894 Vienna 1920 Vienna 1939 8 Apsley House, Finchley Rd, NW8 1974 10 Albion Gdns NW11 1947 1977
Gartruda Flelechmann 1908 Vienna 1934 Vienna 1939 S| Genn/s vicarage, Bude, Cornwall 105 W. 76th Street, New York
Gerda Fraenkel-Froon 1B9B 1925; Koenigsberg 1938 c/o 25 Fordwych Road, NW2 Bombay
Herman Frank 1909 Cologne 1933;Cologne 1936 187 Maida Vale, W9 Greville Place, NW6 1947
Werner Freudenberg 1887 Berlin 19201 Wurzberg 1937 Scarsdale, New York Auckland, NZ
Freudenthal 1897 1922 Wurzberg 1938 85 Burnley Rd, NW10
Freudenthal 1900 Elsfleth 1924, Hamburg 1936 i1937 Singapore Adelaida, S. Australia
Alphont Freudenthal 1909 Wongrowltz 19351 Berlin 1937 1935 12 Leinster Gdns(W2 111 Collin Street, Melbourne, Australia 196S
Freundlich 1887 Neuslettin 1920: Berlin 1938 New York
Kurt Heinrich Freundlich 1
1935, 1936,
Hans Karl (Heinz?) Fucha 1875 1933 Bonn 19421937 45 Sinclair Avenue, Banbury, Oxon 1947 1950
i5 Gt, Stewart St, Edinburgh,3: Dental Clinic, Main
Fueha 1902 Vienna 19287 Vienna 1941 Street, Carlton, Nottingham 499a City Rd, Birmingham 17 1947
86 Brondesbury Rd, London, NW6 (1940), 104
Midland Rd, Bedford (1941), 6 Gibwood Rd,
Furat 1900 Nemet-Pereszteg 1926NMienna 1940 Manchester, M22 4BT NewYork, Dallas, Texas 1972 1947
Kurt Warner Gabriel 1896 Berlin 1921 Berlin 1936 New Zealand
Sara Garbarska 1906 Berlin
Gelbard 1913 Radom 1939 Nancy 1945 Parkstone, Camberley
W alter Gerber 1908 Barllz, Pomerania 1931! Freiburg 1936 Lahore, India; Calcutta: Queensland, Aus Sydney, NSW (1947)
Rudolf Giballe 1901 Murowama-Goslin 1932; Berlin 1938 1936 Sydney, NSW
Karl Glaaakann 1901 Kojeterlm 1926'Vienna 1939 16 Pslace Cr, Finchley Rd, NW 3,17 Harley St, W1 80 Fitzjohns Avanue, NW3 1947
Eva Gleaa 1909 Berlin 1936 Bonn 1948 1942, 1945 18 Raleigh Pk Rd, Oxford
Walter Goldachmidt 1894 1928 Wurzberg 1936 Sydney NSW Bondi, NSW
Goldstein 1898 Zilima 1923 Prague 1936 66 Harley Street, W1
Walter Goldstein 1909 Hindenberg 1933 Wurzberg 1937 New York
Max Gollop 1885 Berlin 192 T Wurzberg 1937
Griaahaber 1898 Cemauti 1941 Berlin 1941 40 Westbury Rd, Brentwood, Essex 1975
53 Princes Hse, Kensington Pk Rd, London, W11,
William Grossman 1911 Znaim Moravia 1936 Prague 1941 GMC 79 Harley Street, London, W1 2a Lister Hse, 11 Wimpole St, London, W1 1982
M argarete Grundmann 1904 Karpel 1929 Frankfurt 1935 418 Glossop Rd, Sheffield 10 Retirement home Sheffield 2002
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Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Julius
Kalman
Eoon

Kurt
Em»t

Hans
Gertrude
Gertrud
Rudolf

Herta
Rudolf Marcus

Kurt

Julius

Paul Walter
Hugo

Fritz
Maurice
Leo

Kurt
Simon

W alter Alexander
Karl

Hermann

Eoon
Erich
Leopold
Emst

Max
Olga

Wilhelm
Emat
Alfred
Paul
Fritz

Emat Maximilian

n Cw
Paul
Walter

Cornelius Ernst

2711

SURNAME
Gummershelmer
Gutfreund
Guttman

Guttman
Hackenbroch

Haim
Hamburger
Harth
Hecht

Hellbom
Heilbom

Hellbron
Heilbrun
Helneman
Helnahelmer
Henschel
Hermele
Herzberg

Herzftld
Hirsch

Hirsch
Hirsch

Hirsekorn

Holzbock
Isakowltz
Israelzik
Jacob

Jacobaohn
Josephs
Kahn
Kallski
Kallman
Kantorowlcz
Kaplan
Kapp

Kapp
Karo
Kaufmann

Kerpal
Kiews
Kinabrunner
Kintbrunner
Klrchatein
Kircheteln

Kies

18907

DOB Place of birth
1904 Heilbronn
1908 Strasbourg?
1888 Reichthal

1900 Reichthal
1909 Frankfurt

Vienna?
1900
1904
1906 Breslau

1903 Cologne

1914Achin

1883 Berlin
1886 Vienna
1906 Stettin
1912 Auschwitz
1891 Berlin

1903
1897 Wongrowitz

1902 Rubrick/Rhine
1909 Heppenstein

1903 Wronke, Posen

1886

1891 Koenigsberg
1880 Berlin

1897 Einslaken

1890 Berlin
1896 Cologne
1900 Dortmund
1902 Breslau
1891 Mayence
1880 Posen
1909Lipno
1897 Hall

1899 London?
1893 Berlin
1906

1897 Oedenburg
1896 Berlin
1908

1911

1896 Berlin
1907 London?

1900 Uberfeld

Refuge« dentists accepted on Foreign List of the Dental Register

DMO Germany,

MDVitwuva
1929; Tubingen
1939 Strasbourg
1921 jBreslau

1924 Breslau

1934 Vienna

1930 Bonn
1928 Breslau

1930 Breslau

1928 Wurzberg
1933:Berlin
1920 Vienna
1930, Bonn
19371 Nancy
1914 Berlin

1927 Hamburg
1922 Rostock

1924 Bonn
1921 Frankfurt

193C Berlin

1921 Wurzberg
1921:Koenigsberg
1921 Greifswald
1928 Bonn

1920 Berlin
1920 Cologne
1923 Cologne
1930 Cologne
1920 Frankfurt
1905 Freiburg
1935 Barlin
1921 Wurzberg

1923 Frankfurt
1921 Wurzberg
1930 Hamburg

1924 Vienna
1923 Berlin
1932 Florence
1935 Bologna
1921 Berlin
1927 Berlin

1923 Bonn

UNIVERSITY

ACCEPTED by PREVIOUS OMC

omMC
1937
1945
1936

1937
1935

1938
1935
1936
1936

1937
1937

1940
1936
1934
1942
1936
1944
1936

1936
1959

1936
1936

1937

1937
1935
1937
1935

1936
1935

REJECTION |

Addresst
92 Queens Drive, Glasgow, S2
j10 Percy Road, Wrexham
Sydney, NSW

‘46 Lembolle Rd, London, NW3, 7 Antrim Rd Bristol

(1938),

12 Clissold Court, Grsen Lanes, N16

New York

29 HIghuryHIH, N5, 4s Belsize Lane. NW3
iZurich 1937

i2 Clifton Gardens, London, W9

37 Bedford Row, London, WC1

4 Heaton Moor Rd, Stockport, Cheshire

1933 48 Nevilles Court, Dollis Hill, NW2

75 Kilbum High Rd, NWS

14 Arlington Ct, Arlington Rd, Twickenham
10 Hereford Sq. SW7

394 Chiswick High Rd, London, W4

87 Grsencroft Gdns, London, NW6

1942 9 Kildare Tetrace, London, W2

Kenya 1949

1936 47 Ben Yehuda Rd, Tel Aviv, Palestine 1937

1935, 1936

1938 42 Atholl Gdsn, Glasgow, W2

1936 67 Broadhurst Gdns, London, NWS

Hilloresl Court, Shoot Up Hill, London, NW2

1936 20 Adelaide Court, NW8 1935
1934 17 Devonshire Place, London, W1

1936

1935
1935
1936
1937
1935

1933
1935
1936

1941
1936
1936
1938
1936
1935

1936

1935

do Alfred Brack, 69 Woodlands Ave, New Malden,

Essex
146 Alexandra Park Rd, N22

1937 154 Corringway, Ealing. W5

55 Greencroft Gdns, London, NW6

1941 Apt 4, Saglik. Bebek, Istanbul, Turkey
1938 Brussels, Belgium; 1939 Havana, Cuba
12 Lower Park, 54 Putnay Hill, London, SW15

1934 7 Queens Gdns, London, W2
39 Devonshire Place, W1
Melbourne, Australia

4 Norrice Lsa, London, N2
Portland, Oregan

1939 Bnsbane, Queensland
1939 Brishane. Queensland
282 Ballards Lane. N12
282 Ballards Lane, N12

1937 Colombo, Ceylon

Address2

20 Chester Road, Wrexham

21 Grawen Street Porth Glamorgan 1943
5 Limes Avenue, NW11

Haifa 1937

69 Furzecroft, George Street, London, W1

1957 do The Ottoman Bank, 20 Abchurch Lane,
EC4

3 Beapre, Woodville Rd, Bowden, Cheshire
WA14 2AM

51 Welbeck Street, W1

1942 USA

232 Staines Rd, Twickenham
15 Kidderpore Gardena, NW3

1942 do Public Health Dpt, Aberdare, 1946 82
Pencisly Rd, Cardiff

82 Arthur Court, Queensway, W2

1961 8 Vale Close. Maida Vale, W 9,1973 5
Eldon Court, Weybridge, Surrey

1939 8 Rutkin Terrace. Hillhead. Glasgow W2
Flat 3,180 Kings Rd, Chelsea, London, SW3
1942

1 Northways, College Cres, NW3

1939 Double Bay, Sydney, Australia

1942 84 Harley Street, W1

929 Finchley Rd, NW11

166 Copse Hill, Wimbledon, SW20

1941 New York
18a Thurloe Place, SW7

62 Albion Gate. W2, 1942 44 Albion Gate, W2

1943 Public Health Dept, Hendon. NW 4,1956
25 Wimpole Street, W. 1

1944 937 Finchley Rd, NW11

1943 1 Palace Court, W2, see above

1958 2 Woodcote Valley Rd, Purley, Surrey,
1979 Bexhill on Sea

Naturalised

1947

1947

1947

1946
1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

Died

199C

1962

1942

1980

1952

1952

1956

1966

1992

1937

1962

1964

198C

1984

1966
1968

1990



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Marianne Luise
Ludwig

Karel
Garda

Heinrich

Jacques
Hermann
Ema
Wilhelm
Mitchell

Alfred
Hans
Benno

Wemar
Max

Serine
Elspeth

Erwin

Hans
will

Egon
Hans

Hans
Ernst
Albert

Julius
Max
Cecil Charles

Ernst Joachim
Hans Werner

Meinert
Julius
Ernst
Egon
Felix
Erich
Max

Max
Malli

Alfons

272

SURNAME

Koenigsbergar
Kohler

Konig
Kroto

Krott

Kurer
Kuttner
Lachs
Landes
Lang

Lazarus
Lazarus
Leaser

Levineky
Levy

Levy
Levy

Lewek

LewInnek
Lswlesohn
Lewy
Ubrowlcz

Uebenberg
Lobbenberg
Loeb

Loewy
Lorenz
Lubbock

Magnus
Marcus

Marks
Masur
Mayer
Meissner
Mela
Melchior
Meyer

Meyer
Meyer
Meyerhardt

DOB Place of birth

1888 Darmstadt

1905 Czechoslovakia
1893 Lubeck

1895 Vienna

1899 Vienna
1893 Hohensalza
1908 Wurzberg
1905 Vienna
1898 London

1890 Hagen
1907 Berlin

1904 Rostock
1880 Danzig

1901

1886 Wloclawek

1910

1890 Berlin
1908 Cologne
1890 Berlin?

1906 Munich
1909 Hamburg
1900 Wurzberg

1900 Hofgeismar
1895
1887 London

1910 Berlin
1909 Bochunn-Linden

1892 Melbourne, Australia

1903 Berlin
1886Tennstadt

1903 Slang Meleti

1901 Frankfurt

1901 Dortmund

1886 Konitz, W, Prussia

1690 Herfoud
1899 Burcholt
1887 Krojanke

Refuge« dentists accepted on Foreign List of the Dental Register

DMD Germany,
MD Vienna

UNIVERSITY
1933! Berlin
1912, Heidelberg

1929 Prague
1931 Berlin

1915 Vienne

1925 Vienna
1923 Greifswald
1931 Wurzberg

1921 Frankfurt

1921 Freiburg
1932 Berlin
1923 Munich

1930 Berlin
1919 Halle-Wittenberg

1929 Paris
1921, Halle-Wittanberg

1921 Wurzberg

1933;Wurzberg
1920 Berlin
193ljBohn
1920 Berlin

1931 Bonn
1933: Hamburg
1923 Wurzberg

1930 Hamburg
1921 Berlin
1928 Paris

1933 Freiburg
1936 Naples

1921 Berlin
1932 Wurzberg
1922 Frankfurt
1930 Vienna
1923 Frankfurt
1929 Berlin
1921 Berlin

1922 Greifswald
1926 Cologne
1922 Bonn

omC

1935
1935

1947
1936

1938

1939
1938
1935
1959
1934

1937
1938
1936

1933
1935

1941
1938

1936

1936
1936
1935
1936

1938
1936
1936

1938
1936
1939

1935
1938

1934
1937
1935
1943
1936
1938
1936

1936
1936
1936

ACCEPTED by PREVIOUS OMC
REJECTION

1934

1936

1936

Addressl
16 Shomediffe Road, Folkestone

Alston Hse, Farley Rd, Wartingham, Surrey
21 South Gdns, The Avenue, Wembley, Middx

38 Beltize Sq, London, NW3, 97 Malden Rd, NW5
c/o Mrs. Goodwin, 165 Withington Rd. Manchester
16

72 Fellowes Rd, NW3, 5 Lambolle Rd, NW3

335 Wilbraham Rd, Alexandra Pk, Manchester 16
13 Linthorpe Rd, N16

108 Manor Road, N16

149 Fellowes Road, NW3 1938
392 Bury New Road, Salford, Lancs
Basel, Switzerland (1939))

11 Norland Sq, London, W11
‘194031 DavonshlrePiace, W1

11A Belsize Avenue, NW3

Kitchener Camp, Sandwich, Kent 1939

736a Kenton Rd, Kenton, Middx 1939,1941 8
Gidlow Way, Wigan

38 Frognal Court, Finchley Road, NW3

16 Tavistock Placa, London, WC1

212 Bradford Road, Shipley, Yorks

Last contact 37 Kaiser Wilhelm Wag, Koblenz,
Germany

Jamaica

1938 10 Leertoackstrasse, Frankfurt

1939 Kitchener Camp, Sandwich, Kent
Palestine
la Kensington High Street, W8

1936 736a Kenton Road. Harrow, Middx
Naples

14 Park Lane, W1 1937,1945106 Park Street, W1
St. Kilda S2, Victoria, Australia

40 Gordon Square, WC1

60 Upper PK Rd, NW3 1943

1 Greenhill Mansions, Lyttelton Rd., N2

Essen. Germany 1936

1936 Zagreb Yugoslavia

Kitchener Camp, Sandwich, Kent 1939
8 Croft Gdns, Barton Rd, Cambridge
38 rue de la Dreve Brussels

Addres>2

51 Cadogan Gdns, SW3, 3 Palace Place Mans,
w8
Melbourne, Australia

1943 87 Regency Lodge, NW3

30 SI Ann Street, Manchester 2

31 Compayne Gdns, NW6

Flat 28 Highfield, Dean Road, Manchester 20
1960 94 St Mary Rd. Walthamstow, E17

151 Golders Green Rd, NW11

1939 6 Jetmond Rd, Newcastle on Tyne, 1940
31 Central Promenade, Camp, Douglas Isis of
Man

New York

1934 Anatomy Dept, Victoria University
Manchester 1945 12 St Anns Sq, Manchester 2
94 Chiltern Court, Baker Street, NW1

Health Dept, Town Hall, Worthing, 1950 29
Sloane Street, SW1

1941 22a Belsize Grove NW 3,1964 31 Ludlow
Way, N2

69 Lindsworth Rd, Kings Norton, Birmingham 28
1939 Sydney, Australia
13 Cavendish Road, SW12

3 Wellington Circus, Nottingham (1940) 95
London Road, Leicester, 1948 14 Palace Court,
Finchley Road, NW3

137 Streelfield Rd, Kenton, Middx, 14 Northwick
Ave, Kenton, Middx, 19 Colman Court, Gordon
Ave, Stanmore, Mddx

New York

1960 High Air Cottage, St lves, Cornwall

2 Maresfield Gdns, NW3

296 West End Lane, NW6

New York

Switzerland

24 Fitzjohns Ave, NW3; 45 Arkwright Rd, NW3

Died in Poland in Shoah

Naturalised

1947

1947
1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947
1947

1947

Died

1991

1952

1974

1981
1983
199C

1940

1962

197s

1959

1962

1990

1967

1984



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Ruth
Herbert

Fritz Robert
Walter

Siegfried
Freidrich (Fritz)
Salti

Waltar

Regina

Herbert
Else
Hans
Oskar

Karl Ludwig
Ernst

Fritz
Richard

Frieda
Manfred
Otto
Ferdinand
Suse Marie
Erich

Christian Albert Otto

Walter

Carl
Morduhai
Leo

Louis
Georg
Alfred
Kurt
Paul

Trude

Albert

Jacob

273

SURNAME
Morris
Mueller

Murtz(es)heimer
Munzesheimer

Nathan
Nelkl
Neuburger
NuM

Nuki

Nussbaum
Ortoach
Ortai
Pelzmann

Peter
Pfeffer
Phiebig
Philips

Picerd-Gerson
Pick

Pick
Pilzerbarme
Plorkowskl
Plessner

Pohl
Prager
Reif
Relscher
Reiter
Richter
Roisentwit
Rosenberg

Rosenberg
Rosendahl
Roaendorff
Rosenkranz
Rosanmeyar
Roeeneteln

Roeenthal
Roeenthal
Roter

Rothschild

Rummelsbura

DOB

1906 Herfoud
1906 Berlin

1895 Karlsruhe
1901 Karlsruh

1885Solonsee
1893 Berlin
1900

1900 Vienna

1903 Stryj

1914 Germany
1889 Oppeln
1897 Vienna
1911 Vienne

1905 Vienne
1892 Giessen
1902 Flalour
1898 Dewesberg

1890 Charlottenberg
1893

1901 Vienna

1907 Poland

1907 Breslau

1876 Berlin

1895 Vienna
1890

1904

1911 Lemberg
1902 Krakow
1894 Vienna

1896 Munster

1911

1891
1895

1885

1909 Berlin
1899 Bad Homburg

1905 Dortmund
1903 Yugoslavia
1889 Breiten

1887 Ritphenvelde

Place of birth

DMD Germany,
MD Vienna

1929 Leipzig
1933 Berlin

1921 'Berlin
79251B AT

1907 Munich
1914 iRostock
1922iWurzberg
1927 Vienna

1929 Vienna

1921 Frankfurt
1922 Vienna
1936 Vienna

iVienna
1920 Berlin
19281 Berlin
192' Bonn

192( Heidelberg
1920 Munich
1927 Vienna
1933 Frankfurt
1932 Breslau
1921|Tibingen

1920 Vienna
1921 Cologne
1928 Bonn
1935 Vienna

1920 Vienne
1930 Milan
1921 Wurzberg

1933 Wurzberg
1921 Cologne

1920 Wurzberg
1922 Wurzberg

1912 Breslau

1934 Berlin
1926 Frankfurt

1929 Bonn
1926 Berlin
1922 Berlin

1920 Greifswald

UNIVERSITY

omC

1959
1935

1937
1935

1940
1934
1935
1939

1949

1940
1936
1939
1939

1941
1935
1936
1935

1938
1936
1939
1934
1936
1936

1939
1935
1934
1938
1959
1940
1939
1935

1937
1936
1937
1935
1936
1936

1935
1936

1935
1937
1935

1935

ACCEPTED by PREVIOUS QMC
REJECTION

1936

Refugee dentists accepted on Foreign List of the Dental Register

Addressi
1938-54 India
1936 44 Walworth Rd, SE17,

181 Woodstock Road, Oxford
33 Lords Wood Rd, Harbome, Birmingham 17

8 Stanley Close Camp Douglas, I0M do M. Woolf,

38 Goldhurst Tarrace, London NW 6
17 Harley Street, W1

330 Commercial Rd, E1

54 Battersea Pk Rd, SW11

18 Pembroke Sq, W8 1949

121 Palatine Road, West Didsbury, Manchester 20

1940 c/o Mrs Llebelg, 3 Powys Gdns. NW11
61 Kilbum High Rd, NW6
1939 Milan, ltaly

1941 Publ.Health Dept, Shirehall, Nottingham
.14 Park Lane, London, W1

JVVQIS! Street, New York

11 The Quandrant, Edgware, Middx

94 Olympiaplein, Amsterdam 1939
Wellington, NZ
31b Abbey Rd, NWS, 28 Welbeck St. W1

1933 31 Devonshire Pisce, W1

1938 9 Comerstrasse, Breslau 13

39 Cape Town, S, Africa

79 Harley Street, W 1,5 Whitehall Rd, Rugby,
Warwicks,

43 Shepherds B ush Green, W12

75 Wimpole Street, W1

c/o 10 Hillesden Ave, Edgware, Middx

25 Brondesbury Rd, NW6

14 Hall Rd, NW8

100 Nithsdale Rd Pollockahlelde, Glasgow S1
3 Barton Court, Barons Court Rd, W14

71 Boundary Rd, Hove 1937,149 Finchley Rd,
London NW3 1940

1936 Melbourne, Australia

1935

1936

3 Brondesbury Ct, Willesden Lane, NW2

The Haven, Thorpe Ness, Suffolk

78 Guildford St, London, WC1, 22 Cannon Place,

Brighton,
58 Fitzjohns Avenue, London, NW3,

19 Park Crescent, London, W1
27 Wimpole St, W1

305 Chapeltown Rd, Leeds 7, 525 Finchley Rd,
NW3

Address2

7 Frognal Ct, Finchley Rd, NW3

91 Highlands Heath, SW15

84 Viceroy Clse,Bristol Rd, Birmingham B5
do Dewell House, Sowerby Bridge, ?Emig to
Calcutta 39

1950 72 Panine Drive, NW2

18 Pembroke Square, W8

29 Primrose Mansions, Pr. Of W. Drive, SW11

Palestine
Sydney, Australia

Park Pruitt Emerg. Hosp, Basingstoke, Hants,
1948 74 Bounty Rd, Basingstoke
2 Highpoint, North Hill, Highgate, N6

39 Harley Street, W1
1943 97 Harley Street, W1, 1949 Weisteindie
4, Amsterdam Holland

25 St John St, Oxford 1945

1940 Southern Rhodesia
28 Park Crescent, W. 1, 1960 5 Devonshire PI,
w1

Chicago

375 Harrow Road, W9

12 Park Crescent, W1, 28 Welbeck St. W1
337 Bath Road, Glasgow, C2, Rome ltaly

Huddersfield, W.Garden City, 42 Boundary Rd,
Hove 31945

99 London Rd, Croydon

1976 25 Harcourt Dr, Earley, Reading
Sydney, NSW 1940

17 Devonshire PI, London,W1, 80 Grove End
Gdns, London, NW8

1945 79 Harley St, W1, 1950 504 Finchley Rd,
NW3

Naturalised

1947

1947
1947
1947
1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

1947

Died

1986
in
Konst
anz
194S

1949
1953

1983

1975
1944

194S

1958

1968

1975

1986

1985

1953



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME

Hans Max
Hilde
Kate
Max

Fritz

Kurt
Ema Helene
Adolf

Han>

Karl

Hans

Lothar

Moritz
Gertrude
Johannas
Adolf

Rudolph
Susanne Erika
Rudolf

Huge

Isabella
Theresa

Bruno
Berthold
Leonard Henry
Johann
Therase

Heinrich
Rudolf

Garda
Benedikt

Wilhelm
Richard
Carl Ludwig
Hans

Hans
Selma

Eugen
Gunther
Erhard
Bruno
Kurt
Kurt

Freidrich Berthold
Albert Abraham

274

SURNAME

Sahmer
Salinger-Marx
Sallach
Sallsch

Salomon

Salomon
Samson
Samuel

Schéachter

Schsjowlcz
Scherbel
Schiff
Schiler
Schindel
Schindler
Schindler
Schlesinger
Schloss
Schmaldlar
Schneider
Schneider
Schrotter
Schroffer
Schuler
Schuler
Schwartz
Schwan

Schweitzer
Seegall

Selo

Sender

Silblger
Spitzer
Spring
Springer
Sprinz
Steinfeld

Steinmetz
Stock
Stern
Strauss
Strauea
Strauss

Strauss
Sulke

DOB

1886 Strasbourg
1901 Freiburg
1687 Oberglogau
1891 Silesia

1890 Grunberg

1911 Cologne
1909
1893 Frankfurt

1906 Vienna

1895 Bojan, Romania
1891

1915 Germany

1891 Nikoloburg
1907

1891 Rybnik

1901 Breslau

1897 Vienna

1903 Reichenbach
1898 Karlsruh

1897 Freistadt

1897

1699 Vienna

1899 Eligoth, Silesia
1887 Dusseldorf
1920 Dusseldorf
1699 Szeged

1893 Munich

1892 Frankenthal
1889 Berlin

1900 Dusseldorf

1899 Bieberich

1898 Pless
1900 Berlin
1894 Vienna
1889 Mohringen
1901 Berlin
1900 Karlsruh

1895 Notine», Hungary
1889 Witkowo

1918

1887 Marburg

1901 Ludwigshafen
1903 Frankfurt

1914 Frankfurt
1908 Griesen
1895

Place of birth

DMD Germany,
MD Vienna

UNIVERSITY

1922 Frankfurt
1925* Freiburg
1921 Breslau
192i1Breslau

1920 Berlin

1934 Bonn
1933 Munster
1920 Frankfurt

1928 Vienna

1923 Vienna
1919 Leipzig

1928 Vienna
1931 jVienna
1920!Freiburg
1922 Berlin
1926

Breslau
1922 Wurzberg
1928 Vienna

1924,Vienna
1929,Vienna
1921 Cologne

19231 Leipzig
1932 Bonn

1921 Wurzberg
1920, Greifswald

1923; Frankfurt

1923 Greifswald

1923 Wurzberg

1924 Berlin

1921 Vienna

1920 Wurzberg

1928 Halle-Wittenberg
1920 Wurzberg

1929 Berlin
1924. Berlin

1921 Frankfurt
1924 Heidelberg

1920 Leipzig
1920 Wurzberq

QMC

1935
1936
1935
1935

1938

1936
1935
1935

1939

1940
1936
1938
1940
1935
1935
1935
1941
1956
1936
1940
1940
1957
1940
1935
1942
1937
1938

1936
1937

1935

1936

1935
1937
1939
1935
1936
1936

1936
1936
1944
1935
1936
1937

1939
1936
1936

ACCEPTED by PREVIOUS 0 MC

REJECTION

1938, 1940

1936 X2

1936

Refuge« dentists accepted on Foreign List of the Dental Register

Addressl

la Norfolk Sq, Buxton, Derbyshire, 17 St James

Terr. Buxton

Berlin, never came here?

20a Market Place, Falloden Way, NW11
As above

10 Oldfield Rd, Bath, Somerset, Stamford Hill (1940)
25 Buckland Crescent, NW 3,1938 Jamestown, St.

Helena
266 Hale Lane, Edgware, Middx 1939
5a Coverdale Rd, NW2

1940 145 George VAve Worthing, Sussex, 115

Harley Street, W1

70 Grainger Street, Newcastle on Tynel, 66 Grey

Street, Newcastle on Tyne 1

176 St Pauls Churchyard, EC4

61 Wslisgrave Rd, Coventry, Warwicks
2 Wansdworth Mans, W14

96 Portland Place, W1

392 Bury New Road, Salford 7

8a Rexham Road, Mold, Flints.

8 Kendal Avenue, Shipley, Yorks
Brazil

7 Mayfield Road, Edinburgh

as below

388 Upper Richmond Rd, SW1S

80 Hillside Gardens. Edgware, Middx
2 Hendon Park Mans, NW4

mKenya
Wiesbaden

23 Clarence Parade,Southsea, Hants 26 Belsize Rd.

NW 8 (1940)

42 Mapesbury Rd, NW2,

2 St Stephens Mount, 64 Richmond Hill,
Bournemouth, Hants

58 Middleway, NW11,3b Greville Place, N.W6 1943
7 The Paddocks, Wembley Pk, Middx. ;39 Harley

Street, W1

39 Belsize Pk, NW3;

36 Rope Walk, Nottingham

12 Norland Sq Mansions, Holland Park, W11

Peiora, lillnois, USA

11 Leinster Gds, W2

218 Adelaide Rd, NW3, 148 Fellowes Rd, NW3

55 Belsize Drive, NW3

17 Greencroft Gdns, NW6, 20 Grosvenor Pl, SW1

Apt 4D, 435 Washington Ave, New York
29 Belsize Pak, NW3

191 Derby Road, Longeaton, Derbyshire
King George Avenue, Jerusalem, Palestine
253 Cranbrooke Rd, lliford, Essex

Address2
24 Hardwick St, Buxton, 1959 40 Mapesbury
Rd, NW6

39 Ashurst Rd, Cockfosters, Barnet, Herts
As above

10 Newbridge Rd, Weston, Bath, Somerset
1957 62 Gt Cumberland Place, W1

57 Wellington Court, Wellington Rd, NW8
2 Deadon Rd, Bromley, Kent 1981

49 Granville Court, Newcastle on Tyne NE2
162 Bickenhall Mansions, NW1

529 Kingsbury Road, NW9

318 Harrogate Rd, Leeds, Yorks

89 Harley Street, W 1

58 Malden Rd, Prestatyn, Flints

4 Randolph Place. Edinburgh

as below

31 Devonshire Place, W. 1
2 Devonshire Pl, W1 1956

6 Acacia Ave, Hale, Altrincham 1943
Pinecrest, Northwich Rd, Oalsmere.Chesnire

USA

21 Devonshire Place, W1
3 Princes Court, Brampton Road, SW3
Krugerstrasse 3, Vienna 1 (1948)

19 Wimpole Street. W1; 1974 79 Harley Street
8 Vale Close, W 9 1949

10 Goldhurst Terrace. NW3

28 Devonshire Pl, W1 9 The Vale, NW11

107 Deansbrook Rd, Edgware Middx (1948)

Nottingham, Linsmead, Hampstead Lane, NW3

Naturalised

1947

1947

1947

1947
1947

1947
1947
1947
1947
1947
1947

1947
1947

1947
1947

1947

1947

Died

1951

1967
1969
1996

1976
199C
1976
1964
1971
197C
1964

1951
1984

1966
197C

1971

1947

1976

1971
196S

1964

1980

1974

197C
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FIRST NAME

Han*
Herbert
Eva

Moriz

Moritz Anton
Fritz
Friedrich
Hans

Johannes
Edith

Reinherdt
Hildeoard

Max

Jakob
Sally
Max

Fritz
Emmerich
Rudolf

Edgar
Norbert
Benno
Moritz

Hana

Alexander

Paul
Karl
Alfred
Kev

Refugee dentists accepted on Foreign List of the Dental Register

7777777777777777777777777777777777 rDMD Germany,
SURNAME DOB Place of birth MD Vienna UNIVERSITY | Qe
u r
Theln 19081Nlistelbach 1934 slienna 1938
Tichauer 1900 3leinertz 1925! Berlin 1936
Tlchauer 1932i 1936
Tlllingtr 1909 Vienna 934|Vienna 1938
Tlschler 1886 Vienna 1910 Vienna 1939
Trebltach 1897 Vienna 1931lVienna 1938
Trytua 1884 Heppenheim 1920 Tubingen 1936
Turkhaim 1889 Hamburg 1921 Hamburg 1935
Wahle 1895 Poland 1924 Hamburg 1937
W ahlt 1898 Calcutta 1924 Hamburg 1936
Waldaachs 1907 Barmen 1931 Born 1935
Waldaachs 1908 1933 Bom 1935
Walter 1902 Zeil am Main 1925 Erlangen 1935
Wandetein 1903 Warsaw 1928 Warsaw 1939
Wegner 1907 Ostrovo 1926 Berlin 1936
WeMau 1887 Fraustadt 192C Berlin 1936
Weinberg 1899 Rhede 1922 !Wurzberg 1936
Czernowitz

Weiner 1925 Freiburg 1936
Weinsberg 1893 St.Polten 1919 Vienna 1936
Welnaberg 1900 1925jVienna 1935
Welseberg 1913 Cologne 1936 Bonn 1937
Weisaberg 1927 Vienna 1942
Werber 1907 Vienna 1959
Werthelm 1882 Stralsund I,Poznan’? 1944
Werthelm 1887 Gottingen 1921 Freiburg 1936
Wlgdorclk 1904 Bielystock 1929 Naples 1939
Wilczyneki 1921 Wurzberg 1936
Wohlmuth 1908 Berlin 1931 Berlin 1937
Wolf 1882 Wangeu, Baden 1921 Freiburg 1937
W olff 1922 Leipzig 1936
Worms 1897 Sonneberg 1921 Wurzberg 1935
Austrian

Student | | |

ACCEPTED by PREVIOUS OMC

Addressl

234 Finchley Rd, NW3, Madras India 1938
New Zealand 1938
New Zealand 1938

do S Tilllngar, 5 Alba Ct, Alba Gdns, NW11

8 Clifton Hill, NW8

Singapore, Bangkok

do J. Gordon, 8 Sldmouth Mansions, NW2
1936 34 Devonshire Pl, W1

66 Portswood Rd, Southampton, Hants, 324
Harrogate Rd, Leeds

as below

66 Great Cumberland Place, W1

29 Beaufort Road, Ealing, W5

19 Hillside Gdns, Edgware, Middx. 4 Craven Hill,
w2

112 Forset Ct, Edgware Rd, W2
New York
507 Shields Rd, Glasgow, S1

Calcutta, India

11 Park Crescent, W1,10 Goodwood Ct
Devonshire St, W1

as above

The Hague; Arnhem; Amersfoort, Holland
42 Brighton Road, South Croydon

117 Harley Street, W.1

Willlesden

Bunse Court, Faversham, Kent, 1941 13
Gainsborough Rd, Crewe

110 via Santa Luaa, Naples 1940

Sydney, Australia
116 Victoria Park Rd, Leicester

do 17 Welbeck House, W1

Address2
1953 25 Welbeck St. W.1,64 Cranboume
Gdns, NW11

Srinigar Rd, Ajmer,India 1940 25 Welbeck St
1941, 55 Cranboume Gdns, NW11

3 Park Crescent, Portland Place, London, W1
Sydney, Australia

1941 New York

208 Bickenhall Mans, Gloucester PI, W1

15 Oakmount Ave, Southampton, Hants 1945,

108 Corringway, Ealing, W5 (1942)
43 Wimpole Street, W1

22 Connaught Sq, W 2,10 Stanhope Place, W2

Columbo, Ceylon 1942

80 Wemborough Rd, Stanmore, Middx

Bognor Regis, Sussex
4 Spencer Road, Wandsworth, SW18

Chicago, U.S.A. 1946

149 BrorvJesbury Park, NW2

Naturalised

1947

1947

1947

1947

1950

1947

1947

1947

1947

Died

1 1980

;1962

| 1990

T 1955

1974

1979

1951

1960

2006
1971

1958

1957

199s
1977



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME

Felix Martin
Siegfried
Alexander Johann Brugger
Hilda

Heinrich

Robert

Ulrich

Martin

Leopold
Seligman

Kurt

Annelie Babette
Ludwig

Kurt

Max

Leo

Erich

Kurt

Friedrich

Otto

Julius

Kurt

Ernst

George Wilhelm
Kurt

Ernst

Max

Hugo
Theodor
Jan Hendrik
Karl

Erich
Ludwig
Hans
Siegfried
Alfred

Heinz Herman
Georg

Louis

Bruno
Adolf

Siegfried Simon
Max
Julius

276

SURNAME
(Abraham
Altmann
Anderson
'Ascher
Aschkowitz
Atlasz
Auerbach
Baer
Baer
Baruch
Baruch
Baruch
Baschwitz
Baum
Baum
Becker
Behrendt
Bender
Beriowitz
Bischofswerder
Bloch
Blum
Blume
Blumenberg
Bonin
Boronow

Brann
Brasch
Breslauer
Breyer
Buff
Cohen
Cohn
Cohn
Cohn
Cohn
Cohn
Cohn
Danziger
Destler
Deutschland

Dobrin
Dreifus
Dresel

Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

Date of birth Place of birth

1901'Posen
19011

1898 Berlin
1896

1890

1888

1902

1882 Bromberg, Posen
1887

1888 Prostken, West Prussia
1901 Kaiserlauten

1906

Deutsch-Krone, West
1885 Prussia

1895

1881 Berlin

1889 Sampter, Posen
1891

1889

1899

1887 Freinenwald, Pomerania

1878 Chemnitz

QUALIFIED

1930 Leipzig
1931 jBonn

1922 Berlin
1921 Berlin
1912 Wurtzberg
1923 Berlin
1921 Breslau
1905 Zurich
1924 Heidelberg
1921 Wurzberg
1935 Dresden
1922 Berlin
1926 Berlin
1921 Gottingen
1921 Berlin
1920 Berlin
1924 Breslau
1921 Koenigsherg
1920 Greifswald
1921 Berlin
1931

19311

1932 Berlin
1920 Wurzberg
1920 Breslau

1921 Wurzberg
1913 Breslau
1915 Berlin
1923 Utrecht
1918 Munich
1921 Munich
1920 Berlin
1925 Cologne
1925 Hamburg
1920 Kiel

1934

1920 Kiel

1921 Berlin
1920 Koenigsberg
1922 Berlin

1921 Greifswald
1923 Heidelberg
1921 Cologne

UNIVERSITY

REJECTED Escaped

1936
1936/1937
1933/1935
1937
1938
1934 Palestine 1937
1938
1936
1936/1937 Palestine
1938
1938
1936/1938
1936
1936 To USA 27,6,40
1936
1938 To Litauer 1940
1936 Argentina
1938
1935/1936
1936
1936

1936 Bnsbane, Australia 1938

1936
1936
1935
1936

1938
1936/7

1938

1938

1936

1936

1936 Bolivia 1939

1936

1936

1936 Bolivia 1940

1936

1937 Shanghai 1939
1936/1937

1936

1936 USA 1936

1936 Emigrated, place unknown

1936

1935/1936/1938

Died
Auschwitz 29.11.42
Fate unknown
Fate unknown

Died in Auschwitz

Fate unknown

Deported to Riga 15.8.42

Fate unknown

12.1.43 Deported Auschwitz

Possibly deported to Riga

Fate unknown
Fate unknown

Suicide 1942



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Irmgard

Curt
Friedrich
Walter
Relnhardt
Helmut
Walther
Paul
Artur
Erich
Ludwig
Kurt

Werner

Martin

Herbert

Herbert Friedrich Wilhelm
Hugo

Emil

Edith

Hermann

Hans

Hellmut Friedrich
Alfred

Karl

Hugo

Arthur

Wilhelm Ferdinand
Hugo

Walter

Willy

Julius

Julius
Walter

Harold

Bernhard

Paul

lise

Kurt
Richard
Elizabeth
Julia

277

SURNAME
iDuras
Ehrlich
Ehrmann
Eisenstadt
Eisex
Elbrechter
Engelmann
Englaender
Falk
Feiler
Fischbein
Freitag

Freudenberg

Freudenstein
Freund
Freund
Freundlich

Fridberg
Friedeberg
Friedeberg
Frohlich
Fuerst
Gadiel
Gaeng
Ganzer
Garbarsky
Gemschein
Gerson
Glaser
Gluckmann
Goldberg
Goldschmidt
Goldstein
Gorodiski
Gottlieb
Gottstein
Gottstein-Grand

Greiffenhagen
Grosz
Gruneberg
Grunthal

Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

Data of birth Placa of birth

1896 Hindenberg

1876 Hamburg

1888
1889

1887 Berlin

1879 Berlin
1899

1887 Neustetten, Pomerania

USA (YV)

1871 Berlin

1901 Liebenwalde

1909 Hindenberg
1895
1885 Kuty, Poland
1893
1896

1684 Breslau

1907

QUALIFIED

1932

1922 Breslau
1921 Erlangen
1923 Wurtzberg
1920 Berlin
1922 Freiburg
1922 Berlin
1921 Wurzberg
1920 Breslau
1905 Heidelberg
1922 Wurzberg
1921 Greifswald

1920 Wurzberg

1921 Jena
1923 Berlin
1923 Berlin
1920 Berlin

1920 Berlin
1921 Breslau
1920 Breslau
1923 Leipzig
1923 Hamburg
1926 Breslau
1921 Heidelberg
1908 Berlin
1923 Berlin
1922 Heidelberg
1921 Greifswald
1927 Berlin
1921 Breslau
1921 Cologne
1923 Kiel

1933 Wurzberg
1923 Berlin
1911 Vienna
1920 Berlin
1920 Berlin

1920 Greifswald
1925 Leipzig
1935 Bonn
1933 Berlin

UNIVERSITY

REJECTED
1936

Escaped

1936

1936

1936

1936

1935

1938

1938

1936

1935

1936
1936/1937

1938 to USA, then New
1936 Zealand

1936 Emigrated, place unknown
1935

1936/1937

1936/1938 USA via London 1941

1937
1938
1938
1936
1936/1937
1936
1937
1936
1936/1937
1936
1936/1937
1936
1936
1936
1938 Survived, died 1950
1936 New York 1937
1936
1937 Tel Aviv
1938
1938 Palestine 1933

1937 Emigrated, place unknown
1937/1938

1936

1936

Died

2.3.43 Deported Auschwitz

Fate unknown
Augsberg (YV)

Fate unknown

Died in prison Alexanderplatz

")

Fate unknown

1943 (YV, Gedenkbuch)

Fate unknown

Fate unknown

Fate unknown



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Oscar
Frederick
Oskar

Gustav Gerson

Martin

Alfred
Herbert

Hans Herman

Gunter Reinhold

Herman Wolfgang
Willy

Max

Benno
Heinz

Max

Alfred

Fritz

Franz

Paul
Leopold
Herta
Arthur Julian
Edith Marianne
Hugo

Albert

Julius

Use

Rudolf

Arthur
Fritz

Georg
Jeangros
Carl August
Bruno
Manfred
Edgar Peter
Helmut
Bruno

Max Ludwig
Erich

Kéathe

278

SURNAME
jumpel
Sutmann
Guttmann

Haber

Hammerschmidt
Hammerstein
Hanauer
Hartwich

Hecht

Heilborn
Heymann

Heymann

Heymann
Hirsch
Hirsch
Hirsch
Hirehberg
Hoff
Hoffman
Hoffman
Inhetvin
Isaacson
Jacob
Jacob
Jacobs
Jacobus
Jansen

Jarre

Joachim
Joseph
Josephson 1876 or 1889
Jules

Jung

Kantorowicz

Katz

Katz

Katzenstein

Kaufmann

Kiwi

Klein

Klein

Date of birth

Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

Place of birth

1888

1895 Adelnau, Posen

1888 Cristburg, W. Prussia

Krojanka, W. Prussia
1886
1907|
1884
1879 E. Prussia
1898

1910
1910 Duren

1907

1886 Posen
1907

1885
&3 Frankenstein

1910

1886

QUALIFIED

1922 Cologne
1917

1921, Breslau
1920 Berlin

1932
1922 Wurzberg
1934
1920 Wurzberg
1932 Frankfurt

1933
1921 Koenigsberg
1920 Berlin

1920 Berlin

1933, Berlin

1920 Leipzig

1923 Wurzberg

1921 Erlingen

1920 Berlin

1920 Halle-Wittenberg
1921 Cologne

1923 Munich

1933
1934
1933
1930
1936 Bonn
1936 Bonn

1920 Berlin
1935 Berlin

1935 Berlin
1928 Berne
1890 Berlin
1921 Greifswald
1923 Berlin
1921 Frankfurt
1933 Amsterdam
1922 Berlin
1937 Berlin
1920 Berlin
1931 Berlin

UNIVERSITY

REJECTED
1936
1936
1936
1936/1938

1936, 7, 9
1938
1936
1936
1936

1936
1936
1938

1936/1937
1936
1936
1936
1936
1936
1936
1937/1937
1936
1935
1936
1936/1938
1936
1936/1937
1937
1936

1936/1938
1936

1935
1938
1938
1937

Escaped

Norway

Melbourne, Australia

1936 Romania 1933

1936
1936
1936
1937

1936 Palestine

1936

Died

Fate unknown

Auschwitz

Possible Terezin died 43 YV
Fate unknown

Fate unknown

Possibly transported to Riga
YV

Fate unknown YV

Fate unknown

Fate unknown

Auschwitz 43 YV

Auschwitz 43 YV

Fate unknown

Died from maltreatement

1946

Fate unknown

Possibly transported to Riga

Fate unknown

Deported Poland 43

Fate unkown



Appendix 1 Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

FIRST NAME SURNAME Data of birth Place of birth QUALIFIED UNIVERSITY REJECTED Escaped Died
Benno Klein 1889 1921 Greifswald 1936/1938 Fate unknown
Erich Kohn 1932 1933 Fate unknown
Gertrude Kohn 1933 Wurtzberg 1935
Leo Kollen 1880 Berent 1920 Berlin 1936 Died Terezin 43
Hildegarde Thea Margareta Krakowiak 1936 Berlin 1936
Hans Krebs 1933 1936
Norbert Kubatzki 1893 1921 Berlin 1936 Survived, died 1960
Benjamin Emst Kupfer 1923 Greifswald 1936
Otto Kutner 1920 Kiel 1936
Fritz Laband 1927 Berlin 1936
Paul Laband 1922 Hamburg 1936
Robert Less 1895 1922 Koenigsberg 1936/1937 Fate unknown
Fritz Lesser 1920 Breslau 1936
Joseph Levi 1923 Munich 1937
Leo Lewald 1921 Koenigsberg 1936
Hugo Lewin 1920 Koenigsberg 1936
Hans Lewlnnek 1921 Koenigsberg 1936/1937

Terezin, died Auschwitz 44

Max Lewy 1886 1931 1937 YV
Max Lichenhelm 1936 Bonn 1936
Erich Liebermann 1934 1936
Paul Liepmannssohn 1921 Hamburg 1936
Max Lindenstrauss 1899 1923 Berlin 1936 Tel Aviv
Eva Antoinle Maria Lob 1935
Werner Loewendorff 1901 1927 Berlin 1936/1937 Died 1979
Martin Loewenson 1921 Breslau 1936
Egon Lowenstern 1892 Berlin 1921 Greifswald 1936/1937 Suicide 42
Max Lychenheim 88% Richtenberg 1920 Berlin 1936 Shanghai 39
Ernst Maas 1902 1935 Liberated Terezin YV
Hans Majut 1892 1921 Kiel 1936 Suicide 37
Julian Mamlock 1921 Wurzberg 1936
Inring Naftali Mandel 1892 1921iBerlin 1935 Fate unknown
Alfons Marcuse 1923 Leipzig 1938
Kurt Marcusy 1921 Breslau 1936/1938
Max Marx 1879 1903 Wurzberg 1936 Died in Shoah YV
Bernhard Marx 1923 Bonn 1937
Leo Maschke 1870 Koslin 1891 1936 USA 41
Arthur Masur 1921 Tubingen 1936
Hans Mautner 1886 Berlin 1909 Heideiburg 1936 Emigrated, place unknown
Karl Heinrich Mayer 1936 Frankfurt 1936
Felix Jacob Mela 1923 Frankfurt 1935
Julius Memelstorf 1881 1903 1936 Fate unknown
Max Meyer 1886 Konitz 1921 Berlin 1935 Palestine

279



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Siegbert
Hugo
Aenne
Bruno
Herbert
Kurt
Franz
Ernst
Jacob
Use
Sally
Heinrich Moses

Ernst
Erwin
Ludwig
Alexander
Rudi
Kurt
Fenny
Joseph
J

Ernst
Herman
Fritz
Kurt

Max

Erich Siegismund
Rudolf

Jenny

Curt
Guenther

Kurt

Fritz Liebmann
Fritz

Helmut
Heinrich

Rosa

Paul

Ernst

Emesta
Alphons

Ernst

Leopold
Ludwig

Julius

280

SURNAME

Meyer
Meyer
Meyer
Meyer
Meyersohn
Michaelis
Mosbacher
Moser
Moses
Mosler
Mossesohn
Muenz
Nachmann
Neu
Neumann
Norbert
Nowick
Oelsner
Offenbacher
Ohringer
Oppenheimer
Orbach
Pauson
Pfeffer
PhilHpsberg

Podschubskl
Priester
Proskauer
Proskauer
Proskauer
Rahmer
Riesenfeld
Riesenfeld
Rosenbaum
Rosenberg
Rosenberg
Rosenstrausch
Rosenthal
Rosenthal
Rosenthal
Rosenthal
Rosenthal
Rothholz
Rothschild
Rothschild

Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

Date of birth

1909

1887 Berlin
1890

1886 Berlin
1889 Kolberg
1881 Brelsen
1900 Nirnberg

1892 Berlin

1900

1882 Berlin

1889

1891

1898

1897 Berlin

1893
1900 Berlin

1902 Berlin
1900

Place of birth

QUALIFIED

1930

1921

1932
1920
1920
1921

1935
1921
1920
1931
1902
1924
1921
1931
1922
1925
1924
1930
1923
1935
1912
1920
1922
1920
1930

1922
1921
1936
1929
1920
1923
1920
1936
1923
1933
1921
1932
1920
1922
1932
1932
1922
1921
1920
1906

UNIVERSITY
Freiburg
Kiel
Munster
Rostock
Koenigsberg
Kiel
Frankfurt
Greifswald
Berlin
Breslau
Wurtzberg
Wurtzberg
Greifswald

Freiburg

Breslau
Koenigsberg
Breslau
Wurtzberg
Wurtzberg
Wurtzberg
Berlin
Tubingen
Wurzberg

Breslau

Berlin
Berlin
Basel
Leipzig
Berlin
Frankfurt
Greifswald
Berlin
Wurzberg
Wurtzberg
Wurzberg

Berlin
Wurzberg
Wurzberg

Wurzberg
Hamburg
Heidelberg

Munich

REJECTED
1935
1936
1936
1936
1938

Escaped

1938 Survived, died 59

1936

1938
1936/1938

1936

1936

1936 USA 39

1936/1937/1938 Survived Died 1981

1936

1936 USA 39

1937

1938

1936

1935
1936/1937

1934

1936 ltaly 39

1936

1937

1936

1935 Emigrated place unknown

1935/1936/1938

1936 Uruguay

1936
1937/1938 USA
1938
1936
1937
1938
1935
1936
1936
1936
1936
1936
1936
1938
1938
1936
1936

Died

Fate unknown
Died Maidenek 42

Fate unknown

Disappeared

Auschwitz 43

Died Neuengamme 44

Fate unknown

Died in Dachau

Fate unknown
Possibly died Lublin

Fate unknown

Fate unknown



Appendix 1

FIRST NAME
Herbert
Felix
Heinz
Hans
Ludwig
Josef
Erna Helene
Ludwig
Ludwig
Paul
W alter Hirsch
Max
Bronislawa
Gerhard
Erwin
Ruth Henriette
Artur
Adolf
Ruth
Wilhelm
Ludwig
Erna
Julius
Isidor

Kurt Wolfgang

Ludwig
Harry
Eugene
Max
Alexander
Heinz
Max
Lothar
Fritz
Joseph
Julius
Jakob
Ladislaus
Emst
Ladislaus
Max
Wilhelm
Herbert
Sally

Jacob

281

SURNAME

Ruben
Rubinstein
Rychwalski
Sachs
Saenger
Saffra
Samson
Sanger
Saulsohn
Schaefer
Schindler
Schlrokauer
Schmeltzer
Schmelz
Schneeman
Schuermann
Schufftan
Schuller
Schurmann
Schwartz
Schwartz
Schwartzchild
Schwarzchild
Seligmann

Semmel

Sichel
Sicher
Silbemnann
Simenauer
Singer
Skomlinski
Sladowski
Spanier
Spanier
Spier
Spier
Spiss-Fischer
Spitzer
Spitzer
Spitzer
Steifei
Stein
Stein
Strauss

Suesskind

Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

Data of birth

19077

71889

1901 Kolmar
1884 Bunetau
1900
1881 Breslau
1876

1889
1890 Berlin

1906 Nikolai
1904

1890 Breslau
1886

1913 Klatovy

Berlin

1895

1889 Vienna

1892

1907

1880
1904

1898 Vienna

1881 Mannhe

Place of birth

im

QUALIFIED
1923
1921
1923
1908
1897
1925
1922
1897
1922
1921
1920
1932
1932
1935
1921
1935
1921
1920
1935
1920
1929
1921
1921
1920
1922

1921

1921
1921
1921
1932
1902
1935
1919
1920
1921
1921
1935
1921
1935
1923
1929
1921

1921

1922

UNIVERSITY
Berlin
Beilin
Munich

Frankfurt

Hamburg
Breslau
Berlin
Berlin
Berlin

Breslau

Munich
Breslau
Berlin
Munich
Munich
Frankfurt
Munich
Cologne
Berlin

Berlin

Wurtzberg
Vienna
Breslau
Breslau
Wurzberg

Berlin

Berlin
Halle-Wittenberg
Frankfurt
Breslau
Vienna
Leipzig
Wurtzberg
Leipzig
Wurtzberg
Frankfurt
Wurtzberg
Frankfurt

Berlin

REJECTED
1936
1936
1937
1936
1938
1938
1933
1936
1936
1936
1938
1936/1937
1937/1938
1935/1937
1938
1937
1936
1936
1935/1936
1936
1937
1936/1937
1938
1936
1935

1935

1936
1937
1938
1936/1937
1936
1936/1937
1936/1937
1933
1936
1937
1936
1936
1937
1936
1936
1936/1937
1935
1938

Escaped

USA via Holland & UK

Indianapolis

Shanghai, New York

Urugauy
Survived, died 1949

China

USA

Died 1964
USA

Died
Fate unknown
Fate unknown

Terezin?

Fate unknown

Deported to Riga 42

Fale unknown

Died Auschwitz 43

Died Terezin 42 YV

Possibly Buchenwald 45 YV

Possibly Minsk YV

Fate unknown

Possibly Auschwitz 43 YV

Died in Shoah

Auschwitz 42
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FIRST NAME
Hans George
Max
Josef
W alter
Emil
Heinz
Johanna Rosa
Bruno
Arthur Isidor
Max
Hugo
Max
Salty
Emst
R J
Rudolf
Hans Erich
Hans Martin
Norbert
Josef Peter
Benno
Siegfried
Franz Herbert
Heinz Leonard
Friedrich Max Richard

Max
Susanne
Willy
Julius

Emi
Hildegarde
Harry
Grete
Edwin
Eugene
Hugo
Margarethe

Eberhard Karl August Wilhelm

Unknown names

282

SURNAME

Sussmann
Tamowski
Tester
Tobias
Treitel
Tuchler
Udewald
Ungar
Urbach

Van Cleef
Wagenhelm
Wagner
Wagner/Wegner
Wallenberg
Welderer
Weil

Weile
Well-Kander
Weinbaum
Weinmann
Weissberg
Werthelm
Winchenbach
Wittner

W o Iff

W o Iff
W o Iff
W o Iff
W o Iff
Wolff-Carsten
Wolpe
Wotisky
Wurzel
Ziegel
Zippert
Zuntz

Zwillenberg
Zwirner

48 Austrians
286 people

33 people
17 people

Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

Date of birth

1887

1889

1910

1889
1896

1889

1886
1901

1899

1886
1896

1891

1900
1900

1897
1888

1891
1898

1884

1887

Place of birth

Berlin

Karlsruhe

Berlin

Carlhaus

Ostrowo

Thom

Bohemia

Kattowitz

Nakel

Rejected by J.R.C.D. & not

listed by G.M.C.

176 Austrian, 110 German

11 Austrian, 22 German

QUALIFIED
1930
1907
1931
1921
1916
1933
1920
1921
1921
1932
1920
1920
1922
1922
1933
1928
1924
1924
1920
1923
1935
1920
1935
1922
1923

1922
1923
1922
1932
1921
1922
1922
1922
1921

1921

1930

1935

UNIVERSITY
Bonn

Leipzig
Greifswald
Munich
Wurzberg
Munich
Wurtzberg
Berlin
Berlin
Wurtzberg
Berlin
Breslau
Greifswald
Frankfurt
Bonn
Berlin
Berlin
Berlin

Vienna

Wurzberg
Berlin
Wurtzberg

Berlin

Berlin
Berlin
Berlin
Berlin
Frankfurt
Berlin
Bonn
Breslau
Berlin
Hamburg

Bonn

Bonn

Vienna

REJECTED
1935/1936/1937
1938
1937
1936/1937
1936/1938
1937
1935
1936
1936
1937
1936
1936
1936
1936
1933
1936/1937
1937
1938
1936

1936
1937/1938
1936
1936/1938
1935

1935
1936
1937
1936/1937
1936
1936
1936
1936
1935/1936
1936/1937/1938
1936
1936

1938

1938 November

1938 November

1939 May
1939 November

Escaped

New York
Oregan, USA

New Zealand Dec 36

New York

USA, Unlv. lllinois

Switzerland

Stockholm

Died

Fate unknown

Fate unknown

Auschwitz 43 Printout

Fate unknown

Died in Shoah 42

Fate unknown

Died 1987
Fate unknown. Possibly

Terezin 42
Fate unknown
Fate unknown.

Fate unkown

Fate unknown
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FIRST NAME

Refugee dentists rejected by the General Medical Council

SURNAME Date Of birth Place of birth QUALIFIED UNIVERSITY |
17 people

11 people

12 people

7 people

3 people

3 people

5 people

1 person

rejected
1940 May
1941 May
1942 May
1942 November
1944 May
1944 November
1945 May
1945 November

Escaped

Died



FIRST NAME

Ernst

Josef

Etelka

Olga

Edith

Schilern

Samuel

254

SURNAME

Bustin

Glatter
Meller Gabel

Muller

Schachter

Schatzenberg

Schatzenberg

DOB Place of birth

1895 Vienna

1892
1890

Bielskn, now
1897 Poland

1904

1896 Tamapol, Galizia

1898 Tarnapol, Galizia

Refugee dentists who did not apply to the General Medical Council

Qualified

UNIVERSITY

1926 Vienna

1917 Vienna
1925 Vienna

1922 Vienna

1924 Vienna

1922 Vienna

ACCEPTED
by GDC

1941 GMC
1942 GMC

1941 GMC

Did notapply

Did not apply

Did not apply

NOTES
Deported to
Canada

In
Buchenwald.
Practiced as

Doctor only in
UK

Practiced as

Doctor only

School Dental

Service

In Dachau.
School Dental

Service

School Dental
Service,

Leicester

Home office
Naturalised file # Addressl

Deported to Canada

1947 405/17454

1947 52 Leinster Sq, W2

Queens Hospital Birmingham

Kitchener

Leicester

Died

1965

1983

1946

1944



APPENDIX 2

Many of the following stories have featured in the main thesis, but because
of the inspirational nature of their narratives, details have been recorded more fully

in a separate appendix.
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Max Berger525

Dr. Max Berger, born in Berlin in 1895, obtained his DMD degree at the
University of Konigsberg in 1921. He had a successful dental practice at 96
Nonnendamm Allee, Siemensstadt, Berlin.

This was brought to a summary end between 1933 and 1935 with the
National Socialist decrees which lead to the exclusion of non-Aryan dentists.
Max Berger filled out the G.M.C.’s “schedule” so that his name might be
included on the Foreign List of the Dental Register in the United Kingdom.
The data he supplied was acceptable and he was registered on 5thJune
1936. However he was not given Home Office permission to set up in dental
practice due to a clampdown on dental refugees following pressure by the
British Dental Association, the Incorporated Dental Society and the G.M.C.
Because he was not allowed to stay in Britain longer than eight weeks, Dr.
Berger took advantage of distant relatives in shipping and left for the Gold
Coast where, as a British Dominion, his acceptance onto the Foreign List of
the Dental Register in Britain would allow him to practice. Max’s son, Peter
Berger remained to be educated in Britain. The story told by the Berger
family is that Dr. Berger became acquainted with a fellow Jew in the lounge of
the Cumberland Hotel in London during the conversation it was decided that
this man should look after Peter whilst he was at school in Britain and that Dr

Berger would pay him.2

55 Interview with Peter Berger F.R.C.S. (son) on 14thJanuary 2004
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Figure 80 A group of patients (left) and the house where the practice was situated. Dr.
Berger is standing outside the front gate (right).
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Figure 81 Max Berger's application form to the G.M.C.

Peter Berger lived in Thames Ditton and went to Tiffens School in Kingston.

His mother returned from the Gold Coast two years before her husband. She had
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heard that Epsom College provided the best preparation for medical school and he
attended Epsom College for 2 years before entering medical school in London.

Dr. Berger was very Germanic and attended dinners given by the Governor
of the Gold Coast in full German military uniform, wearing the medals that he had
been awarded during the first world war. When the war started he was moved
inland since he was still categorised as an enemy alien. He became severely ill
with malaria, lost all his teeth and had to be supplied with full dentures.  Many of
Dr. Berger's patients were very wealthy local chieftains and their families and
according to Peter Berger, his father was paid in gold and diamonds. He left for
Britain in 1945 with two biscuit tins full of diamonds but, having been traumatised
by the Gestapo previously, he felt that being questioned by the British authorities
would be too stressful so the diamonds were thrown overboard. On return to
Britain, Berger was still denied Home Office permission to practice. He worked as
a school dental officer and also at the Wellhouse Hospital, part of Barnet General
Hospital in North London, earning enough money to send his son to medical
school. Before achieving naturalisation in 1947 Dr. Berger had agreed to open a
dental practice in Mauritius. When qualified, Peter Berger went out to join his
parents and they spent four years there. Interestingly, Dr. Berger's family had a
summer home in Berlin at Sacrow and the family visited this after the war.

Max Berger returned to Britain for the last time in 1951 and this time
established his own practice at 193 Rushgreen Road, Romford, Essex. He only
practiced for two years in deteriorating health and died of a coronary thrombosis in

1953.
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Herbert Blumenthal

Herbert Blumenthal (D.M.D. University of Greifswald 1921) was accepted
onto the Foreign List of the Dental Register in 1936, having been in practice in
Berlin.  On arrival in Britain in 1937, he erroneously understood that he had to
take a further examination in order to practice526. Since he was over 50 years old
he refused to do this and moved to Amsterdam. There he practiced in a room in
their apartment with the help of a Dutch dentist who, under the Dutch regulations,
had to be the practice principal. When Holland was invaded his son Peter was
captured in early 1941 and perished in Mauthausen. Herbert, his wife and
daughter Miriam were arrested and moved to Westerbork in 1943, where, since his
wife had obtained false baptism papers, they lived in a “privilege barracks” until
1944, when they were transported to Theresienstadt. Herbert Blumenthal was

transported from there to Auschwitz and died immediately on arrival in mid October

1944.

3% Letter from Miriam Merzbacher (daughter), 4th February 2006.
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DENTAL BOARD OF
THE UNITED KINGDOM.

" THE REGISTRAR OF
THE DEXTAL BOARD~ 17th January, 1938.
it mm*

U par n it pimm Wit

SIr/SIW»»-,

I an directed by the Chairman of the 3onrd to Inform 70U that
3lnce no application has been received fren you for the retention of
your name on the Dentists Register for the year 1938, your name has
been removed from the Register In pursuance of the Regulations of the

Board.

If at any tine you desire your name to be restored to the Register,
It will bo necessary for you (1) to forward to the Board n fee of tho
prescribed amount of £1 for Its restoration, In addition to tha
retention fee for tho year, and (2) to make a statutory declaration ox
In tho form approved by the Board, of which a copy Is enclosed herewith.
'The declaration should be accompanied by two certificates In the form
printed on the bock of the form of statutory declaration.

In order to remove any possibility of misunderstanding, It la
desirable to point out that since you arc no longer registered In the
Dentists Register, you are prohibited by section 1 of tho Dentists Act,
1921, from practising or holding yourself out, whether directly or by
Implication, as practising or as being prepared to practise dontlstry;
and that any contravention of the provisions of tho section would
render you liable In respect of onch offence to the penalty provided
by tho section.

Subsection (2) of section 14 of the Act provides that for the
purposes of tho Act the practice of dentistry shall be deemed to Include
the performance of any such operation and the giving of any such
treatment, advice, or attendance ns is usually performed or given by
dentists, and thot any parson who performs any operation or gives any
treatment, advice, or attendance on or to any porson as preparatory to
or for the purposo of or In connection with the fitting. Insertion, or
JixIng of artificial teeth shell bo deemed to have practised dentistry
wichin the meaning of the Act.

I am, Slr/Madsja,
Your obedient Servent,

Registrar.

Figure 82 Letter from G.M.C. regarding removal of name from Dentists Register
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Erich Cohn

Dr. Erich Cohn was born on 30th May 1896 at Kolmar in Posen where his
father was a leather merchant. In 1909 he sold his business and house and
moved to Bromberg. Dr. Cohn attended college in the town of Bromberg until he
reached the age of 18. He was then conscripted into the army in 1914 and was
discharged in 1918 with an Iron Cross Second Class. Prior to going into the army
he had passed the equivalent of his matriculation examination and after his army
service commenced studying as a dental student at the University of Berlin and
also at the University of Kdnigsberg. He achieved his D.M.D. degree in 1922
which entitled him to practice as a dental surgeon. From 1922 until 1924 he acted
as a qualified Assistant in Dentistry in the Berlin Dental School and in 1924 he
commenced practice on his own account in the Kurfustendam in Berlin and built up
a successful practice. In 1936, because of the Nuremberg laws, the cost of
treatment was no longer recoverable by patients from the State, and he was only
allowed to treat Jews. This destroyed the practice527. He was forced to leave
Germany as a refugee from Nazi oppression. In 1935 the G.M.C. in Britain
accepted the evidence that he had submitted about his dental education and
gualifications and he was placed on the Foreign List of the Dental Register. A
certificate was given dated 16th December 1935 and he arrived in the United
Kingdom on 7th October 1936.

577 Interview with Michael Cohn (son), 28th December 2003.
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DENTAL REGISTRATION-CERTIFICATE.

DENTAL BOARD OF THE UNITED KINGDOM.

[Certificate-Number 2422(> &

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the following has been admitted to the pentists Register until the end of
the current year i —

Date of
NAME ADDRESS Reorerracion QUALIFICATION OR STATUS
COHM, 198*-.
. Dm d 1) Kornicsoibg, ICjly.
wW. IS iDtc., &

W ftte/»

not evidence of identity.

[SEE BELOW]

Registrar.

Checked

This certificate remains EVIDENCE of REGISTRATION ONLY until the CLOSE of the YEAR
OF which It boars the DATE. A PRACTISING CERTIFICATE MUST BE TAKEN OUT FOR EVERY
SUBSEQUENT YEAR In which the Practitioner desires to practise. This Certlflcats Is NOT, nor
must It be used its. EVIDENCE of the IDENTITY of the holder with the person named thoreon.

Simtimoode. Balemyme* Cs. Ltd.. Umfees, CMekmUr~d Elms, Pnmiten k« lks Dimiel homed of Un limited Kingdom

Figure 83 Dental Board of the G.M.C. practising certificate

Vv’

- THE REGISTRAR OF THE
GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL"
edw + n Mnd t e

In gem repig riere pee

ED Aa 80737

9tfa December, 1935.

Sir,

I andirected by the President of the Council to
Inform you that your application to be registered aa a
foreign dentist In the Dentist* Register, without
. examination In the United Kingdom, by virtuo of the
D.l'sD. U.Koenigs- certificate specified In the margin granted to you In
berg, 1922. a foreign country,- hes been duly considered by the
Dental Education” and Examination Committoe of the Council,
and that the Council, on the recommendation of the
Committee, being satisfied that the certificate la a
certificate which may proporly bo recognised by them In
compliance with sections 9 and 10 of the Dentists Act,
1878, resolved at their meeting on the 26th Kovembor that
the application should be acceged to®

Your name will accordingly be entered in the Foreign
List of the Dentists Register on the receipt by the
Registrar of the Dental Board of the United Kingdom,

44 Hallam Street, Portland Place, London, W.l, of an
application In writing for this purpose accompanied by
the prescribed fee of £2 for original registration In the
Register#

| am to talco the opportunity of pointing out that the

recognition by the Council of the certificate by virtue
of which you may be admitted to the Register does not
determine, or affect, the question of the grant of
permission to you to reside or engage In practice in the
United Kingdom; and that any application for the grant

of such permission should be addressed to the Under
secretary ol stato, nome onice, W hltenail, flonaon,

3.W.l, in advance of any steps which you may Bropose
to take with the object of proceeding to the United
Kingdom.

The original documenta forwarded In support of
your application are returned herewith.

I am. Sir,

Your obedient Servant,

Registrar.
Dr.med.dent.E.Cohn.

Figure 84 Letter from the G.M.C. confirming that Dr. Cohn s application had been acceded to
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A letter dated 214 February 1936 from E.W.G. Holderness, the
Undersecretary of State at the Aliens Department of the Home Office, stated that,
“subject to the immigration officer's examination at the port of arrival, he will raise
no objection to Dr. Erich Cohn proceeding to the United Kingdom for 12 months in
the first instance, with a view to engaging in dental practice”. Dr. Cohn, however,
had to indicate the precise locality where he desired to establish himself and
submit his proposal to the Home Office. A further letter dated 8th April 1936 stated
that the Secretary of State did not desire to raise any objections to Dr. Cohn
engaging in dental practice in Canfield Gardens, NW6, as proposed, until 21
February 1937. At this time he had to apply for a further prolongation of his stay
and supply information with regard to the progress of his practice. This letter was
signed by C. M. McAlpine and the letters delivered to Dr. Cohn’s solicitors.

The Under Secretary of State,

The Wider Secretary of State, .
Aliens fo?ggrtment, Home Office Aliens Department, Home O ffice,
' T&Itehall. Home Office, _
W hitehall,
21st February 1936. .
C 3010. C. 3010. 8th April 1936.
|
Gentlemen, Gentlemon

\7I1th reference to your letter of the 23rd
December last, | amdirected by the Secretary of State
to say that, subject to the Immigration Officer's
examination at the port of arrival, he will raise no
objection to Dr. Srich Cohn proceeding to tho United
Kingdom for twelve months, in the first instance, wit!",

a view to engaging in dental practice in this country.

As soon as Dr. Cohn is in a position to indicate the
preciac locality whore ho desires to establish himself,
he should surait his propoaal to this Department for
consideration.

Dr. Cohn's Dental Kagistration Cortiflcato
and his Annual Practising Certificate are returned
herewith.

I am, Gentlemen,
Your obodiont Servant,

Sg.d 2.V.G. Eoldcrnes*

lies'rs. Munton, Morris, King @ Co.,

With feferenoe to your letter of tho 20th
ultimo, regarding Dr. Erich Cohn, | am directed by
the Secretary of State to say that he doos not desire
to raise objection to Dr. Cohn engaging in dontal
practioo in Canfield Gardens, H.W.6., as proposed
until thr 21st February 1937. It will bo opan to
him to apply fcothls Department towards tho end of
this period for a further prolongation of his stay, when
he should furnish full information as to the progress
of his practice.

| an , Oentlemen,
Your obedient Servant,

Sgd. C.H.McAlpine.

Messrs. Munton, Morris, King & Co.,

Figure 85 Letters from Home Office to Erich Cohn's solicitors
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Dr. Cohn arrived in the United Kingdom on 7" October 1936. He had a new
passport dated 6™ January 1937 which was a Deutsches Reich Reise Pass. It is
interesting to note on the inside first page of the Reise Pass a significant red letter
J marking him as Jewish. Dr. Cohn’s middle name is put down as Israel which was
done with all Jews, the men called Israel and the women Sarah. The Reise Pass
would be due to expire on 7™ July 1939 and a Nazi stamp is attached. Looking at
the various stamps in the Reise Pass it seems that Dr. Cohn commuted between
Berlin and London on 21! June 1937, on 30" June 1938 and 7™ July 1939.
According to Dr. Cohn's son, the possibility exists that he went back to Berlin to
work as a dental surgeon in his old practice, working on Jewish patients and he did
this until he was allowed back into Britain permanently. Most of the stamps show
that he was allowed to stay in Britain for a period of eight weeks only, despite the
fact that he had initially been allowed to work for a year in his own practice in
Canfield Gardens. It could well be that by 1937 pressure was building from the
dental authorities such as the British Dental Association and the Incorporated
Dental Society to prevent refugee dentists coming into the country®®,

This strange situation was regularised by a letter from the Home Office
dated 9™ December 1938.

528 puitish Dental Journal 1937, Vol. 62, p. 51
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Feny tommumiction on 1o HOME OFFICE,
I:n::‘c;)fnlvrl Ulto* ihontj io 8Tj>>N|.ET HOUSE,

i Unom S«carm o» Suri,
Hom» Omri
(A I)aMIMWAT),

Stani.«« Horn, itr>D«ce»ber, 1SJH.
(@ litt follown nttmbtt yuolté —
C.5010
Dio Under Secretary of Stata la Al reo| . return th#
paasport and R#gl#tr#tlon Cartlftoata of
Mr. Erich Cohn
in ahlch tho following pndorMMBt hu bten. aidoi-

“Thét condition attaohaA to th# grant of aara to land la
hereby rariod and in no far u It lim t« th# holdar' a ntay
in the United Kingdaa 1* cancelled. Tie holder is not
permitted to take any employment or t> ingage in any
buailftaa, profession or occupation otar than Uiat ahioh
nay from timo to time be Sutherland br *e Sacretary at
Stata™.

X further endoreement haa been made Inj tie Itagl«tratloti
Certificato aa follow#:«

«Th. holdar 1. remitted— [ili Daniil Prteilt;#

Thar# le, therefore, no limitation aa to time oa tha holder's
stay in thla oountry but ha must not angagi la any employment or
occupation, other than hereby authorised, 1 tiout tha prior
approval of the Secretary of State.

Tha eixlureemeut muat be dyjwn at onus Li th# Folio# R#gittre-
tion Offloer of tha registration diatriot atdah th# holder 1#
resident.

The stay of every foreigner In tha Unit#l Kingdom is condi-
tional on good behaviour and the Secretary Lf Stata raaarvaa to
himaalf tha power to racjulr# argr foreigner to leave tha country at
any time.

Figure 86 Home Office letter to Erich Cohn 9th December 1938
The letter stated that Dr. Cohn had no limit on time-stay in Britain and he

was permitted to engage in dental practice. His dental practice moved to Finchley
Road and was sited in a flat above John Barnes’ department store. Initially his
English was very poor and he had to get the nurse to translate for him. When he
first moved to Finchley Road he mostly treated refugee patients and their children.
However, his dental plate was next door to the entrance to the shop and could not
have been in a better position to attract patients. Michael Cohn suggests that
people who wanted to save their dentitions often looked for a Continental dentist
who did not employ the very English method of extractions and dentures52. Dr.
Cohn was not interned in 1940 due to the acute shortage of dentists and was also
permitted to be an ARP warden. He was a founder member of the Belsize Square
synagogue in 1939 which was a progressive synagogue, with prayer books in

Hebrew and German. There was also a German rabbi and a German cantor.

59 Interview with Michael Cohn (son), 28" December 2003.
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Dr. Cohn became a naturalised British citizen and took the oath of

allegiance on 16th June 1947.

Figure 87 Erich Cohn’s naturalisation papers
He retired from practice in 1981 at the age of 85 years and died on 26th July

1983 at the Royal Free Hospital, the death certificate showing the cause to be
gangrene of a loop of the small intestine.
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Majer Eirew 530

PARTICULARS TO UK SUPPLIED BY AN APPLICANT TOR
THE REGISTRATION OR ORICINAL QUALIFICATIONS
UNDER THE DENTISTS ACTS.

I request to bo re*L«teerd t< a IVntut under tkt AnliWi Art».
i878 and 1921, hr virtue ol the following Degree* or Qualifiralioaa,
of whiti | hereby affirm that I am lawfully powwd :__

Dt-rripte. of IVvrrA or Quiltfit.tk.xw.
11-J.KIU

L.D.5./ ~ c.5 ikt 14.]. <40

I Irereby declare that | hare Tilled up tbia »>>lir-atn in rnr own

llandwriting.
- F*% A - tfjf
|*lmm i 4. Alft

—- WS ¢ JRE-S

AFfIUMNt« Aim (oo / nU)—-—-
(' Blocx Lrrrna)

Applicant'! home cr permanent

A Urn» for tryArali<m (infnB) ) mﬂ_am

Applicant’l promt Adirrtt—

oAt ii-Azeilti——

Figure 88 Dental registration of Majer Eirew

Figure 89 Dr. Eirew (on the right) and a companion officer in regular army uniform and in their white

coats. The photographs are signed and dated 23rd October 1915.

530 Interview with Dr. Hans Eirew (son), 12thJanuary 2004.
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Dr. Eirew was born in Lerzniov (Old Austria) on 6™ September 1892. He
graduated in Medicine at the University of Vienna at the outbreak of the first world
war, during which he served as a medical officer on the Russian front.

After the war Dr. Eirew returned to the University of Vienna medical school
to study dentistry and after two years of training, he worked as an oral surgeon (in
the mornings) and in private general dental practice in the afternoons. This he
continued to do up to the time of the Anschluss which resuited in the immediate
loss of his clinical post and later confiscation of his practice and equipment. He
applied to the G.M.C. in Britain for permission to be placed on the Foreign List of
the Dental Register so he would be able to practice. He was extremely fortunate to
be one of the 40 Austrian dentists chosen from a larger number of applicants by
the Co-ordinating Committee for Refugees in 1938. Of all the other possibilities,
emigration seemed closed to the Eirew family; but for this exceptional piece of
good fortune they would have disappeared in the Holocaust as did so many of his
less favoured colleagues.

Dr. Eirew arrived in Manchester in April 1939 and was allocated to
Manchester University together with his Viennese colleagues, Dr. Jacques Kurer
and Desider Furst. They had to complete six months of the final year of the dental
course and then pass the final of the L.D.S. examination. In this the Austrian
students were helped by Kurt Heilbron who had been born in Aachen in Germany
in 1914 and came as a student to Britain in 1934 and passed his L.D.S. in
Manchester in 1939. He of course spoke good English by this time and was able
to help the Austrians whose English was poor. When Hans Eirew, Majer Eirew's
son, was a dental student at the same school some five years later, he was told by
the hospital staff that his father was held in high regard for his surgical skill and
often requested to deal with more serious problems. After some initial locum work,
Majer Eirew was granted permission to open his own general practice in
Manchester (Fallowfield). He was not interned in 1940. Dr. Eirew worked in his
practice until he retired in 1962 and he died in 1979.

Hans Eirew relates that he passed his L.D.S. examination in 1946 and his
sister, Margaret Rose, passed her L.D.S. in 1955, all at Manchester University. A
third generation of dentists was established when Margaret Rose's daughter
(Josephine Davis) also graduated from the same dental school in 1995.
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Richard Engel531

Dr. Richard Engel was born in Breslau on 22ra March 1891. He obtained

his approbation as a dental surgeon in Breslau on 22rd August 1911 and his

D.M.D. degree on 24th May 1927.

*U
DENTAL REGISTRATION.

ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS. Ufl

PARTICULARS TO BE SUPPLIED BY AS APPLICANT POR
THE REgO rATIOX OF ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS
UNDER THE DENTISTS ACTS.

| request to be registered as a Dentist under the Dentists Afit,
i878 and 1921, by virtue of tlic following Degree* or Qualifications,
T>,Af AjjLL—

. Dale of Degree# or
Description nf Degree  Q ‘Oualificati

Cuvtsfttat*’ YA
ti. rjjf'oH
tv. /t&i
tinea u
U ndwriting. G}@ ‘E
1 mit registered rs a Student a t —inthe geaf."SyRC>
1~ born

Applicant* Utual Signaturt..,, Tf.r .. A, e
Applicant’» Name (in full)— KfC H A f|/) t zZ f a F L

[IN Brock Letters)

Applica»?* lume or permanent \
Addressfor registration [infull)

-------------- — SfJ~

VRN <=

For U»e by COLONIAL and FOREIGN Applicanti ONLY.

In the case of Colonial or Faaaign Degree* or Qualification*
the following Certificate niuat be signed by.th* applicant (or
regiatoatmo in ord«r to comply with Qfiiam B w 9 ol the
Dentists Act, 1878:—

I hereby declare—

(i) That I ant* a Rritiah subject

(i) That 1 am not domiciled in the United Kingdom; or

(iii) That 1 have pmctined Dentistry for morn than ten year»
elsewhere than in the United Kingdom.

Sigeture.__

* A <lanh. or Ilic wonl ” not," mint be Inarm«Z amt. In the i*m of ihnao
mhn are rot ftritlah mhjeeta, i-*hlenre of rationality muat be n|>ilM

The paragraph* eel applicable to be atruch out.

crtrnrrcATK of identity and good character.*
To hr risorti by a Itgiftn i Drntift gtL-ilcJieatfraetiSionrT

, FftITZ .EVjtjr

(:Vaiar At lILr« 1.prrrasl

Oi.R*-laJL V
IM<trr»| y !

aaculy.tliati aia. aad Uve tva. r.fzZHL__ruar»

«i..e. K. Irp*-

that he i* the person he stufe* himaelf folio; and fluit he i*i
person of good clmrnrtcr.

Date. Signature----- -----------== -

* TIiU ceniAralo ja reipilml only In IbeAnej~ arjloo”i opArfcAnaD etillat.

Figure 90 Dental registration and certificate of identity and good character

531 Interview with Dr. Ann Hirschel (daughter), 15th May 2004.
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Dr. Engel had a successful practice in Breslau but decided to leave Germany
following an event that occurred in 1934 when his daughter, who was seven years
of age at that time, arrived home very late in the evening from school and told her
father that she had been turned off the school bus because she was Jewish.
Richard Engel, sensing perhaps earlier than his other colleagues the dangers that
were coming, applied to the G.M.C. for registration so that he could go on the

Foreign List of the Dental Register. He was accepted in September 1935.

DENT.# REGISTRATION-CERTIFICATE.

DENTAL BOARD OP THE UNITED KINGDOM.

" 44. HALLAM STREET
[Certificate-Number24211 ] PORTLAND PLACE, LONDON. W. I.

13 r (193A

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the following has been admitted to the Dentists Register until the end of
the current year:—

NAME ADDRESS R Datk ok QUALIFICATION OR STATUS
kcistration

193A

dm . U, wlaz.e.up.<s, icjx»
T*c IA

NOT EVIDENCE OF IDENTITY.
[SEE BELOW]

Rboistkar.

Checked

This certificate remains EVIDENCE of REGISTRATION ONLY until the CLO8BE of the YEAR
OF which It bears the DATE. A PRACTISING CERTIFICATE MU8T BE TAKEN OUT FOR EVERY
SUBSEQUENT YEAR In which the Practitioner desires to practise. This Certificate Is NOT, nor
must It be used as, EVIDENCE of the IDENTITY of the holdor with the person named thereon.

Figure 91 Dental registration certificate sent to German address 1935

At this time Dr. Engel was living at 10 Kaiser Wilhelmstrasse, Breslau
13. A change of address card was filled in for the Registrar of the Dental Board of
the United Kingdom on 20th July 1936. This gives Dr. Engel’'s practice address as
25 New Cavendish Street, London W.1. Like most refugees, he was only allowed
to stay in Britain for about eight weeks. Pages of his passport show he returned to
Britain, landing at Dover on 20th May 1937 and that he was only allowed to stay
until 8th March 1938.
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Figure 92 Stamps on Richard Engel's German passport

After a lot of perseverance, he was eventually given permission by the
Home Office to stay in Britain on a more permanent basis so that he could make
use of the address in New Cavendish Street. It was a problem to bring money out
of Germany. The Nazi authorities had allowed Richard Engel to take his dental
equipment to Britain. This was being crated up under the watchful eye of an S.S.
man, but dental gold that had been bought previously was hidden in the equipment
while the guard was out at lunch and this proved to be sufficient to support the
family initially in Britain. Richard Engel and his family started by living in Goodwyn
Avenue in Mill Hill and later moved to a larger house in Chessington Avenue,
Finchley, and lastly to Hanover Gate Mansions in St John’s Wood. The addresses

demonstrate increasing affluence as the practice proved to be successful

301



Engel had a surgery in Chessington Avenue, as well as New Cavendish Street.
One of his first patients in Chessington Avenue was Sir Jack Cohen (founder of
Tesco) who at that time lived next door. Richard Engel was evidently ajovial man
with a great sense of humour. He did a great deal to help his fellow refugees and
never had less than 12 people for dinner on a Friday night for the eve of the
Sabbath. They were fed and allowed to sleep over in the house as long as was
necessary. He was also in close contact with the caseworkers in Woburn House
and later Bloomsbury House. His public-spirited attitude was also in evidence with
his offer of help to the Central Dental Emergency Committee letter and also his
membership of the Jewish Medical and Dental Emergency Association.

ntroal dental emergency committee

(WISH MEDICAL & DENTAL EMERGENCY ASSOCIATION

or. IAMION WriOMT. MO. |

Vicl-PnmtImttmi Davio r««n, M.o..o.r 1
M*uric« so«m mo., I»
rJaCOMOMN. MD.
29th August, 1939.

L. TuakNMT MB. QviB
3lyy*
Dr. R. t. sngel, /f 17

] ' .
TN n T &E S
Dear Sir,

In reply to your letter of the 27th Instant, the

position at the moment Is that we have not yet received

permission from the Home Office to utilise the services of

Dental Surgeons of non-3rltlsh nationality In connection Jro

with National Eraergenoy work. You will apé)reciate the

special circumstances that arise, but If and when permission /A Iy@ 7
is received from the Home O ffice, we shall, of course, get r- .
in touch with you again..

In the meantime we have Included your name on the
list of those who have volunteered their services.

Yours faithfully,

SicréV«ry.

Figure 93 Letters to Richard Engel from Central Dental Emergency Committee and Jewish
Medical & Dental Emergency Association

Richard Engel was also the first chairman of the Society of Continental

Dental Surgeons, which was set up in 1943 and was later to become the Anglo-
Continental Dental Society in 1957.
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*Rieliun) VJn'oci
LyS;)ON . W.K

(U e. Hir undersigned onbcliall -of.our
colleagues of-thr VOMIN* NIAL- DENTAL--SOCIErv
desire-Lo-rceord-our-pri‘finmd- appreciation-of-your
maiupsreilircs loour--Soru'h|.  lie-mull* unlit gratUuuC
thr-bilal part that-jjou-our flrfOtuu-tiuin.-playrdut-
ik-tormation und driklopmrnf; Hial-enthusiasm-uuyou-cihid
rnlUrd-so smaiai utfmbcri to-our goung-Spciciy-,and- thr
neQer-failing interest, until which syou linor. assisted « Us
grnuthv tin luuiuy elected you-wvApriltXI3-If6e at the
Annunl-Gmeml-Jltfftimi an-IK'SIOKAi A/ U ff MiMhEK.
the-Socifhi «desire, to-honour in you- too, thal -selfless ¢
sympathy and-understanding that-made-you-a-friend'hi-oll
U'lu‘e frune to-you-in-trouble- in-tliose «dark gems swhich «
our-generation -has-known-. Uou mrournged sthose-about
to rrciuku-k on their professional- life gabr disinterested
counsel- lo- those-beset -with-difficulties- and inspired
fresh-courage in those whose-burden-seemed too hcnOy.

In presrnting this address-to-yeu we-gioc ilOu our
u'anuest- HwnJa-fwyc'ur-unstinted sm'irrs in the post
and-irish.you many more years of-liappg a. tiilihj to come.

Figure 94 Certificate of Honorary Membership of Continental Dental Society

It has to be remembered that refugees who were “friendly aliens” were not
allowed to join the British Dental Association; however Richard Engel did join the
Incorporated Dental Society. This seems a strange choice because the
Incorporated Dental Society was amongst the most active of the dental groups
opposing refugee Jewish dentists from Austria and Germany during the 1930s.

However, in 1945, he would still have been banned from joining the B.D.A.
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The Incorporated Dental Society.

Telephone No. Meadow House,
Tdecraphic AJtircw |

Cenerai Secretary :
Avrthur H. Condty.

AHc/8c /3291

March 13th., 1945.

| Dear ¢ir,

I have pleasure In Informing you
that your application for neaoership has
been_approved and your name entered In the
Society’s Register  of l-enbers.

i'he Certificate of ..emberahlp v/111
be forwarded to you in due course.

Yours faithfully.

General Secretary.

Hre HGli v, XilD

Figure 95 Acceptance letter from The Incorporated Dental Society

Ann Hirschel, his daughter, also has an interesting background. She
came over from Germany aged seven and initially went to a convent school in
Mill Hill where the Sisters spoke German. After a year she passed the
entrance examination for Copthall School in Mill Hill and eventually went on to
take her first M.B. at the Northern Polytechnic in Holloway. She experienced a
great deal of difficulty in being accepted for a Dental School in London,
eventually going to University College Hospital and qualifying L.D.S. B.D.S. in
1958. One of the people who came through her father’s house in Chessington
Avenue was to be her future husband. He had been a lawyer in Breslau but
had got out very late in 1937 and the rest of his family perished. He was in
Buchenwald for a period of time before leaving Germany. Essentially he was a
refugee in transit having got a deposition and sponsorship to go to the United
States. This he eventually did but returned to Britain with the U.S. Army and
during this period went to the London School of Economics under the G.I. bill to
do post-graduate studies in Law. Ann and her future husband were married in
1958 and went to America where, with great difficulty, she applied to study

dentistry at Ann Arbor Dental School in Michigan and eventually qualified with a
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D.D.S. degree. Her specialty was children’s dentistry but she never took the
State Board examinations in this subject. She never opened up her own

practice but worked for other people and eventually retired after she had

children.
It was interesting that Richard Engel did not like treating children. He

would therefore save up the child patients that needed treatment until the

summer holidays when his daughter came over to Britain.
coronary thrombosis on 9th December 1963.

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Figure 96 Richard Engel’s death certificate

Dr. Engel died of a

305



532

Egon Fuchs

Egon Fuchs was born in Vienna in 1902, the son of a dentist. He received
his M.D. degree from the University of Vienna in 1928 and after this completed two
years of dental training (there was no official examination and certification for this
branch of medical specialisation at this time.) Following the Anschluss in 1938 Dir.
Fuchs was one of the 40 dentists who were allowed into Britain from Austria in
1938 following the recommendations of the Co-ordinating Committee on Refugees

to the Home Secretary.
He arrived in Britain on 27th February 1939, having been guaranteed by L.

Birsen of Rhodesia for transit to South Africa. The J.R.C. was to pay his fare but
the Home Office extended his visa to stay in Britain until May 1940. At this time
he was guaranteed by a Mr. David Yager of Hendon333 He took his L.D.S. final
examination at the University of Birmingham Dental School in late 1939. Initially he
worked in a dental clinic in Nottingham looking after children and there he met his
wife Bernice who was a dental nurse. Before marrying, Egon Fuchs changed his
name to Egon Fox and also, unusually, converted from Judaism to Roman
Catholicism, which was his wife’s religion.

In 1950 he was appointed to Birmingham Dental Hospital as a Senior
Lecturer/Consultant and set up the first full time Periodontal Department in Britain
at the University of Birmingham. According to his wife, Egon was a workaholic but
he also liked music and played the cello; there were many musical evenings in his
house. Most of his friends were non-Jewish and he was much acculturated and
spoke good English. He was President of the British Society of Periodontology in

1962 and was also the President of the Association pourles Recherches surla

52 Interview with Bernice Fox (wife), 22rd September 2004.
58 World Jewish Relief Archive (Records of J.R.C. on microfiche)
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Paradontopathie (ARPA), a German-dominated group of dentists interested in
periodontal disease, founded on 30" May 1932 in Frankfurt. From 1970-1980 he

was in private practice in Birmingham after he retired from the Hospital; he died in
1981.
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Desider Fursts#4
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Figure 97 Dental registration form for Desider Fiirst

Desider Furst was bom in the small Hungarian town of Sopron in 1900.
He travelled to Vienna to begin his medical studies in 1920. His main
problems at this time were almost a complete lack of money and his
incomplete knowledge of the German language. During his first year at
medical school, he used money from a small scholarship that was given to
him by the father of one of his friends in Sopron so that he would act as tutor
and protector to young students. This relationship came to an end after the
first year when he obtained money from the American Joint Distribution
Committee and also by coaching fellow students and by translating from
French into Hungarian and German. Desider Furst passed his M.D.
examination from the University of Vienna in June 1926 and then spent the
next two years at Dental School on borrowed money. Dentistry appealed to
him as a mixture of medicine and engineering. Interestingly, as a Hungarian
534 This data was obtained from an interview carried out with Dr. Furst’s daughter,
Lilian, by the National Humanities Centre in July of 1996 and also from the book, Home is

Somewhere Else, an Autobiography in Two Voices by Desider Furst and Lilian R Furst, State

University of New York Press, 1994. In addition, an interview with Peter Kurer, the son of
Jacques Kurer on 14thJanuary 2005.
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he was not entitled to go into practice as a dental surgeon in Vienna.
However he eventually found a dentist who required an assistant and who
was prepared to overlook his alien status. Desider Furst obtained his
Austrian citizenship in 1928 and was also married in the same year to a fellow
graduate of the Vienna Medical School who came from an orthodox Jewish
family. Following the Anschluss there was promulgation of a law in
September 1938 that barred Jews from practicing any profession. All Jewish
property was declared state-owned though it was possible to buy back one’s
possessions. With the funds that he had available, his furniture and dental
equipment was shipped for storage to a friend and patient in London, Mr.
Sidney Cohen, although there was no immediate prospect of going there.

The first step to leaving the country was to get a German passport, the
Austrian one having been declared invalid. A German passport was
eventually obtained together with certificates to show that all income taxes
had been paid and the city taxes for which every house holder was liable.
The German passport came with a red “J” stamped on the front page.

Visas were necessary to go to any other country. Desider Furst
followed up a rumour and registered to be put on the list of dentists to be
admitted to Britain and be allowed to practice there. As a guarantor he gave
the name and address of Mr. Sidney Cohen who was a representative of the
firm of Lever Brothers in London. Nothing came of this and Desider Furst

bought a visitor visa to Liberia for his family.

- iV
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Figure 98 Visa for Liberia 1938
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A decision was taken that in order to keep the family together they
would have to emigrate illegally which they did, travelling by train to Cologne
and then into Holland and from there to Belgium. Early on during their stay in
Brussels a miracle happened; a letter forwarded from Britain said he was
amongst the 40 Austrian dentists selected for immigration. He would be
required to study at an English dental school and after six months take the
final examination of the Royal College of Surgeons for an L.D.S. diploma. A
visa was to be issued to this effect. Desider Furst and his family arrived in
Dover on 1* March 1939. His passport showed that his stay in Britain was to
be six months only and he was not allowed to work. Dr. Furst's initial address
in London was 89 Brondesbury Road, London N.W.6. Fortunately he was not
destitute because his savings were transferred to Sidney Cohen in London by
a friendly bank manager in Vienna who had been one of his patients. In
Vienna one of his wife's molar teeth needed a gold crown and after tooth
preparation there was a considerable cavity. Dr. Furst put in a three-carat
diamond and cemented the crown on top.

Desider Furst was sent to the Manchester Dental Hospital so that he
could study for his L.D.S. examination. He was in the company of Jacques
Kurer and they were both helped because of their poor English by Kurt
Heilbron who had come to Britain as a student in 1934 and had completed his
studies at Manchester Dental School and was now an instructor.

He passed his L.D.S. examination in March 1940 and was now entitled
to practice dental surgery in Britain, but still needed the approval of the Home
Office as to the place where he intended to settle. A decision was taken with
Home Office approval to buy the practice of a deceased dental surgeon in
Bournemouth and all the money was invested including the diamond.

Desider Furst was interned on the Isle of Man in 1940. He was one of
the first dental refugees to be removed as aliens from the channel coast
opposite Europe as a possible danger to security. He was released from the
camp at Ramsey on the Isle of Man at the beginning of September 1941, He
was not allowed to return to Bournemouth which was still a restricted area.

Desider Furst and his family then moved to Bedford at 104 Midland
Road which was considered safe, away from the bombing. He was able to
obtain a locum position with a local (unqualified) “1921 dentist” and he soon
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built up a considerable following of fellow refugees in Bedford and the
surrounding areas.

The Furst family eventually moved to Manchester with which he was
well acquainted and lived initially at 2 St. Peters Square. This was in the city
centre and was very much like the original position of their practice in Vienna.
The practice was also directly opposite the municipal library as well as
Manchester's best hotel.

In 1972 Desider Furst travelled to the United States to join his daughter
Lilian who was continuing her education and career in various universities
including Dallas, Stanford and Harvard. He died in 1985. (Lilian Furst
pursued her career in the United States and ended up as Marcel Bataillon
Professor of Comparative Literature at the University of North Carolina,

Chapel Hill.)
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Herman Frank5%

Dr. Herman Frank was born in 1909 in Cologne. His Dutch grandfather
was Chief Rabbi of Cologne and his father was a lawyer with a doctorate in
Law. From 1915-1929, Frank was educated at a gymnasium in Cologne and
passed his matriculation examination in 1929. Herman Frank had a clear
memory of the initial elation of 1914, with all the flags flying, and the mood
turning into one of depression and a severe degree of starvation in 1917.
From 1929-1933 he studied dentistry at four different universities: Bonn,
Munich, Hamburg and Cologne. In 1933 he received his D.M.D. degree from
the University of Cologne, three weeks before the advent of Hitler. His
doctoral dissertation was on benign tumours of the oral cavity. He was
appointed as an assistant in the Dental Hospital in Cologne in March but
when he turned up for work he was told to go away. The Frank family, seeing
the dangers of Nazism, emigrated to Holland where there were original family
members who proved helpful. The difficulty was that in Holland, as in other
surrounding countries such as Belgium and France, a German dental degree
was not recognised: a recent law in Holland made it impossible for aliens to
study dentistry or to enter into dental examinations. As a result, Dr. Frank
worked clandestinely as a dentist for a Dutch colleague but was constantly in

trouble with the police in Amsterdam.

5% Oral interview on tape, Oxford Brookes University, June 1993
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He came to Britain in 1934 speaking very little English and stayed in
Sussex Gardens, W.2, in a bed and breakfast for eight shillings and sixpence
a week. He was treated very kindly at the Royal Dental Hospital in Leicester
Square by Professor Stobie and his secretary Miss Duncan, who explained to
him how to apply to the G.M.C. for permission to practice. In March 1935 Dr.
Frank registered as a dental student at the Royal Dental Hospital and was
able to take his final examination for the L.D.S., R.C.S. in November of 1936.
This situation was strange because by June 1936 the G.M.C. had accepted
his “schedule” in relation to his German dental education and he was placed
on the Foreign List of the Dental Register, so that taking the L.D.S.
examination was unnecessary. It is difficult to know whether Dr. Frank took
this examination as an insurance policy in case he was turned down by the
G.M.C. or whether he liked taking examinations, which was evidenced by the

number of universities he attended as an undergraduate.

TELEPHONE
TERMINUS 5602 EXAMINATION HALL,,

TELCO RAM*
‘CONJOINT, HOLD, LONDON

COPY 19th May 1933.

Dr. Hermann Frank,

e Dear Sir,

| have had an opportunity of submitting your applioation, and
I am direoted to say that it has been deoided that you may prooeed
direct to the First Examination for the Licence in Dental Surgery
of the Royal College of Surgeons of England.

After passing the First, you will be required to oomplete six
months general medioal and surgical hospital practioe at a recognised
Mediael School and Hospital in this country, having completed which,
you will be eligible for admission to the Final Examination for the
Licence.

I am sending you a calendar of the dates of the examinations
for this year, and am returning your papers herewith.

Yours faithfully,

(Signed) HIRACE H. RAY.

Director of Examinations,
Royal College of Surgeons of England.

Figure 99 Royal College of Surgeons approval of application
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Frank considered British dentistry to be primitive, in the main consisting
of blood and vulcanite, with full dentures and extraction of all teeth. It was
very different to the sophisticated dentistry he had been doing in Germany
where there was orthodontics, crown and bridge work and root canal therapy.
Dr. Frank set up practice in Greenford, having been told by the Home Office
that he could not practice in inner London. Frank stated that the immigration
of Jewish people in London followed the tube lines and the A5 road. He
chose to work in Sudbury because there was a golf course close by. He
rented a house and installed dental equipment on hire purchase from
Claudius Ash & Sons and he was able to make a living.

In 1940 Dr. Frank was interned. The police who came to arrest him
were friendly, telling him to put his house in order and to appear at the police
station the next day with a suitcase. He was taken by coach to Kempton Park
racetrack, then to Huyton in Liverpool and then on to a detention camp on the
Isle of Man where the conditions were reasonable. They were billeted in
Nissan huts and the food was moderately good. The guards were usually
indifferent and they were allowed to get on with their own pastimes such as
music. He had given instructions to one of his girifriends that if he was not
back in four weeks, she should store the equipment and furniture and give up
the rented accommodation because he would not be able to afford the rent.
After six weeks he returned to London, but by this time the practice had gone.
He went to the Dental Board and asked if he could look after the practice of
an English dentist who had been called up. He was put in touch with a Mr.
Howitt of Edmonton, who paid him 25% of the earnings. He lived in
Hampstead, surrounded by Jewish refugee friends, and commuted to
Edmonton every day on the bus.

In 1943 he married and bought a practice from a Dr. Decker who was a
Berlin graduate at 187 Maida Vale, W.9. He was to practice here for 21
years. Herman Frank carried out general practice on a mixed group of
patients including a considerable number of refugees. His English was never
very good and he always had a very thick continental accent. In 1969 the
practice was moved to 7 Greville Place, NW.6. Dr. Frank was happy to
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acknowledge his Jewish identity but he was not religious which seemed to
centre on the fact that his parents were left behind in Amsterdam and were
later transported to Sobibor and gassed. He continued to practice until he
was 82 and eventually died in 1991.5%

5% Interview with Mrs. Alice Frank (wife) June 2003,

315



Figure 100 Herman Frank's schedule

Colonial and Foreign Dental Qualifications

K&me of Applicant in full

Description, date, and origin
of Qualification

Examination in Guneral Education

Data and plaoe of birth (Matriculation Standard)

2 1fl)

rw-r™..v 7y «.j™
il.yi.
jr. <)

ix.—
wMrv—»/'A0 A

% * Notes for the Information of Applicants,

The Dentists Act, 1578, enables the General Medical Council to authorize the registration in the Dentist«
Begister as colonial or foreign dential, without further examination in the United Kingdom, of persons who
make application to the Council for that purpose and comply with certain conditions, which may be summarised
as follows —

(1) Applicants for registration as colonial dentists must either

(3} Not be domiciled in the United Kingdom ; or

(QYHave practised for more than ten years elsewhere than in the United Kingdom ;
(2 Applicants for registration as foreign dentists must either

(a) Not be British subjects ; or

(b) Have practised for more than ten years elsewhere than in the United Kingdom.

(3) Applicants must show that they bold some recognised certificate granted in a Britiih Possession, or
that they have obtained some recognized certificate granted ina foreignoountry, and either continue to
hold it or have not been deprived of it for any cause which disqualifies them for registration under
the Act

A nized certificate means such certificate, diploma, membership, degree, licence, letters testimonial,
or other title, status, or document as may be recognized for the time being by the Council

(0) As entitling it» holder to practise dentistry or dental surgery in the British Poeeeeaion or foreign
country in which Hwas granted ; and

(b As furnishing sufficient guarantees of the possession of the requisite knowledge and skill for the
efficient practice of dentistry or dental surgery.

(4) Applicants must show that they are of good character.

(3) Applicants meat psy the prescribed fee for the registration of their names in the Dentists Register.

This Schedule has been prepared for tbo purpoee of assisting applicants to furnish in u convenient form the
particulars neoeasary to enable tha Counoil to perform their duty under the Act of determining, on each
application made to them for registration as s colonial or foreign dentist, whether any certificate held by the
applicant complies with the condition specified under bead (3) (b) above, that is to asy. whether tuoh certificate
ia a diploma or degree granted in a British Puaeeerion or foreign oountry after a count of study and
exuninations substantially equivalent to the course which candidates for licences or degrees in dontel surgery
or dentistry granted by the medical authoritiesin this country tre required to go through.

Every applicant for registration as a colonial or foreign dentist must accordingly complete a copy of the
Schedule by entering the neooesary particular* on pages 2 and 3. and must obtain a certificate in the form
provided on page 4 from the Dean or othor appropriate officer of the Dental School, College or other body by

. f N S
utud i) M _
sexcrr oo 7 s Kas i tiboctor G
eet-
T “
r.
I v
JIndfl fev* Lt
. Oou-usaTa/fa »»h
AT LU
,—rial(dsslaiEubg»« (MU. LA 4P . >
<EtE
[T (Al —
WV, Altd 4 v« HA
meetings uf it*i : M. « »  fishsy— VX
Jna 1 VRN
B PX >
4CT4:: /rgu{K ><|(* " HtrwiA
meeti of () Dental Sargery wY =uM—,
e I AN 1 »
Vsso<
i i i yt. f
" () Materia_mediae and tri ex ft.fit ff vt
olzsmrm of therapeutics
&5 if iIoV o PA ptvw»—mX 3-JLtL.
t meetings of
da atrations)
L4ty < M a]l H«At%‘
i ) Dental Kectsnica and 'V -
) meetings of () Proethelica * xwy— W/ R—AMA
b teAmx m
%dv';"d"i;‘g]_ taiovau 0" Hun—1
i Ccrexyjl? -
' 1/ «4
w Ingo,ﬁ]au ogT A o "
.0 sppboeioo to
dentistry ritth jtit
0 -ri 0% iteu VT
" i T\ principle» of Ortho-
meeting> Ui Q 1
G doatte™ thit wau 1t '
Lt.l« V.M Il’:/)(
1mlerxﬁaryeam VL ATTasnasos a* tbs ‘Z{(;_l I’}A\p,‘l' T\)/ A uoyn
BRPrl HaTTAL or of the |1 10 A4 red
Dental Department of i sl y-u—,
WA
Oeaend noeptW " « « TRt tf i~ a
* f i T-cHldX.
VII._Paagrioan wemueno . :
Z‘ calesnds nr Daresi- JIzxm»'«* LJ-A . AMVF A »ai-A
e /FQM I1ff P Utddy— HA— —t

. _ JACTHi—

of studies, University of Cologne 1936
M aooak b N

Y
_ TS 1 aronian 11 V)D VI
Tegg

NnectéwirGhe
A Ae—
q

o J4F
KeumiayGrimtsy 1M e/

cpTinmit

OPRREHA s 2 A e
€ e e
X
b , * hee
. . . ) -
n ‘ U]la
% OW il L Aou-.
in*. »Ta vr dtuevix
30 haurs (/') dietology, practical ir-i». 7 1f VI 1 fiweiid ~~ HWf-*
2aakmictent (@ Geerd Pattolagy  gex VIV T
40lecturesand/or it
demorstratio™™ T Trr”
1term W0lecture« (A Bacteriology it- n. Va4, iy L
and 24 hour.'
practical work
LHY Xft4l 3e
) ) Medcire 4
2 o™'mimth* 4Q4/ it Unrevy
rty.. .
aa# iti.if ill —
Bugy 050 i AL A
PR e UMUK
then MneeUn>
I o Particular* uf
Scdemiermolt. (3 Qi iebagtion fu & N2, Parti
plgm_eaedmmwn,in A—>—eA. wwe'St t
in medicine and ",y Vife -ai-0,. lf’“X'A
surgery, m_cludlngnlegj— R
slrucuonwi in ;r/g/mmar— it V. Vv—t-d  * SMIA,
ing ou centistry GLif. Iffidl ' I»»0,
NhiulnT uf bod*.....

Ho—

I* > g% ]« >

pP—ASIW |, *A Aeos*a

~ RaA Lo 3 Ci
A . D
WU 1 I'Pil - »<
WAt—X-I— £ yAUAATAUA, [of' V. - 1f- LAl wo- " "
A dUAwW. LEF Y. —ot % .y i - M
ivw . (V) I
S M9 V.F - -
Alkaaii
a—UaADV- *  di» n * .
" Ade*, figeex U
JMia FA“ed( < d-A t
OON5 *1Lhvln—« » A3
M- -—— UL.y~
VXu. — i-e* si <A XA
R )
— &r***nr
— —re /£ - A, A
"y " " af Are—, re. —A <MA
VAMU. A- XA . « @V
Mij *A Ire *AA 4t M- 1), L». 44— iAy—
" —. |,$11- Ujfico. l—fé’* XA A*wa—l—x ~re -w/ .tteoeva,®
— reAos. 4, vreX. —, XAeOio | I'*—j/-a m———

| oortily that the above-named applicant anend(a.the rourne aa shown at flt*4+rsl,

fisU_fi-~ 1M Ofckv-w yfrl 0 7€

....... 18

316



Eva Glees537

Figure 101 Dental registration form for Eva Glees

Dr. Eva Glees (née Loeb) was born in Berlin in 1909. Her father was a
chemist and she remembered the first world war and food shortages, especially of
bread and sugar. Her family at this time were living in Bonn and food parcels were
sent by other family members in Bulgaria. Dr. Glees’ family was non-observant Jews
who never went to synagogue; there were mixed marriages in the family and her
parents were probably agnostic. Her father died when she was four years old and
her father’s friend, Professor Alfred Kantorowicz, became like a second father to
whom she always turned for advice. Glees wanted to study medicine but
Kantorowicz persuaded her to do dentistry and medicine together at Bonn University.

Eva Glees was not politically aware but her non-Jewish boyfriend was a Social
Democrat and a violent anti-Nazi. In an interview, she remembers anti-Semitic
leaflets in the University, and after the 14 April 1933 general boycott she was not
allowed into the Dental Hospital clinic. She has memories of smashed windows and
Nazi posters and flags in the Kaiserplatz in Bonn, as well as the hideous drawings of
Jews in cartoons in the newspaper Der Stirmer. She remembered the fact that they

had to stand and Heil Hitler before lectures, with many of the students appearing in

537 Interview 18th August 2005.
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brown uniforms®*. When she was doing her final examinations one of the examiners
put an arm around her shoulder and said that she should give her Aryan boyfriend
back to the Flhrer. She passed all her examinations despite strong anti-Semitic
prejudices on the part of the examiners. She also completed her Doctorate with a
thesis on congenital syphilis under the Professor of Dermatology, a Professor
Hoffman, who said “better a Jew in a white coat than a student in a brown uniform® 5%°
He was later dismissed. On completion of her studies in 1934, Eva Glees was not
given a proper diploma either for her approbation or for her Doctorate but pieces of
paper that were somewhat meaningless. When she graduated she was not allowed
to practice and made money by giving diabetic injections (no oral medication was
available at this time). Later she worked as a receptionist in the surgery of a Jewish
medical practitioner who could only treat Jews.

By 1935 the Nuremberg laws came in, disallowing mixed marriages. She
eventually had to leave Germany and went to Holland to work as an au pairin
Schevening. Her fiancé Paul got a job in the Anatomy Department at Amsterdam
University. Whilst in Holland she lived with an orthodox Jewish family which, she
said, put her off orthodoxy for life. Dr. Glees wanted to come to Britain but was told
by the refugee committee in Holland that she must not tell anyone that she was
married to a non-Jew. During this period they lived in the top floor of a small house in
The Hague. Paul worked in a histological laboratory and Eva helped with the
preparation of slides and filing. In 1938 she went with him to Naples, Italy, with him to
work at a research institute, leaving their baby with her sister in Holland. Eventually
Dr Glees' husband got a job with the Strangeways Laboratory in Cambridge and they
came to Britain. Paul Glees did not like Cambridge and wanted to go back to Holland
but was fortunately persuaded fo stay. He thought Holland would be neutral but this
did not turn out to be the case. Living in Cambridge, they were brought before an
Internment Tribunal in April of 1940; they were classified as type C and not interned
but had to report to the police. They were to have no radio and had to obey a curfew.
Her husband by this time was invited to carry on his research in Oxford under a
Nuffield grant that paid £250 per year.

On the whole Dr. Glees felt that she was treated well by the British and was
grateful. She tried to get permission to work in Britain as a dentist but the G.M.C.

538 Oral interview on tape Oxford Brookes University June 1993
%39 Little, Reg, Taking a journey back in time, The Oxford Times, 6™ December 1996, p. 17

318



would not accept the inadequate paperwork and it was impossible to obtain data in
relation to the courses that she had taken. During the period 1940-1948 she worked
in a home for disabled children in Chipping Norton. By 1948 the N.H.S. was suffering
from an acute shortage of dentists and this time Dr. Glees wrote successfully to the
University of Bonn to get copies of her approbation certificate and her doctorate in
Dentistry. From this data she was able to fill out the G.M.C. schedule form
adequately and she was therefore put on the Foreign List of the Dental Register. She
applied for British nationality in 1946 without trouble. She accepted British people as
friends but did not feel that these were as real as her friends on the Continent.
English friends could not identify with the family’s problems.

Dr. Glees had one son, a physician working for a number of years in the
U.S.A., and her other son is a historian at Brunei University. Post-war her attitude to
Germany was hostile. She accepted an invitation to lecture at her old University in

Bonn in 1996 and in 2005 she was still living in Woodstock, Oxford.

Figure 102 Portrait of Eva Glees by Min Hain, 1999
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William Grossman
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Figure 103 Dental registration form for William
Grossman

William Grossman was born in Znaim, Moravia which at the time was in
Czechoslovakia. He studied medicine at Charles University in Prague and obtained
his M.D. degree in 1936. After holding ajunior medical post he served as clinical
assistant in the dental school in Prague and completed his D.M.D. degree in 1938
He was then appointed first assistant to Professor Haupl who had a special Interest in
dento-facial orthopaedics.

The political situation in Czechoslovakia prior to the German invasion became
intolerable and Willy (as he was always known) escaped to Britain at the outbreak of
war in 1939. He obtained a medical post at the West London Hospital in
Hammersmith from 1939-1941 and, although his dental qualification was not
recognised, he maintained his interest in orthodontics by working as a voluntary
assistant at the Eastman Dental Hospital. Because of the shortage of maxlllo-facial
surgeons, Willy Grossman was given a commission in the Royal Army Medical Corps
and was initially stationed as resident medical officer at the school of artillery in

Larkhill because of his grading as a plastic and maxillo-facial surgeon (war office
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authority P/181918/1). He later worked with the No. 4 maxillo-facial surgical unit in
North Africa, Italy, Belgium and Germany.

From 1944-1945 he was the only surgeon to the forward section of No. 4
maxillo-facial and plastic unit with sole responsibility for the primary surgical treatment
of all burns cases and maxillo-facial casualties of the 8" and 5™ army in the west of
Italy. After returning to Britain he was posted to the maxillo-facial plastic unit at
Rooksdown House.

In order to return to dentistry after the war Grossman was required to pass the
L.D.S. R.C.S. final examination and this he did in 1945. On leaving the army he
entered private practice and in 1946 was appointed part time Demonstrator in
Orthodontics at University College Hospital Dental School where he played a leading
role in developing the new orthodontic department into an active and effective
teaching unit. As a result of his knowledge of orthodontic teaching in other European
countries, he initiated clinical research into functional jaw orthopaedics. He was
amongst the first to use functional appliance therapy to improve jaw relationships and
he took an active part in cleft palate surgery and surgical orthodontics at University
College Hospital.

In 1948 Willy Grossman was appointed part-time Consultant Orthodontist to
University College Hospital Dental School and in 1954 he was awarded the Diploma in
Orthadontics of the Royal College of Surgeons without examination. He played a
major role in the reorganisation of the orthodontic department in the newly built U.C.H.
Dental Hospital and School which was opened in 1963. He failed to become Dean of
University College Hospital Dental School even though the previous holder of this

t. 349 Willy gave up his part time dental school post in

office supported his appointmen
1964 but remained on the Consultant staff of the Hospital until his retirement in 1976.
Willy Grossman was the co-author with Karl Haupl and Patrick Clarkson of
Textbook of Functional Jaw Orthopaedics (London, Henry Kimpton, 1950). He also
wrote some 30 academic papers covering orthodontics, temperomandibular joint
disorders and early and late bone grafting in cleft palate cases. Willy Grossman’s
private practice was based on orthodontic treatment of children and also oral surgery.

The practice was eminently successful and he was eventually joined by his son

540 1nterview with Patrick Grossman (son) 3™ June 2004.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

28.

29.

30.

Patrick. After the practice moved from 79 Harley Street to Lister House, 11 Wimpole
Street, Willy Grossman retired and died age 71 years on 18th November 1982.

W. GROSSMANN The Treatment of Severe Prognathism
P. CLARKSON by Kostecka's Operation. 14. w. GROSSMANN
A. H. GREEN B.D.J. Vol- LXXX No.6. March 1946.
W. GROSSMANN Work with a Forward Section of a Maxillo-facial 15. W. GROSSMANN
Surgical Unit.
D. Journal Feb. 1946.
) . 16. W. GROSSMANN
W. GROSSMANN Functional Jaw Orthopaedics.
The Dental Record. Vol. LXVII, No.8 49.
W. GROSSMANN The Examination of an Orthodontic Case. 17. W. GROSSMANN
Journal of the Br. D. St. Assoc. B. GREENFIELD
Vol. 1. No.5. 1949.
W. GROSSMANN A New Type of Activator for the Treatment of 18. w. GROSSMANN
True Mandibular Prognathism.
B.D.J. Vol. UCXXVI, No.3. Peb. 1949. 19.  w. GROSS N
HAUPL Textbook of Functional Jaw Orthopaedics. D. N. MATTHEWS
GROSSMANN [—I_|henr \};im’\ﬁtog, Iéondon. lgSO.L s 1952
e C.V. Mos ompany, St. Louis, .
CLARKSON v pany 20. W. GROSSMANN
Ortopedia Functional de los Maxilares Mundi, D. N. MATTHEWS
Buenos Aires, 1955.
W. GROSSMANN Early Orthodontic Treatment. 21.  W. GROSSMANN
Transaction of the E.O.S. 1952. J. P. MOSs
W. GROSSMANN Combined Reduction of the Lower Jaw and Nose.
P- CLARKSON Brit. Med. Journal, July 1951. 22. V. GROSSMANN
) ) ) J. P. MOSS
W. GROSSMANN Die orthodontische Behandlung der Lippen und
Gaumenspalten. 23.  w. GROSSMANN
Fortsdir. der Kiefer und Gesichtschirurgie, : J. P. MDSS
Band. 1. 1955. ’
: 24. D. N. MATTHEWS
. GROSSMAN Kephalometrische Untersuchung der Dysnathlen.
w. @ N Zahn-Mund-und Kieferheilkugde, W. GROSSMANN
Urba and Schwarzenberg, Minchen. 25 W, GROSS N
B. GREENFIELD
W. GROSSMANN Rare Tumours of the Jaws. . .
Fortschritte der Kiefer a Gesichtschrirurgle,
Band. 111, 1957.
26. W. GROSSMANN
W. GROSSMANN the Analysis of the Treated Orthodontic Case. J. P. MOSs
Proc. B.S.5.0. 1956.
27. W. GROSSMANN
W. GROSSMANN The Treatment of the Palatal Defects by Tube J. P. MOSss
P. CLARKSON Pedicles.
(Film. R.S.M. London).

D. N. MATTHEWS
W. GROSSMANN
ET AL

W. GROSSMANN
B. E. GREENFIELD

W. GROSSMANN

Early and Late Bone Grafting in Cases of
Cleft Lip and Palate.

Br. Journal of Plastic Surgery. 1970/2

Die Elektromyographische Untersuchung der
Funktions bedingten Kiefergelenks erkrankungen.
Zahnaerztl. Welt. 1968 (666-667) .

Modern Trends in Orthodontics.
Intern. Journal of Orthodontics,
Dec. 1971.

vol.9. No.4.

Die Analyse dea behandclten ortodontischen Falles,
Fortschritte tier Kiefororthopaedin, Bd.19. (1958) .

Zur Analyse ties orthodontinchen Fallas.
Ocst. Zeitachrift.fuer Stomatologic 1958.

Electromyography an an Aid In Orthodontic
Treatment Analysis.

American Journal of Orthodontics 1961.
Electromyography in Temporo-Mandibular Joint
Disorders (In Print).

Rapid expansion in Cleft Palate Canos.
E.O.S. 1963.

Early treatment of Cleft Lip and Palate.
Published: International Symposium, University
Zurich.

A combined Orthodontic 4 Surgical Approach to the
Problem of the Collapsed M axillary Arch.
(In Print - American Journal of Cleft Palates)

The Role of Functional Jaw Orthopaedics In
Orthodontics.
Dental Practitioner: 1964. Vol XIV No.lO.
Functional Jaw Orthopaedics (Symposium) n.S.S.0.
May 1964 .

Functional Appliance Therapy B.S5.5.0 May 1964.

Early Treatmont of Cleft
Hans Huber, Bern.

I.lp and Palfctus.

Electromyographic Monitoring
Joint Disorders.
Dental Concept 1969.

in Tomporo-Mandlbulai

Removable Appliance Therapy.
Practical Orthodontics 1968.

Removable Appliance Therapy, Part II.
Practical Orthodontics 1970

Figure 104 Dr. William Grossman’s list of publications 1946-1971
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Ernst Eliezer Hackenbroch54
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Figure 105 Dental registration form for Ernst Hackenbroch

Ernst Eliezer Hackenbroch was born in Frankfurt am Main on 6th
December 1909. He was the oldest of six children. Ernst was raised in the
Hirschian tradition of Torah im Derekh Eretz, a combination of orthodox piety
with secular learning and cultural and worldly knowledge. This was partly
due to the fact that the Hackenbroch family were among the original 13
families in Frankfurt responsible for bringing over Rabbi Samson Rafael
Hirsch in the 1800s and were prominent in the Frankfurt community of which
Ernst Hackenbroch’s grandfather was once President. Although the family
were observant Jews they were not raised in a stuffy and conventional
atmosphere. Ernst Hackenbroch attended a non-Jewish High School in
which he was the only Jew. After graduation from High School he spent a
year at the Frankfurt Yeshiva (religious school) and then attended Frankfurt

University Dental School where he graduated with his D.M.D. degree in

1932.

51 Interview with Ida Koschland (daughter), 4th May 2005
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With the Nazis coming to power in 1933 Ernst Hackenbroch who was
a proud Jew, did not waste time and was the pioneer of his family who went
to Britain and was later to vouch for many of his relatives. Considerable
difficulties were experienced with immigration control officers who wanted to
know the exact nature of his visit. He consistently replied that he was a
visitor and was allowed into the Britain for a restricted period of time. He was
also sponsored by the Hamburg branch of a family called Lewisohn that had
settled in Britain sometime before and one of whose children had become a
judge. A relative, Anna Schwab, who was on the Chief Rabbi's Emergency
Council during the 1930s and 40s also provided help since she and her
husband had good ties with the Home Office.

Ernst Hackenbroch had filled out in Germany the “schedule”
documents from the G.M.C. which had been submitted before he travelled to
Britain. These however were not accepted and he made his way directly to
Edinburgh where he was offered a place so that he could complete the
L.D.S. R.C.S. (Edin.) examination after one year’s training. This he obtained
on 22" March 1935 and was then placed on the Dental Register by the
G.M.C. He was also given permission to work by the Home Office.

After completing his L.D.S diploma in Edinburgh he went back to
London and opened a dental clinic in north London, initially at 2 Highbury
Quadrant, London N.5 and moved a year later to 2 Clissold Court, Green
Lanes, London N.16. He was interned in July 1940 and released in
September under a group application to the Home Office for release from
internment of dentists with practising permission. When his family managed
to escape from Germany they came to Clissold Court. It was also a meeting
place for many refugees who arrived in London in the late 1930s almost
penniless. Hackenbroch was able to give them money or put them up in his
apartment. The range of people that were looked after by the Hackenbroch
family included many from Hungary and Eastern Europe including Rabbis
and Yeshiva students. All these people were received with dignity and
kindness and no charges were made for their stay. Financially this was a
difficult time for Ernst Hackenbroch since it was a period of unemployment
and his fledgling practice was barely surviving.
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Among the life-long friends that Ernst Hackenbroch made was the
Schonfeld family, especially Rabbi Solomon Schonfeld who saved many
thousands of Jewish children from Nazi Europe. This rescue effort also
involved Ernst Hackenbroch because when the children arrived in Britain,
many were in need of dental treatment. These children were sent out of
London, many to Sheffield under the care of Dr. Judith Grunfeld, a specialist
in child education. Ernst Hackenbroch was therefore one of a trio of people
assisting in this great rescue effort in the 1930s.

He retired in 1986 and moved to 5 Limes Avenue, London NW11. He
died in 1990.
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Maurice Hermele542

Maurice Hermele was born in the Polish town of Auschwitz in 1912
The Hermele family moved from Poland to Germany and eventually to
Holland. Maurice went to France to study dentistry at the University of Nancy
and qualified with a French dental degree in 1937. Despite his French dental
degree he was not allowed to practice there since he was a Polish national
and he therefore worked illegally in France for three years. By the beginning
of the war, Maurice Hermele was able to join the re-forming Polish army in
Florence and was allowed to practice in the Polish army as a dentist. His
army group made their way to the south of France and he was on the very
last boat that left before the German occupation, the voyage eventually

ending at Dundee in Scotland.

Figure 106 Hermele with the Polish Army 1940
A severe degree of anti-Semitism existed in the Polish army in Britain.

Maurice Hermele stayed there through the war but at the end deserted and
headed for London. He ran the risk of being shot as a deserter.

52 Interview 16th October 2003.
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Figure 107 Hermele treating a Polish soldier, Scotland 1941

Maurice contacted the G.M.C. in an attempt to get on the Foreign List of the
Dental Register. He was told that it was essential to have copies of his French
dental diploma and also a list of the dental lectures he had attended at the University
of Nancy. This data would then be entered on the “schedule” form supplied by the
G.M.C. and would then be assessed by the Examination and Education Sub-
committee. Through an act of providence Maurice Hermele had become friendly
with the Secretary of the British Dental Association, William Goodwin Senior. One of
Senior’s friends was the famous radio personality Wilfred Pickles who went to Paris
frequently to entertain the troops. Hermele asked Pickles if he could obtain the
information that the G.M.C. required which would have been registered by the
University of Nancy in Paris. Eventually the missing papers arrived and Maurice
Hermele was put on the Foreign List of the Dental Register in 1944. Prior to this, in
order to eke out an existence, he had practiced illegally using a loft space in
Hereford Square, Kensington. This was dangerous because if he was caught he
would have been sent back to Poland. During this period he managed with a foot
pedal drill and relatively few instruments. Once he had been placed on the Dental
Register, Maurice Hermele set up in dental practice in aflat on the Finchley Road.
Once again he was helped by William Goodwin Senior, who found him a part-time
job at the Eastman Dental Hospital. He attracted a considerable number of Polish
patients but never revealed that he was Jewish. He eventually moved his practice
from aflat to a house, again in Finchley Road and practiced there until he retired in

1995.
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Alfred Kantorowicz"3

Alfred Kantorowicz was born in the German city of Posen on 18th June
1880, an area that was transferred to Poland in 1918 and became known as
Posnan. His father, a businessman, moved the family to Berlin where Alfred
received his education. He studied dentistry between 1897 and 1900 and
received his dental degree at the rather young age of 20. Having received his
D.M.D. Alfred Kantorowicz decided to study medicine. He studied at Berlin
University in 1901 and subsequently in Munich and Freiburg and graduated in
July 1906. Until 1907 he worked in the internal diseases department of
Virchow Hospital in Berlin and as an assistant in the infective diseases
department of the Robert Koch Institute. Between 1907 and 1909 he studied
surgery at Garre in Bonn. In 1911 he became an assistant professor at the
School of Dentistry in Bonn and in 1913 an Associate Professor. During the
first world war he served as an army doctor and surgeon. On 6thAugust 1917
Alfred Kantorowicz received the Iron Cross second class for discovering that
pilots that crash-landed their planes usually ended up with the front of the
plane ploughing into the ground. Alfred Kantorowicz found out that the high
death rate amongst pilots in this sort of accident was due to the blockage of
airway with soil and debris and that the first job was to establish an airway if
pilots were to be saved.

In 1918 he was appointed Director of the Institute of Dentistry at

Bonn University and administrator to the Dental Clinic for Children of the City

of Bonn. Alfred Kantorowicz became Professor on 6thJune 1918 and in 19238

543 Interviews with George Kantorowicz (son), June 2003 and Professor Peker Sendalli,
the past Dean of Istambul Dental School and also a past Postgraduate student at the Royal Dental

Hospital 1975-1976.
A history of Alfred Kantorowicz Pediatric Dentistry Innovator, Hannelore T Loevy and
Aletha Kowitz, Journal o fDentistryfor Children Special Issue July/October 1993 263
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Professor of Dental Diseases at Bonn University. During his early
postgraduate years in dentistry and medicine Alfred Kantorowicz formulated
the Bonn system which stated that in order to combat dental caries, treatment
should begin in the primary schools, be obligatory and paid for by the State
and be organised in such a manner that all children could receive treatment
not only for teeth that were decayed and painful but for the incipient lesions in
which pain had not yet occurred. He felt the development of good habits
would carry though life and children trained to keep dental appointments
would regularly return to their dentists as adults. To this end Alfred
Kantorowicz also developed mobile dental clinics, especially designed for use
in the countryside.

From the beginning of his teaching in Bonn, Kantorowicz made it clear
that he had two major concerns for dentistry: first, research in which
anthropology and pathology were especially important and second the
concerns of the individuals and their wellbeing. This led to his major thrust for
the eradication of dental disease particularly dental caries in children. Alfred
Kantorowicz at this time was involved with the publication of several books on
dentistry. In 1920 he published Zahnértzliche Technik (Dental Technique), a
book for pre-clinical students. Alfred Kantorowicz was also one of the editors
of the Handbuch fiir Zahnheilkunde (Handbook of Dentistry), a work in four
volumes that had started before the first world war.>** He also published a
two-volume work, Klinische Zahnheilkunde (Clinical Dentistry), in 1924.545

One of Alfred Kantorowicz' major areas of research was in the
aetiology of malocclusion. He felt that many malocclusions were genetic in
origin. Together with his assistant, Korkhaus, he did extensive research in
this area and in 1927 he established a separate division of orthodontics
positioned within paediatric dentistry. In this manner he hoped to develop a
system by which dental caries and malocclusion could be prevented.

With the rise of Hitler in 1933, major changes in University life took
place all over Germany. Dr. Stuckart, the Prussian Minister of Science,
demanded that Jews should be removed from their positions in the
universities and Alfred Kantorowicz lost his position as Professor at the

344 Kantorowicz, A, Handbuch fiir Zahnheilkunde, Munich, J.F. Bergmann, 1925
345 Kantorowicz, A., Klinische Zahnheilkunde, Musser, Berlin, 1924
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University of Bonn. He was almost immediately arrested and became a
prisoner in a German concentration camp, initially at Borgermoor in the
Luneberger area and later in the concentration camp for prominent persons in
Lichtenstein in Saxony. The local gossip was that Alfred Kantorowicz was a
communist, having visited Moscow several times to instruct them on his Bonn
plan for dentistry. This was never true; he was arrested because of his
religion. Alfred Kantorowicz was released from camp just before Christmas
1933 through the intervention of the Crown Prince of Sweden who had found
him a job in Istanbul. The Crown Prince met Alfred Kantorowicz whilst he was
President of the Red Cross and when Alfred Kantorowicz, on a tour through
Sweden, had presented several lectures on school dental clinics.

On 19™ December 1933 Alfred Kantorowicz was appointed a Professor
at the School of Dentistry in Istanbul. During the first year he taught classes
and specialised in prosthetics. In his second year he became Director of the
School. Under his guidance, the School rose to become the equivalent of one
of the best Dental Schools in Europe.

Alfred Kantorowicz realised that there were possibilities that Germany
might eventually invade Turkey and he therefore applied to the G.M.C. to be
allowed on to the Foreign List of the Dental Register. When he filled out a
“schedule” his request was acceded to in November of 1936, He continued to
pay for his annual practising certificate.
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ANNUAL PRACTISING CERTIFICATE

DENTAL BOARD OP THE U KITED KINGDOM,

+4 11ALLAM STREET.

[Certificate Number {2 Ho 1 LONDON. W.I.

—————————————————————— ?—December, 1941

| HEREBY CERTIFY that— 5

Approbation ala Zahnaret 19cx); m.0. U.Frelburk.1905.

haring duly complied with the provisions of the Dentists Acts, 187« to 192J, and the Regulations of

with the qualification or

the Beard respecting registration, has been registered in the Dent sts Regintsr, And is entitted to practise

dentistry during the year 1043«

Chicked... < k .
Ricirntx*

Thii Certificate la EVIDENCE of REGISTRATION ONLY until the END of the
YEAR 1942. A PRACTISING CERTIFICATE MUST BE TAKEN OUT FOR EVERY
SUBSEQUENT YEAR In which the practitioner deaim to pracalae. Thla Ccrtifleete la
NOT EVIDENCE of the IDENTITY of Ita holder wit4 the perton named herein, end
mutt not be uaed at tuch.

Figure 108 Annual practising certificate dated 1941

Alfred Kantorowicz was called back to Bonn in 1947 and in 1953 he
was awarded a Doctorate Honoris Causa by Bonn University because of his
contribution to preventative dental care. He died of a heart attack in Bonn on

6th March 1962.
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Figure 109 Dental registration form Heinrich Krott

Born 22 October 1895 in Vienna. Dr. Heinrich Krott, was an
eminent dentist and dental surgeon who had previously studied medicine
but decided to become a dentist. During the first world war, Krott was in
the medical corps and worked in an army hospital in Vienna. He lived with
his parents in Mariahilferstrasse 134, Wien XV where he also had his very
successful dental practice. After his marriage in 1935 he lived at 16
Beckmanngasse, XIII which, after the Anschluss, was confiscated in the
autumn of 1938 and requisitioned by a senior S.S. officer. Like so many
others who realised that they had to get out of Austria, he had great
difficulty in obtaining the necessary documentation to leave and emigrate
to Britain. His initial application to the G.M.C. was turned down (Fig. 111).
One day, he met an old patient of his who had become a Nazi who asked
him how it was that he was still in Vienna. On hearing of his difficulties
obtaining a visa, he immediately volunteered to help him obtain a

temporary permit to go to Finland. Fortunately, shortly afterwards, Krott

546Data provided by Heidi Hillman (daughter), Interview 6thJanuary 2004
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was able to get the necessary documentation to travel from Finland to
Britain and he was one of 40 Austrian dentists given the chance to
requalify at a British dental school over a six month period.

Krott's wife Irma, daughter Heidi (nearly 2 years' old) and his two
step-daughters, Eva (9 years) and lise (6 years), had preceded him to
Britain a little earlier. Eva and llse had been the first to arrive. They had
come by Kindertransport on one of the first trains to leave Vienna and had
then been billeted with a family in Norfolk. His wife, with her indomitable
spirit, persevered to get herself and Heidi out of Vienna to Britain, seeking
work and sponsorship (see letter she wrote to the CBF World Jewish
Relief (Fig. 70). Most importantly, she had to obtain an exit visa, each day
joining a long queue, often waiting for several hours. However, each day,
only a certain number of people were given a visa, and all those remaining
in the queue were turned away. Eventually she was successful. The man
who provided her with the visa was memorably kind to her. One can
imagine her shock when years later at the time of his trial in Israel, she
saw a photo of Adolf Eichmann and realised that he was this very person.
She arrived in Dover in February 1939.

The family first lived in Belsize Square, Swiss Cottage. Just before
the war started, the whole family moved to Greenhill, Prince Arthur Road,
Hampstead. Dr. Krott then worked in a dental practice at 95 Queens
Crescent, NW.5. At first, most of his patients were Austrian refugee
friends, but with many recommendations the number of patients soon
increased.

Some time during the middle of the war, they moved to 87 Regency
Lodge, Avenue Road, Swiss Cottage, where he started up on his own and
built a very successful dental practice in part of the flat. His patients
included several members of the Freud family and entourage, including
Anna Freud, Paula Fichtl, the Freud housekeeper, and Dr. Josephine
Stross (a paediatrician and friend to the Freud family who came over with
them and cared for Sigmund Freud on the journey).

Dr. Krott was a very cultured man, with a great love of art, music
and literature. Both in Vienna and in London, many of his patients were
artists, writers, musicians and actors. They included Kurt Schwitters
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(collage artist), Siegfried Charoux (artist and sculptor), Lotte Meitner
(photographer), Lucie Rie (potter), and Karl Rankl (conductor). When his
artist patients could not pay for treatment, they would pay with paintings or
sculpture. His many actor patients, including Eric Portman, appeared in
films such as The Third Man. Later, Sir Stafford Cripps’ daughter, Peggy
(a writer) and her husband, Joe Appiah, (the Ghanian barrister and
politician), became his patients.

The Jewish Refugee Committee paperwork shows that Dr. Krott
arrived at the port of Harwich on 17" February 1939. His initial guarantor
was a Mr. Drevers, of 51b Borough High Street, S.E.1. The Jewish
Refugee Committee gave the family some 35s.0d. a week towards their
living expenses at various times. He also obtained various small amounts
of money from his guarantor such as £8 in the month of September 1939.
However he was short on his maintenance by the end of September and a
special payment of £3 was forwarded by the Jewish Refugee Committee.
At this time his wife was passed as medically unfit for domestic service
and had a doctor’s certificate explaining why. The Aid Committee also
advanced 10 guineas for paying the Examination Board in November
1939. In 1940 the Aid Committee advanced a loan of £150 so that Dr.
Krott could set up in dental practice, as approved by the Home Office.
After this no further support was to be given.

From 1940 onward Dr. Krott started to repay the money he had
borrowed. In this he was helped by £75 given by the Handler charity. By
1947 when Dr. Krott's case came up for review he was able to inform the
Aid Committee that he had repaid the resettlement loan of £150 and would
now start to repay the £172 advanced to him in respect of maintenance
and examination fees. This was repaid on the basis of £5 per month.

When all members of the family became naturalised after the war,
he changed his first name from Heinrich to Henry George. When the
National Health Service was introduced in 1948, he became an N.H.S.
dentist. Sadly, the stresses of emigration and the war had their toll on his
health, and he died at the early age of 56 years on 13" April 1952 in
Ascona, Switzerland whilst on holiday with his wife Irma, after three
coronary thrombosis attacks.
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Vienna August 1917 Reservehospital No. 16

Figure 110 Heinrich Krott (circled) in the Austrian army in 1917
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Figure 112 Krott family
photograph found by Amy
Gottlieb, Curator J R.C.
1988

335



Jacques Kurer™

0 L-Jr
DENTAL RECISA"9~7 9
ORIGINAL QUALIHI

VATLTICL*LAlIS TO RE StTI'UEI) RY AN UTLK'ANT FOR

111K IiKUISTRATION i»r ORIGINAL QUALIFICATIONS
rNDKIS THE />i:STi*r.< ACTS
! rijm-t to kr» ja it the ft-i.iifji Arii,

2t i 1@l ey vite &f nn* f-illdedru Drgrm «r V ulliii-Eot»,
ol tallirml L.m-I'y clDri Hist 1 um Uvjuily pows—« I:_

Dwrti**  OTt— « e T rhi-if2im** J

;Jo

A vH

Ap.f- - ;V.Ar~w; r Ntr./fl-
Imuddwriting.

7 tees rogisterid ns 4 Strimi U ts A & it the§,r

ltratlomal(& S tiitmuL .muje.fd ¢/ fytoi tPff

ApplUenGs | suiti Signature. ..o e .

Applicali's Same {in full) VCORJULt-"—
(m Lerrsml

licant's horeor fumaet  1yrnj
-Im~for registration (infull) 1... © ... "

APPIETE'S PIESENt Address. oo veverveessmme s

Date «/ App’ieativi .....j2U sJ jfifnUiatf__,
«/ Applieativi iJdsJjfifnUia —EMOVK

Figure 113 Dental Registration form for Jacques Kurer

Jacques Kurer was born in Vienna in 1899 and obtained his M.D.
medical degree from the University of Vienna in 1925. This was followed by
two years of dental training after which he went into private practice as a
dental surgeon. Jacques Kurer was a highly inventive dentist. In 1934 he
published a book The Treatment of Children’s Teeth™6. lllustrations in the
book show the use of tray set-ups, whereby dental instruments were
autoclaved in special trays so that they were kept in the right order and were
then placed on the bracket table beside the dental chair. Further illustrations
show how the dental chair can be modified for children so that instead of them
slumping into the chair making their mouths almost inaccessible, they could

be placed in the correct position as if they were an adult, facilitating access to

the mouth.

Kurer (son) on 16* “ 2004 -  wkh «m*-oFrm >

58 Kurer, Jacques, Die Behandlung der Kinderzahne. Vienna, Urban und Schwarzenberg, 1934.
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Figure 114 Title page of Kurer’s book on children’s dentistry, 1934

It is truly amazing that these efforts at work simplification in dental
practice would only become widespread on publication of the classic text of
Harold Kilpatrick , Work Simplification in Dental Practice549 which shows that
Jacques Kurer was some forty years ahead of his time. In addition the
standard of his x-ray procedures was also excellent, again demonstrated by
photographs in his book.

59 Kilpatrick, Harold, Work Simplification in Dental Practice, Philadelphia, WB Saunders & Co
1974



18 Zahnbehandlung der Kinder im allgemeinen Ordinationsbetrieb

Abb. 4.
Einfache Korrektur durch cine Poltterauflage.

Jacques Kurer sent his schedule” to the Examination and Education
Sub-committee of the G.M.C. in 1938. The notes by Edward Sheridan dated
10th November 1938 make interesting reading. The reason for rejecting the
schedule is given as a lack of practice in a dental hospital and a deficiency of
practical instruction in dental mechanics: Kurer stated only 22 months when
two calendar years was the minimum requirement of the G.M.C. It is also
interesting to see Kurer s list of scientific publications between 1933 and
1937. All in all this would seem to be an outstanding curriculum vitae with
exceptional teachers such as Professor Tandler and Professor Sicher in
anatomy, Professor Bernhard Gottlieb in histology, Professor Pichler in oral
surgery and Professor Albin Oppenheim in orthodontics. Dental teaching of
this quality was not to be found at the Manchester Dental School.

The Kurer family, which included Jacques, his wife and both sets of

parents were brought over with help from the Quakers. This organisation
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based in Manchester helped many Jewish refugees during the 1930s. The
Goodwin family in Manchester acted as sponsors. Jacques Kurer was also
fortunate in being one of 40 Austrian dentists who were given permission by
the Co-ordinating Committee of the G.M.C. to come to Britain and to be
allowed to study at British dental schools so that they could obtain an L.D.S.
Jacques Kurer obtained his L.D.S. from the University of Manchester on 21%
November 1939. With an English dental qualification he then went into dental
practice in Manchester. Meanwhile he lived with the Goodwin family until they
were bombed out in 1941. With the help of the Quaker organisation, Jacques
Kurer was not interned and he took his family to Llandudno in Wales. This
practice was again successful, especially with the local landiadies who were
happy to spend their money on a better standard of dentistry than previously.
Jacques Kurer returned to Manchester in 1944 at 28 Deansgate, Manchester
3. He was to be later joined in practice by his two sons, Hans and Peter. On
arrival in Britain, both sons had their education subsidised by the Quakers
and they were sent as boarders to Bootham School and stayed there until the
age of 16.

Jacques Kurer had a very successful practice in the centre of
Manchester. He had a large number of Jewish patients, many of them
refugees who had prospered in the textile industry in Manchester and the
surrounding areas. He continued his interest in treating children and wrote a
second book in 1973, after 39 years, with Dennis Goose who was a senior
lecturer/consultant in children’s dentistry at the University of Manchester.

Kurer was initially very much taken with the Quaker faith and used to
go to their services. Later as his children started to grow up his Jewish
identity reasserted itself and he joined the local orthodox synagogue.

Jacques Kurer was a consummate musician, playing mainly the viola
and there were many classical concerts in their house. Hans played the cello
and Peter the violin. Jacques Kurer retired from dentistry when he was 70
years of age but did part-time work in the school dental service for three
years. He died on 28" June 1974 of congestive heart failure.

339



A CUIDE TO

Children’s Dentistry

DENYS H. GOOSE mds. B, frsh
Senior Lecturer in Preventive Dentistry,
University of Liverpool; liciMirary Consultant
Dental Surgeon, United Liverpool Hospitals

JACQUES K.URER MD (Vienna), LDSRCS (Eng)

£

HENRY kimpton publishers
Léndon 1973

Figure 116 Title page of Kurer's second book on children’s dentistry

Figure 117 Hans, Jacques and Peter Kurer 1957
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Figure 118 Dental registration form for Hermann Hans Kuttner

Dr. Kuttner was born in 1893 in Hohensalza. He obtained his
approbation to practice as a dentist on 14th March 1921 from the University of
Berlin. His D.M.D. degree was awarded on 4thJanuary 1923 by the
University of Greifswald. Prior to his dental training Dr. Kuttner volunteered
for military service during the first world war. He fought in Belgium and
France and won the Iron Cross second class.

Intervi ith H Kut librarian of the Belsi
3D Interview wi enry Kutner (son), librarian of the Belsize Square synagogue, 14t March 2005
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Figure 119 1914 Identity card and certificate for Iron Cross (2 class)

After the war, on completion of his dental training, he founded a
successful private practice in Berlin. By 1938, because of the continuing
persecution of the Jews in Germany, he decided to emigrate. Britain seemed
to be the best choice since hopefully he could continue to practice as a dental
surgeon. Fortunately the schedule that he filled out in relation to his dental
training was accepted by the Examination and Education Sub-committee of

the G.M.C. and he was placed on the Foreign List of the Dental Register.
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Figure 120 Schedule submitted by Hermann Kuttner
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Dr. Kuttner was arrested by the Gestapo during the period after

Kristallnacht and placed in Sachsenhausen concentration camp. He was

released after a month on the strength of a visa to Peru via Stockholm which

had been obtained by his brother Martin. Dr. Kuttner was married in 1921

and by 1938 had two teenage children. A letter from Dr. Kuttner’'s wife,

Johanna, to the Gestapo regional headquarters is shown below dated 214

November 1938.

ueaa luttner. Berlin-Friedenau, den 21.Hov.19J8.
Bennlgsenstrasoe 13,11.

Aa die " .
leheims Staatspolizei,
j heitstelle,
Berlin.

Betrifft den am ll.Hovember 1938 in Schutzhaft
genommenen Zahnarzt Dr. Hermann Hans Kuttner,

geboren 7-12+1S93 In Hohensalza,_ i
woenhait Berlin-:?riedeaau, 3ecniES3nscr.15.il.

*Uin nebenbezalcliheter Ehemann ist am 11,ds.
Kts. In"Schutzhaft genommen worden.Die Griinde
far seine Inhaftierung sind mir nicht bekannt.
~egen meiner. shemanri llogt jedoch nichts vor.
Sr hatsch Sein ganzes Beben hindurch einwand;
frei taii straffrei-gefuhrt! hat sich auch-ule--
politisch betdtigt.~ein Ehemann hat sich em
ersten'Tage der lioblimachung freiwillig gemeldi
und hat'den'Weltkrieg an derlFront mitgemacht.
An Auszeichnungen besitzt er’das Ehrenkreuz 11
Klasse und ihn Frontkd'mpferehrenkreuz.

Aus unserer im Jahre 19?1 geschlossenen Ehe
sind zwei Kinder la Alter von Jetzt 13 und 9
Jahren hervorgegangen.Ausserdem haben wir in
unserer Fanille ein Kind des arbeitslosen
Bruders, dessen :jhefrau gestorben Ist, Im
Alter von 4 Jahren.Mein Ehemann hat ausserdem

. fur seine alter. Eltern , von denen der Vater
84 Jahre alt ist. zu sorgen.

Main Ehemann, der vom Beruf Zahnarzt ist,
ist mitten aus seiner beruflicaen Tatigkeit
heraus verhaftet worden.Fr tat zahlreiche
angefangene Behandlungen, deren Fortsetzung
bez-v. Abschluss dringend notwendig lat.Zum
Teil stehen Patienten kurz vor der Auswanderun

-ifi

und wollen eelbetvarptfindlicli vorher dla ai'Bofangene
Behandlung auendogofiibrt haben.lch habe mich vergeblich

um geeignete Vertretung bemuht.Bin grosser Pell der Patien-
ten will auch die einmal von meiden» Ehemanne nngefongene
Arbeit von ihm fortgeeetat und beendet haben.Dior int umpo
r.ohr verstédndlich, als fast jeder Zahnarzt nach seinen,
eigenen Renten: und seinen eigenen Grundsadtzen arbeitet,
und die auf dieser Grundlage begonnenen Arbeiten auch nur
r.llein orlnungooUesic zuendofUhren kann.

Wir haben uns vor der Inhaftierung meines Ehemannes
bereite erheblich um Auswanderung bemiht, und zwar nach
Sid-Amerika. Die Finanzierung dieser Auswanderung ist durch
meinen in Amerika lebenden Bruder mdéglich.ule Verwirklichung
unseres AuswsbderungBRlaqc.: int nunmehr in greifbare Hohe
geruckt, und “zwar haben wir die Yis’mnmra'O des IrenzdslEct
Generalkonsuls da pipeu, zur iiinreise In dlesee innd erhalter
Ich Oberreicht in ' Anlage Eotokopie des r.chrolben« de»
Generalkonsuls da Peel-.In par-<-vom ‘3.November 1930.

Ich bitte um baldige Haitentlansung meines Ehomunnen.
Diese Haftentlassung ist dadurch besonders dringend,daeo or
vor Je.- Auswanderung nicht nur die Behandlung seiner Patien-
ten sbschllessen, condern auch die Praxis wirtschaftlicn
abwickeln muss. Unsere finanzielle unge ist derart,dass
uns dis luttel zur Auswanderung erst durch <lon Einzug
%x Ausfcnstatide zur Verfugung stehen.

Figure 121 Letter from Johanna Kuttner to Gestapo Regional Headquarters 21g Januarv

1938

y
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Johanna Kuttner

Berlin-Friedenau
Bennigsenstrasse 13, 1l

Gestapo
Regional Headquarters
Berlin

21% November 1938

re: Dr Hermann Hanns Kuttner, dentist
born 7.12.1893 in Hohensalza
resident Berlin-Friedenau, Bennigsenstr. 13, Il
arrested 11th November 1938.

My husband, detauls listed above, was arrested and placed under preventive
custody on the 11" of this month. The reasons for his imprisonment are unknown to
me. There are no charges against my husband. Throughout his life he has
behaved impeccably and has never committed any offence, nor has he ever been
politically active. My husband volunteered for active service on the first day of
mobilization and served at the front during the First World War. He was awarded
the Cross of Honour Second Class, and the Front Line Soldiers’ Cross of Honour.

We were married in 1921, and have two children, now aged 13 and 9. Our family
includes another 4-year old child of my unemployed brother, whose wife died. My
husband also takes care of his aged parents, the father being 84.

My husband, a dentist by profession, was arrested while carrying out his
professional duties. He has many patients, some urgently awaiting further
treatment, and others, completion of their treatment. Some of these patients are
about to emigrate, and understandably wish to have their treatment carried out in full
before they leave. | have endeavoured unsuccessfully to find a suitable
replacement. Further, the majority of his patients wish the treatment begun by my
husband to be completed by him. This is all the more understandable since almost
every dentist follows his own method of practice and works according to his own
standards, and work begun on this basis can only be completed properly by
continuing along the same lines.

We had already made strenuous efforts to emigrate, namely to South America,
before my husband was imprisoned. My brother, who lives in America will finance
our emigration. Our emigration plans have now reached an advanced stage, and
we have even been granted a visa by the French Consul General of Peru to
immigrate to that country. 1 enclose a photocopy of the Consul General's letter from
Paris dated 18th November 1938.

| am requesting the speedy release of my husband. His release is all the more
urgent not only because he needs to finish treating his patients, but also because he
has to deal with the financial aspects involved in giving up the practice. Our
financial situation is such that we depend on receiving payment for outstanding
debts to cover the cost of emigration.

Figure 122 Translation of letter to Gestapo
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Dr. Kuttner arrived in Britain in February 1939 with his wife and two
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children. In 1939-1940 Kuttner worked as a volunteer in Bloomsbury House

interviewing refugees since his English was extremely good. In 1940 he

worked for the Cooperative Dental Association, a “body corporate” with offices

at 1 Balloon Street, Manchester 4. They had dental surgeries in many parts

of the country. Dr. Kuttner worked in two of these: from 1940-1942 at 158
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High Street, Penge, SE20 and from 1942-1948 at 200a Rye Lane, Peckham,
SE15. When the Health Service arrived in 1948 he became self-employed.

Dr. Kuttner was closely associated with Belsize Square Synagogue
and was a board member and on various committees (liturgical and youth).
He was the choir master and sang in the choir as a tenor. He was also a very
prominent youth leader. In later years his practicing life was cut short by the
onset of Parkinson’s disease and he died in 1974,
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Hans Lewinneck

Dr. Hans Lewinneck was born in Berlin in 1910. He studied dentistry at the
Universities of Berlin, Heidelberg and Wurzberg and obtained his D.M.D. degree in
1933. Dr. Lewinneck applied initially to the G.M.C. in Britain and supplied his
“schedule” but was turned down in 1935.

Jryy
R E A
AUanw nlim /U «ldmrnd la / ( /‘]
-THE MOSTRAR OF THE
CENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL"
and iwi to mv endnind bf imnt
In px rtplu BiaoM aaaf
RH n+ 30752
5th December, 1935«
Sir,

‘T am directed by the President of
the Council to inform you that your application
to be registered as a foreign dentist in the
Dentists Register, without examination in the
United Kingdom, by virtiic of the oertifloate

D.M.D. U.Wurzburg* specified in thé margin granted to yodu in a
1933, foreign country, has been duly considered by

the Dental Education and Examination Committee
of the Council, and that the Council, on the
recommendation of the Committee, not being
satisfied that the certificate la a certificate
which may properly be recognized by them in
compliance with sections 9 and 10 of the Dentists
Act, 1878, resolved at their meeting on the 26th
November that the application should not be

aoceded to.

The original documents forwarded
in support of your application are returned
herewith.

I am Sir,

Your obedient Servant,

Registrar.

Dr.mod.dent.Hans Lewinnek.

Figure 124 Rejection letter from G.M.C., 1935

He applied again in 1936 supplying more information and this time his
application was successful.
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THt REGISTRAR Of THE
GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL" L/\

/ALKl

L.FrA. Opriin,Dev. )
' /\ iho, 1936.
122« 81N 5,

I am dlrootod by tho Prosldont of tho Council
to Inform you that your application to bo roglstorod
as a forolgn dontlst in tho Dentists Roglstor, without
examination In tho Unitod Kingdom, by virtue of tho

. certificate speciflod in tho margin grantod to %/ou in

eourst forolgn country, has boen duly considerod by tho
Dental Education and Examination Committee of tho
Council, ond that tho Counoil. on tho recommoivintion
of tho Conmlttoo, bolng satisfied that tho certificate
is a oortificoto which may properly bo rooognirod by
thorn In compliance with sootlons 9 and 10 of tho
Dontlsts Act, 1878, rosolvod ct tholr mooting on tho
26th May that tho application should bo acoodod to.

Sir,
D.
1933«

Your namo will accordingly bo ontorod in tho
Forolgn List of tho Dentists Register on tho reoolpt
by tho Rogistrar of tho Dental Board of tho Unitod
Kingdom, 44 Hallam Stroot, Portland Plaoo, London, W .I.,
of an application in writing for this purpose aooompuniod
bﬁ/ tno Broscrlbed foo of £2 for original registration
in tho Roglstor.

I am to tako tho opé)ortunity of pointin? out
that tho recognition by tho Council of tho certifloato
by virtuo of which you may bo admitted to tho Kogistor
doos not dotormine, or offoot, the quostlon of tho
grant of pormlsslon to you to roside or engago in
practice in the Unitod Kingdom; and that any application
for the grant of such permission should bo addrossod to

tho Undor Secretary of State, Hobs O ffloo, Whitohnll,

< London. 3.W .l., In advanoo of any stops whloh you
may propose to tak* with the objoot of prooooding to
the Unitod Kingdom.

The original dooumonts forwarded In support of
your application oro roturned herewith.

Your obedient Servant,

Dr.mad.dent.H .LewlIntiek «

Figure 125 Acceptance letter from G.M.C., 1936

According to Mrs. LevickSl, despite the fact that her husband was accepted
onto the Dental Register of the G.M.C., he was only allowed to stay in Britain by the
immigration authorities for periods varying between three weeks and six months

according to the stamps on his passport.

Fl Interview with Vera Levick (Lewinneck), wife, February 2004.
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Figure 126 British and German passport stamps

Dr. Lewinneck would come to London and stay with his friend from
university, Dr. Ernst Magnus who lived at 736a Kenton Road, Kenton, Harrow.
In between, he would travel back to Berlin and again, according to his wife,
would work in practice treating Jewish patients in order to earn some money.
He was of course not allowed to work as a dental surgeon in Britain. This is a
good example of the virtual ban put in place by the Home Office on the
granting of licences to practice which had applied in the case of foreign
dentists since February 1936552 Dr. Lewinneck applied to the Jewish
Refugee Committee for help and the reply dated 9th October 1936 states that
the committee had received confirmation from the Home Office that they had

no intention of altering the regulations against the further admission of foreign

British Dental Journal, 1 July 1937, p. 51 Parliamentary Intelligence: Alien doctors and dentists.
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dentists. Dr. Lewinneck had applied for permission to practice in Plymouth

where he had relatives.

3elvtsb IRefugees Com mittee.

WOBURN HOUSE,

“aH oo
OTTO »i- »CHIPtl JONT LONDON '93G
eric turk j emmw WiCJ.

Dr. Hans Lewinnek,

Dear Dr. Lewirmek,

We were ver%/ sorry, but not surprised, to learn from
your letter of the 6th October that the Home Office bus
refused you permission to practice in Plymouth, -is a
matter of fact we only received confirmation yesterday from
the Home Office that at the present moment they have no
intention of altering the regulations against the further
admission of foreign dentists.

You can be sure that whenever we 3et an opportunity
of writing to you more favourable news, we will immediately
take advantage of it.

Yours faithfully,

i¢cEDICAL INFORMATICN KpARIMENT.

Figure 127 Letter from J.R.C. dated 9thOctober 1936

Hans Lewinneck, still without permission to work, was interned at the
Mooragh Camp on the Isle of Man. The internment lasted ten months and he
was released in May 1941. Two letters of recommendation were written by
dental surgeons on the Isle of Man, one from Mr Ror L.D.S., who had found
him both conscientious and willing in all his duties as an emergency dental
surgeon to the camp. A further reference was provided by Mr W. Forsyth
B.D.S. L.D.S., a lieutenant in the Army Dental Corps, dated 8th October 1940
who praises Dr. Lewinneck’s efficiency and skill.

Dr. Lewinneck was eventually given permission to practice after his
release by the Home Office but he was advised not to practice in London. He
moved three times between 1941 and 1946, first living at 6 Gidlow Avenue,
Wigan then at 69 Lynsworth Road, Birmingham 30 and finally at 27
Newborough Grove, Hawkgreen, Birmingham 28.
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On 15" September 1952 his name was changed from Hans Lewinneck

to Henry Levick.
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Malli Meyer5s3

Malli Meyer was born in Burchold in 1899 and she obtained her
D.M.D. degree from the University of Cologne in 1926. Alfred Meyer, her
husband, was also a dentist and they had a successful practice on the
outskirts of Dusseldorf. Her husband was also noted for his left-wing politics
and in 1933 their home was ransacked by Nazi storm troopers, evidently
marshalled by a local dentist who was a Nazi sympathiser and who resented
the success that the Meyers’ practice had achieved in comparison to his
own. They fled to the house of Dr. Elkan, a non-Jewish friend who was also
a dentist. Some days later, Alfred Meyer was kidnapped and shot and his
body, wrapped in canvas, was thrown into the local reservoir. It eventually
floated to the surface and was recovered and identified but no action was
taken by the law authorities now under Nazi control. Malli Meyer was taken
into protective police custody and released a week later.

Malli Meyer almost immediately left Germany for Holland and tried to
work in Amsterdam but she was not allowed to practice there with a German
dental degree. She then went to Belgium and worked unpaid as a
Demonstrator in the dental school in Brussels. In the evening she carried out
illegal dental practice. During this period she came into contact with
Professor Charles Burkhill, a Professor in the medical school at Cambridge

and his wife Greta, who actively helped refugees. She later visited them in

33 Interview with Dr. John Goldsmith (son), 7th December 2003.
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Cambridge in 1937, decided to stay and applied to the G.M.C. with her dental
qualifications laid out on the necessary schedule forms. A copy of these
schedule forms in the G.M.C. data base shows that Meyer attended five
universities whilst completing her D.M.D. (Cologne, Marburg, Bonn, Berlin
and Heidelberg.) In Germany at this time it was not unusual for students to
take “elective courses” in different dental schools rather than completing their
dental training all at one school as they would do in Britain.

Malli Meyer was accepted on to the Foreign List of the Dental Register
in 1936. Despite this acceptance, when she landed at Dover on 26" July
1937 her Aliens Order 1920 Certificate of Registration shows a conditional
landing whereby she was due to leave Britain not later than 31st August
1938. This was extended to 31* August 1939, her situation then being
overtaken by the war. Looking at the various stamps on her certificate of
registration, she was exempt from internment by article 1 of the Aliens Order
1940 until 30™ October 1942. The heavy hand of bureaucratic restriction was
noted again in the stamps in her certificate of registration book: during a trip
to London, Meyer had to visit the police station every day and observe a
curfew between 12 midnight and 6 a.m. A similar situation was also noted
during a visit to the Borrowdale Hotel in Keswick in July 1940. She was
however allowed to have possession and control of a bicycle but was not
permitted to go further than a seven mile-radius from home.
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Figure 128 Stamps in Registration Certificate 1934-1947

Initially Meyer lived in three rooms in a flat at 8 Croft Gardens, Barton
Road, Cambridge. One of the rooms was used for a dental surgery and the

other two rooms were used for living and as a waiting room. She married for

355



the second time to Dr. George Goldsmith, a local physician. They had a
house built at 10 Barton Close, Cambridge. Malli Meyer’s practice thrived in
Cambridge because of her conservative attitude in trying to save teeth; the
locals who appreciated good dentistry came to her instead of travelling up to
London.

Meyer was an enthusiastic member of the Society of Continental
Dental Surgeons and later of the Anglo-Continental Dental Society. She
practiced up to the age of 75 before retiring and died in 1985 aged 85. Her
son Dr. John Goldsmith is a consultant nephrologist in Liverpool.
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Olga M Uller554

Olga Muller was born in the village of Czechowitz in Upper Silesia which was
then part of the Austro-Hungarian Empire and is now Poland, on 20th June 1897.
She was the second of two daughters of a mill owner named Joseph Werber. She
owed her medical training to her father’s determination that both his daughters
should be trained for professional careers in spite of the formidable difficulties
involved. She was admitted to the University of Vienna in 1917, one of a small
group of the earliest women medical students, and graduated with an M.D. degree
with honours in 1922. Seven months later she married a distant relative, Otto
Muller. It was a loving and devoted relationship which lasted until his death in
Birmingham in 1961.

Determined to combine a married life with a career, after the birth of her first
daughter she took post-graduate training in dentistry and after qualifying worked as
a dentist in the municipal schools clinic in Vienna. She was dismissed in 1934
together with other staff of non-Austrian birth under the nationalist policies of the
new Austrian government. She then established herself successfully in private
dental practice but was forced to hand over her surgery without receiving any
compensation following the Anschluss with Germany in 1938.

The family managed to emigrate to Britain in September of 1938 but she was
not one of the 40 Austrian dentists who were given permission by the G.M.C. to
requalify at an English dental school. The family spent eight months in London,
during which time she learned to speak English before moving to Birmingham in

May 1939. Unable to work as a dentist, she served as a volunteer nurse at a first

%4 Interview with Mrs Susanne Norton (daughter), 24th December 2003.
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aid post during the blitz. Olga Muller was admitted to the Medical Register by the
G.M.C. in June 1941 due to the acute shortage of doctors, many of whom had gone

into the armed forces. She joined the staff (part time) at the Birmingham Accident
Hospital where she served until March of 1978.

Figure 129 Staff with Olga Millerand commemoration plaque in the Birmingham
Accident Hospital, 1978

In her later years she provided a valuable service to Birmingham’s school
children as an anaesthetist at the Education Department dental clinic. With a very
active life she had no regrets about leaving her former profession of dentistry and
working as a physician.

Olga Miller died in January 1983.
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Ernst Martin Natt (dentai technician)

After leaving school in Frankfurt Ernst Martin Natt worked for a fabric
company . When the company was dissolved he became an apprentice in a dental
laboratory before joining a course at Krupp on the use of alloys for making
substructures for dentures.

With his training as a dental mechanic and his diploma from Krupp, Natt was
allowed to settle in Britain in 1934, where he found employment in Park Lane as a
dental technician and married in 1948.

Natt built up his own dental laboratory and was at the forefront of technology
to construct ceramic bonded crowns, widely used in cosmetic dentistry. He
introduced the concept of chrome cobalt dentures, which were far less bulky than
conventional plastic dentures, and a new method for the manufacture of artificial
plastic teeth. He worked until his early 70s and even then continued to show an

interest in dental technology. He died in 2006 at the age of 92.5b

36 Obituary, AJRjournal, April 2006, p. 15.
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W alter Reif556

Walter Reif, born in Bonn in 1904, obtained his D.M.D. from Bonn
University in 1928. He was admitted to the Foreign List of the Dental Register
in 1934 and allowed to practice at 75 Wimpole Street. He served as President
of the Society of Continental Dental Surgeons from 1956-1977 and was
President of the European Section of the International College of Dentists from
1970-1972. He was also President of the Metropolitan Branch of the British
Dental Association in 1965.

Reif was probably the most politically involved of the refugee dentists
and was patrticularly occupied with the organisation of the Metropolitan Branch
of the B.D.A. Itwas a considerable honour to be invited to be European
President of the International College of Dentists. The I.C.D. originated in
America in 1928 and spread worldwide. Dentists that had brought high levels
of achievement could be elected to a Fellowship.

Walter Reif was married to a non-Jewish Bulgarian opera singer who
worked as a translator at Bush House (the B.B.C. Overseas Broadcasting
Service). His family owned a bank in Germany and money was sent to
Argentina in the late 1920s. When he was accepted in 1934 by the G.M.C he
had enough money in Britain to rent a building in Park Lane with Meinert Marks.
After this was bombed he moved to Wimpole Street. His practice concentrated
on advanced restorative dentistry, mainly crown and bridge work and

endodontics; he had a distinguished list of patients.

56 Interview with Kimche Reif (wife) April 2005.
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Morduhai Roisentwit557

Morduhai Roisentwit was born in Kishinev, Russia, in 1908. Kishinev was
notorious as the site of a severe pogrom in 1904. Morduhai’s father was a cloth
manufacturer and came from an orthodox Jewish background. His mother was
more secular. Morduhai wished to study medicine but it was almost impossible for a
Jew to attend medical school in Russia. His father wanted him to become a rabbi
but this idea was not an appealing one. At the age of 18 years in the mid-1920s, he
left Kishinev to go to Milan. The University of Milan, especially the medical school,
had an open door policy and many Russians had gone to Italy to study.

Morduhai arrived in Milan with little money, and he earned a precarious living
teaching Russian and playing the violin at various trattorias. Morduhai’s Italian was
poor (he only spoke Russian, Yiddish and Romanian fluently). Having achieved
entry to medical school, he failed his first year but as his grip of Italian improved, he
became a good student. He also studied dentistry since this would seem to provide
a more sure way to earn a living. His dental practice flourished in Milan up to 1938.
During this period he also married his first cousin who lived in Kishinev and whom
he had promised to marry once he could earn a living in Italy. By September 1938
the Fascist threat was too severe to ignore and with the help of one of his non-
Jewish patients, he was able to send his wife and two children to his father’s uncle
who lived in Glasgow. Morduhai himself could not obtain a visa to visit Britain. He

was however able to get a visa to the Dominican Republic and jumped ship when

%7 Interview with Dr. Natasha Lange (daughter), 3rdJune 2005.
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they stopped to refuel in Southampton. He eventually joined up with his family in
Glasgow.

The G.M.C. approved his schedule of studies of some six years at the
University of Milan in Medicine and Dentistry and he was put on the Dental Register
in 1939. He was given permission to practice by the Home Office and worked in a
mining village called Stonehouse as a locum for one of the dentists who had been
called up to serve in the army. After the war he established a successful practice in
Pollockshiels, Glasgow. According to his daughter, he was a very outgoing
personality, often flamboyant and was a good social mixer, He was became fluent
in at least five languages.

Morduhai Roisentwit followed his mother in matters of religion, having a
secular attitude. However, he was a member of the United Synagogue in Glasgow;
a favourite holiday was for the family to go to Sfad in Palestine where he would
spend days talking to rabbis about the Kaballah. His politics tended to be left wing
and he was an ardent supporter of Stalin’s Russia both during and after the war.
One of his particular friends was Willy Gallagher who was a Communist Member of
Parliament, but Morduhai himself was never a member of the Communist Party. He
was also an ardent chess player and played for Scotland in 1956 in Moscow. At this
time he was also able to visit his mother in Kishinev, whom he had not seen for 30
years.

Roisentwit's attitude was very negative to British and especially Scottish
dentistry, which was biased towards the total extraction of teeth and the construction
of full dentures. His thinking maintained that if you went to an optician you did not
expect to leave with only one eye so if you went to a dentist why would you expect
to leave with your teeth missing?

In 1952 Morduhai’s wife died (she had been in poor health with asthma
and chronic heart problem) and he became very depressed. He decided to
return to Italy and set up a practice in Rome, having borrowed money to do
so. Once again he was eminently successful and stayed in Rome for 25
years. He remarried, this time to a non-Jew, and left Rome for Palestine so
that she could be converted to Judaism. By this time he was 58 years of age.

He practiced dentistry in Jerusalem for three years. Once again he decided
to move and went back to Rome. This time he set up a dental practice in the
Via Veneto and with his outgoing personality and love of life he was once
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again successful. In Rome he was attached to the Vatican as a dentist to the
Swiss Guard. By the time he reached his 70s his health was failing and he
decided to return to Britain where his daughter was a general medical
practitioner and lived in Hampstead Garden Suburb. Fortunately she had a
double plot of land and was able to build her father a house to live in and also
supervised his medical care. He died in retirement at the age of 75 years.
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Schulim Schatzenberg 558

Figure 130 Schulim and Samuel Schatzenberg in Vienna
Schulim Schatzenberg was born in Hluboczek-Wielki, Tarnapol, at that

time part of Austria, in 1896. He went to grammar school and was
conscripted into the Austro-Hungarian army during the First World War,
serving as a Lieutenant. He was injured in action, the bullet having passed
through his nose from one side to the other. During the war he was awarded
a total of five medals. Schatzenberg left the Army in 1918 and gained
entrance to the University of Vienna Medical School. Here he stayed from

1918 to 1924 when he graduated with an M.D.

Figure 131 University of Vienna Medical School 1924

58 Interview with Stella Curtis (daughter), 24 h February 2004.
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He then completed a dental training of two years and went into practice
in Vienna. Schulim was the middle of three brothers, who also went through
medical school and became dentists. Schulim and his elder brother worked
in practice together. According to his daughter, he was a very
compassionate person; although he was very busy he would often forego
fees and would sometimes take goods in lieu of fees, therefore he was
perpetually short of money.

In 1938, following Kristallnacht, the brothers stayed in Vienna to look
after their elderly parents who could not be moved. Schulim was arrested
and sent to Dachau concentration camp. The people who arrested him were
16-year-old youths who were arresting Jews indiscriminately. He stayed in
Dachau for about ten months before release. His two brothers were not put
into concentration camps. By this time Schulim had married a woman from a
more prosperous family who also came from Tarnapol. When he was
released from Dachau he had to search the small family apartment for items
which could be sold to pay the Nazis to avoid further imprisonment.

Schulim did not apply to the G.M.C. to get on to the Dental Register so
that he could practice and did not enter the country as a dentist. He
managed to get a visa after days of queuing at the British Embassy.
Fortunately in 1938-39, he was sent with a group of Austrian refugees to the
Kitchener Camp, Richborough, Kent which housed some 3000 refugees and
acted as Postmaster in the camp. Schulim had the opportunity whilst in the
Kitchener camp to buy a visa to go to Shanghai but he decided not to make
use of this facility. However, he met there a number of women who visited the
camp to help the refugees. Having got friendly with several of them, they
agreed to sponsor his daughter Stella to come over from Vienna and they
would look after her. Stella landed in Dover in August 1939. His wife came
over as a domestic under the agis of the Jewish Refugee Committee. She
was placed in a hostel in Shoot Up Hill, Cricklewood, and then went into
service with a Czech family of a father and son who did not treat her well.

Schulim, after being in the Kitchener Camp, was interned on the isle of
Man until May or September of 1940 where again he was a Postmaster, His
daughter meantime stayed with the women in Kent, who were school
teachers. Eventually she was taken to stay with her mother but they found
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life unpleasant with the Czech family and left. They went to a rambling old
house in Stamford Hill owned by another Tarnapol family and when Schulim
was released from the Isle of Man he stayed there as well, all living in one
room. In order to survive they did menial jobs such as sewing buttons on
cards.

it became known that Austrian dentists could work as school dentists in
Britain without having to requalify like the majority of Austrian dentists who
were allowed to come into Britain. Schulim stayed in the School Dental
Service until 1952 when he died at the young age of 56. He had had two
previous heart attacks and had realised that going into practice, even if he
could have obtained the permission, was going to be too stressful. He was
misunderstood by his English counterparts in the School Dental Service
because he tried to work to high standards and not work as quickly as his
colleagues. He was particularly horrified by the “gas days” when the
anaesthetists would come in and they would take out multiple teeth from
children.

His two brothers were also in Britain; the eldest Samuel went into the
School Dental Service in Leicester and he, his wife and two children were
sponsored by a Jewish family in the East End who were fruit wholesalers.
This brother also died early in 1944 of liver cancer. His younger brother
Emmanuel eventuaily went to the United States where he partially redid his
medical training and then practiced as a medical G.P. for the rest of his life.
Emmanuel's grandchild is now a Professor of Psychiatry at Stamford

University, Connecticut.
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Karl Schajowicz559
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' DENTAL REGISTRATION. Vj
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Figure 132 Dental registration form for Karl Schajowicz

Karl Schajowicz was born on 12 March 1895 in Bojan, near Cernowitz,
then part of Austria.

He grew up in a very orthodox home and remembered leaving the
tchollent with the village baker on Friday afternoon, to cook in the ovens for
the meal after Shabbatwas out. Another story concerned Seder night, when
the younger children would push a goat into the room, when the doors were
opened for Elijah - much to the consternation of the adults!

Schajowicz craved a secular education and so had to study in secret,
because his father did not approve. Despite these difficulties, he managed to
matriculate with a view to a university education.

Around this time, he was drafted into the Austrian army. This meant
having to walk from Rumania to Vienna, in the company of other conscripts.

Jews in the Austrian army were very badly treated and so most attempted to

50 Data supplied by Peter Shadwick (son), interview 23rdJanuary 2004.
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avoid service. By dint of the long trek and by smoking an excessive number
of cigars the day before his medical, he was found to be unfit for service.

Schajowicz managed to enrol into the Vienna University Medical
School. His teachers there include many historically well-known medical
names, such as Schick, Chvostek and Wagner-Jaurek (one of Freud's staff).
Money was very short and to supplement his income, he demonstrated
anatomy to younger students. After qualifying with an M.D. in 1923, he
worked as an intern, (rather than being paid, an intern had to pay the
university for the privilege!). After some time, he decided to turn to dentistry,
and became an assistant to Professor Bernhard Gottlieb, the Head of the
Research Institute and a world-renowned expert in oral pathology and
periodontology. This internship became greatly significant in later years.

Apart from his studies, Schajowicz also enjoyed student life, being very
fond of the opera and dancing. He won a Viennese waltzing competition and
remained an expert right into old age. At this time he met his wife Elly. One
of their first dates was to see Tosca at the Vienna Opera House. They
married on 31 March 1926 and a son Peter was born in 1928.

In the course of time, Dr. Schajowicz was appointed to work in a
government dental clinic, on a salaried basis. Such an appointment was very
unusual for a Jew. He worked in the clinic every morning and in his own
private practice in the afternoon. At first, this practice was in his home
apartment, but later he shared surgery accommodation with a Hungarian
dentist, by the name of Varga.

Prior to 1938, it would seem that life in Vienna was good. His practice
prospered and he had an excellent reputation, counting even British consular
staff amongst his patients. In fact, the Consul asked him on several
occasions whether he wanted some help to transfer money to relatives in
Britain. Since he had no relatives in Britain, he declined - only realising in
later years what the offer had meant. Much time was spent in the evenings in
the cafés, his favourite being the Gartenbau on the Ring. There he and his
friends would drink coffee, read the newspapers, discuss the topics of the day
and play cards.

On 11" March 1938 Hitler invaded Austria and Jews lost all their rights.
All Jewish bank accounts and other investments were frozen, businesses
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closed and professionals only allowed to deal with other Jews. Dr.
Schajowicz was no longer allowed to work in the government clinic and his
private practice was temporarily closed. All Jews had to carry identity cards
and all men had their middle name altered to “Israel” and all women to

“Sarah”.
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Figure 133 Karl Schajowicz’ German passport 1939

Many of his friends were subjected to the indignity of having to scrub
slogans off pavements, others were arrested and beaten and others found
themselves in the Buchenwald or Dachau concentration camps. At that time
with money, influence and some luck, release from concentration camps was
still possible. He was fortunate to escape arrest on two occasions; once he
and his friends left a café together. Schajowicz caught a tram home but the
others, who walked, were all arrested two minutes later. They were all
beaten up, kept in cells for days and later released. Another time, he went to
visit a friend who lived around the corner, on the third floor of an apartment

block. As he reached that floor, he realised that the Gestapo were in his
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friend's apartment, so he continued up to the fifth floor and waited until the
coast was clear. His friend was never heard from again. All the rest of his
life, any contact with uniformed police caused him untold stress.

Schajowicz was later allowed to open his private surgery again, but
only for the treatment of Jews. A Gestapo official sat in the office, took all the
fees and allowed the dentists to keep a percentage.

The main objective for Jews was to leave Austria as soon as possible.
At this time, there were no bars for leaving Nazi countries, so long as one had
an entry visa to another country and did not take anything valuable out. The
problem was obtaining permission to enter other countries; the number of
countries accepting refugees was reducing rapidly. The family was about to
leave for China when, in late January 1939, a letter arrived from Britain
advising him that he had been chosen (as one of 40) to practice dentistry in
Britain and granting an entry visa. This letter is probably the most important
document in the history of his family: it was not like winning the lottery; it was
literally winning the lives of them all. Most of the remainder of his family and
friends perished in the Holocaust and it is most likely he would have joined
them, but for the letter.
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Abschrift.

CJ-JHD? NAT?H) COMHTTE* FUit HEFUSEES

DENTAL 3J$-CJNItlI TTEE
I7th January. 1939.
Dear Sir.

1 ai very pleased to Inform you that you are among
those chosen to practise dentistry 1In this country.

As a special concession to you the hoyal College of
Surgeons have waived six months of the year's study and

you «ill be allowed to take the final examination at the
end of a six months course. You will understand that
before you are allowed to practise you will have to take

and complete this course and pass the final examination.

Jn your arrival in England will you please visit at
the earliest opportunity Hr. Stent. Assistant Secretary of
the hoyal College of Surgeons. Examination Hall. Queens
Square, {loomsbury. to discuss the matter of which dental
school you will attend.

t should like to take this chance of informing you
that it is the practice in England that dentists do not
use tne title of doctor, and it is in your oest interests
not to use your title when you come here.

The Home Office have promised to instruct your local
Consulate as quickly as possible to issue you your British
visa. if you have not received this yet. you will get
notification within the next few days.

flth every good wish for the future.

Yours sincerely,

Unterschrift unleserl.

DENTAL SUi-CJHHITTEE
K. Scnajowitz. Esq.,

Vienna i .
Landstr’. Haupstr.s6

Figure 134 Life-saving letter from the Co-ordinating Committee for Refugees in Britain

In March 1939, they left Vienna, by train, with five Austrian Schillings
each. Dr. Schajowicz had to attend a meeting at the Royal College in London
and happened to stand next to a Professor Robert Bradlaw, who suggested to
him that he should come to Newcastle for the projected six-month course in
dentistry. Schajowicz accepted, though he had not the slightest idea where

Newcastle was. He soon left for Newcastle, where he lived in Henderson
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Hall, one of the student residences. After a few weeks, he found some rooms
and his wife and son joined him.

He attended the dental school, as a final year student at the age of 44,
but not speaking a word of English - and having been in practice in Vienna for
some 15 years. His son, Peter Shadwick, well remembers him reading a
pathology textbook and taking a whole day to translate two pages! He came
home one day, completely bemused. He had been buying a packet of
cigarettes, when one of the lecturers had come up to him and asked him
whether he wanted a lift. He could not understand why this man should want
to lift him!

In May 1940, he was arrested and taken to Huyton. There they were
marched through the streets and spat on by the population, who were told
that these were “enemy aliens”, though most were Jews from Germany and
Austria, who had only just escaped from the Nazis. They were sent to the Isle
of Man. It was intended to ship most of the internees to Canada. This
situation came to a halt when the Arandora Star was torpedoed with the loss
of all hands. This caused a furore and no more ships left for Canada.
Gradually, the internees were processed and he was released. After
returning to Newcastle, he completed his studies and took his final
examination, which he passed, despite his poor grasp of the language. He
was then registered L.D.S., R.C.S. (Eng.) on 15" March 1940.

At first, he worked as a locum for a dentist's widow, her husband, a Mr.
Campbell, having recently died. She really wanted to sell the practice, but of
course Schajowicz had no funds, having existed on a £10 per week loan from
Jewish Refugee Committee in London since March 1939. However, a group
of Jewish businessmen, organised by a Mr. Simon Cain, lent a sum of money
so that he could buy the dental practice in Grainger Street, Newcastle, where
he practised for many years. He built up a very well-known practice and was
highly respected, both for his professional skill and his personal integrity. He
joined the National Health Service in 1948 which gave free dental care to all
and ensured success for most dental practitioners.

On 4™ July 1947 he received a Certificate of Naturalisation, together
with his wife, Priska Elly and his son, Peter. Then, on 1% August 1947, the
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surname of the whole family was changed by deed poll to Shadwick and his
given name was changed from Karl to Charles Karl.

He missed buying a house, because of a dispute with the estate agent.
This put him off owning a property and he rented apartments in Granville
Court for the rest of his life - firstly number 28, later 51 and subsequently 49.

Apart from his work he also had a good social life. He had a weekly
game of poker with six friends and also played bridge, the latter to a high
standard. During these card games he and his friends smoked heavily. In
December 1957, he suddenly stopped and never smoked again. His family
never knew why he had stopped, but he was very strong-willed and when had
decided on a particular course of action, he would not be swayed.

After his wife died in 1958 he had a difficult time and became ill with
pneumonia. However, he was very independent and gradually built a life for
himself, remarrying on August 21, 1966. In general, Schajowicz had good
health. He worked into his late 70s and only retired when the lease on his
premises, then in Grey Street, expired. He remained intellectually active,
reading Greek, which he had not read since high school, English literature
and medicine and used to walk from Jesmond to the Central Library in the city
every day.

In early 1975 he developed a persistent cough which, after a
bronchoscopy, was diagnosed as bronchogenic carcinoma. He was told that
he had a bronchial polyp, which would be shrunk by radiotherapy and he
believed this to be true - as shown by memos he made in his library notes.
He remained well until just a week before he died, when he was admitted to
hospital for investigation of internal bleeding. He appeared to have a sudden

seizure, lost consciousness and died on January 30, 1976.
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Hugo Schneider
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Figure 135 Dental registration form for Hugo Schneider

Hugo Schneider was born at Freistadt in 1897. His father was also a
dentist who was born in Tarnapol, then in Austria, and practiced in Vienna
during the 1890s. Hugo was brought up in a household with no Jewish
identity, yet he family’s attitude was strongly positive towards the Vienna of
Franz Joseph, who was sympathetic to the Jews. Hugo Schneider achieved
his M.D. degree at the University of Vienna in 1928 and followed this with two
years of study in the specialist area of dentistry. Shortly afterwards he
married a fellow student who had also studied medicine and dentistry. Their
son, Hans, was circumcised at birth but had no Barmitzvah at the age of 13
as their path of assimilation had progressed.

When the German army marched into Austria in March 1938, Hugo

Schneider expected a return to some kind of ghetto existence. Isabella

374



Schneider, Hugo's wife, worked for the Municipal Dental Service inspecting

school children; she was dismissed in 1938.

Figure 136 Isabella Schneider at work in Vienna

Hugo Schneider had a successful private practice. He believed that
he while would lose his non-Jewish patients, the many Viennese Jews who
went to non-Jewish dentists would now come to him and this would be
enough to earn a living. Within three months he realised that he had been
guite wrong, owing to the appearance of a young man at his door in S.A.
uniform who said that he was also a dentist and one of Schneider’s two
consulting rooms now belonged to him.

Hugo Schneider was a very careful and cautious man yet he took an
extraordinarily bold action which was crucial to the family’s survival: in June
1938 the family took a train to Czechoslovakia. As the Nazis’ aim was to
drive out Jews, leaving Austria was still possible and legal but the difficulties
of entering another country were still huge. It was however possible, through
family connections, to bribe the border guard and they left the country
illegally. Thus ended what had been a secure middle-class existence: the
family became refugees without resources, status or prospects. They went to
live with one of Hugo's brothers in Karvina, near the town where his father
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was born. This town was very close to the Polish border and it was ceded to
Poland by the Munich agreement in late 1938 and thus the family found
themselves illegally in Poland.

In the autumn of 1938 Hugo and Isabella Schneider managed to get
a place for their son in a Quaker school in the Netherlands which had been
established for German and Austrian refugee children.

Whilst living in Karvina, the Schneiders were denounced to the
authorities but the local police, instead of deporting them according to
regulations, allowed them 24 hours to flee to the interior of Poland where
again they lived illegally with a distant relative and waited for British or
American visas for which they had applied. Fortunately in April 1939 Hugo
was one of the 40 Austrian dentists permitted to enter Britain to attend a
British dental school to requalify. The Schneider family travelled from Poland
in May 1939. They lived in London for some months but there was pressure
from the refugee organisations for the refugees to disperse to other parts of
the country. Hugo and Isabella decided to move to Edinburgh where they had
relatives. Hans came to Britain with the help of the Quakers and was sent to
a Quaker school at Oman in Scotland and following this, again supported by
the Quakers, to board at George Watson Boys College.

Hugo Schneider obtained his L.D.S. R.C.S. diploma on 26" March
1940 and was given Home Office permission to practice. Initially he rented a
surgery from a chiropodist, a Mr. McPherson, in the centre of Edinburgh. The
family lived at 4 Randolph Place, Edinburgh 3.

The German invasion of the Low Countries and France in May 1940
created rumours fanned by the press that its rapid progress was due to the
help of German spies disguised as refugees. Hugo had just managed to
complete his examinations at Edinburgh and was interned like all other
German and Austrian refugees living in Edinburgh, a town considered
sensitive in view of its location on the east coast. In 1940 Hugo was interned
on the Isle of Man for ten months and took a vigorous part in the academic

“side of life there. University courses abounded on the island. Fig. 137
shows the “Edinburgh 4”: Willie Gross, Max Sugar, Hans Gal and Hugo
Schneider. Willie Gross was a zoologist and became a professor at Bangor
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University and died of leukaemia in 1950. Max Sugar, formerly Miksa Stier,

was born in Hungary and went on to become a surgeon working in Scotland.

Willy Gross, Max Sugar, Hans Gal, Hugo Schneider
Figure 137 “The Edinburgh 4"

Isabella was not interned but had to leave Edinburgh and went to live
with three or four other refugee women in one room in Glasgow. Hugo was
released from internment in August 1940, largely through the efforts of the
Quakers and some Members of Parliament. He re-established his practice in
Edinburgh and this ended a period when he had been supported by charity.

Hans Schneider relates that his family’s attitude to not thinking about
the past was because it was unbearably painful. Up to the German
annexation of Austria, they had led a privileged life. When they arrived in
Scotland there was a tremendous need for assimilation and adaptation and a
dead past was seen as a burden when coping with the difficulty of rebuilding
life in a new country.

Hugo Schneider died in 1968 of a coronary thrombosis.
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Hans Turkheim
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Figure 138 Dental registration and certificate ¢ good character forms for Hans
Turkheim

Hans Turkheim was born in Hamburg in 1889. He studied natural
science and dentistry at the universities of Hamburg and Munich and qualified
at Munich as a dental surgeon in 1921. He became a clinical registrar at the
dental school where he met Alfred Kantorowicz and a lifelong friendship
developed between the two men. Early in 1913 the older Kantorowicz
encouraged his younger friend to spend time on an investigation into
children’s dental health. Turkheim and Kantorowicz, in joint consultation,

conceived the idea that was later to become the ‘Bonn Dental Plan’ when
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Alfred Kantorowicz was called to Bonn University as a Professor. The Bonn
Dental Plan is based on education of parents and children in relation to oral
hygiene and diet and gave the children recall appointments so that they could
be checked and treated where necessary. In addition mobile dental clinics,
built on the back of trucks, were used to go into the countryside to treat rural
populations.

Shortly before the outbreak of the first world war, Hans Turkheim
returned to his native Hamburg to set up in private dental practice. After the
war, he decided to take up an academic career and in 1921 was admitted to a
readership in dental science at Hamburg University with a thesis on
“Psychophysiology of dental pain”. After having held the usual array of
research scientific laboratory and teaching appointments he was promoted in
1930 to Extraordinary Professor in the University of Hamburg. His
publications consisted of three books and 77 papers, 66 of which were
published between 1913 and 1935. The titles of his papers dealt with the
basic subjects of dentistry. His early work was largely concerned with
physiology, histology and chemistry as applied to dentistry; but very soon he
settled on the main problems of dental surgery, which were caries research
and bacteriology. In 1929 Kantorowicz published his Handbuch fir
Zahnheilkunde (Handbook of Dentistry)*®, without doubt the best-known
standard work for many years in which Turkheim was the author of the
chapters on perception of pain, digestion, mastication, swallowing and most
important of all, dental caries. In 1933 he published a book on clinical
prosthetics, which was also published in Switzerland and Italy. From 1930
onwards his publications showed that his major interest was the subject of
caries research and bacteriology. There were also papers on other subjects
such as anaesthetics and radiographic interpretation.,

In 1933, while still on the threshold of a brilliant academic career at the
University of Hamburg, Turkheim was forced to give up his academic life in
Germany because of political developments in the country. Adding to his grief
shortly after, his first wife, a colleague whom he married in 1914, and with
whom he had two sons, died.

3% Kantorowicz, A., Handbuch fiir Zahnheilkunde Munich, J F. Bergmann, 1925
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Fortunately, as Turkheim’s application to the G.M.C. to be placed on
the Foreign List of the Dental Register was accepted, he went into practice
with Mr Gerald Lewin at 34 Devonshire Place, London W.1 in 1935. Esther
Simpson, the secretary of S.P.S.L., remarks on Hans Turkheim'’s folder that
“he was a most distinguished dental specialist in Germany and he has been
allowed to practice in this country. He is personally known to the Society and
we can recommend him®'.”

As the years passed, his work became concentrated around
bacteriological problems and those related to dental caries. It was quite
unbelievable that he managed to undertake hundreds of bacteriological
examinations and experiments without the help of a laboratory. This was
done with an incubator and other scientific equipment distributed all over his
flat.

Despite the fact that Professor Turkheim was never recruited by British
academic dentistry, he did achieve some measure of support for his caries
experiments carried out in the research department of the International Serum
Institute at Mill Hill and in his last publication he was able to show that zinc
oxide eugenol combined with mercury ammonium chloride, thymol and
cellulose acetate would sterilise natural decay obtained from freshly extracted
human teeth within 10 to 20 hours. Clinical trials also confirmed this finding.

Among his unfinished scientific investigations was one in collaboration
with D. D. Gay in which he investigated the possibilities of using radioactive
mercury 203 for studying the penetration of amalgam into dentine. Mercury
isotopes were obtained from the United Kingdom Atomic Energy Research
Authority and the experiment was carried out at Isotopes Development
Limited. Preliminary examinations show that certain amalgams penetrated
the surrounding dental tissue. Although no quantitive results were obtained,
the experiment proved that the methods developed by Turkheim and Gay
were practical.

In 1943, amid the air raids, The Society of Continental Dental
Surgeons was founded and Hans Turkheim was one of the founder members.
He was soon elected scientific convenor and a year later in 1945 became

561 Bodleian Library, SPSL Archive, 373/6, Oxford.
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chairman, a post which he held for ten years until his death. Hans Turkheim
was also a member of The American Dental Association, The International
Association for Dental Research, Fellow of The Royal Societies of Medicine
and Arts and a member of The Society of Dental Anaesthetists.

After the war he accepted an offer by the newly formed Senate of
Hamburg University to rejoin their teaching staff as a visiting lecturer, in which
capacity he made frequent journeys between London and Hamburg. In
recognition of his work the university appointed him an honorary professor in
the faculty of medicine in 1952.

Walter Reif, in the European Dental Society Newsletter”®?, recalled two
events during Professor Turkheim'’s chairmanship, one scientific and the other
political, which proved his great knowledge and humanitarian feeling. First
was his total belief in conservative treatment. In April 1943 Professors
Turkheim and Munz lectured on what is now known as endodontics and it was
Hans Turkheim's brilliance that started to popularise this form of treatment,
which avoided the extraction of teeth.

The second event to which Walter Reif refers was political and was in
relation to acceptance on the Dental Register of the G.M.C. Some well-
qualified dental refugees had still not been given the right to practice in
Britain. [t was through the efforts of Hans Turkheim and the influence that he
had, that a special paragraph was inserted in the 1956 Dentists Act with the
setting up of the Statutory Examination whereby unregistered refugee dentists
could go through a two-part examination and if successful then be placed on
the Dental Register. This Act also gave dentistry autonomy from the General
Medical Council by setting up the General Dental Council.

Hans Turkheim spoke for the last time before his death at the Society of
Continental Dental Surgeons spring meeting in April 1955. He read a paper
which gave a comprehensive survey of developments since the last war,
particularly in relation to the theory of focal infection, which he suggested had
done far more harm than good to mankind during the past five decades. A
few hours after giving this lecture Hans Turkheim suffered a heart attack and

died, aged 67 years.

32 European Dental Society Newsletter, Issue No 1, November 1983
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Dental caries, findings and conclusions on
causes and control American Dental Journal 1941

The disinfection and sterilisation of dental impression
materials British Dental Journal 1951

A modified retaining device for upper partial dentures  Dental Practitioner 1952

Bacteriological studies in local anaeSthesia British Dental Journal 1952
The effect of tobacco smoke on some bacteria Journal of Dental Research 1952
Bacteriological investigations on dental materials, their

bacteriological and/or bactericidal actions International Dental Journal 1953
A modified stress breaker Dental Practitioner 1953
Interpretation of roentgenographic details indicating
conservative treatment American Dental Journal 1954
A case of pulp survival after accident British Dental Journal 1954

A study on the bactericidal effect of zinc oxide
eugenol cement The Dental Record 1955

In vitro experiments on the bactericidal effect of
zinc oxide eugenol cement on bacteria-containing
dentin Journal of Dental Research 1955

Figure 139 Papers published by Hans Turkheim during his lifetime in Britain
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Max W alter
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Figure 140 Dentai registration form for Max Walter

Max Walter was born in 1902 at Zell am Main and was awarded his
D.M.D. degree magna cum laude from the University of Erlangen in 1925
Initially he worked as an assistant in practices at Hamburg and Altona. In
1927 he settled as a dental surgeon at Fuerth, Bavaria. When a new 400-bed
hospital was opened in Fuerth he was chosen out of 20 applicants as a
specialist for the treatment of diseases in the mouth and jaws. This position
was lost in consequence of the regulations against non-Aryans in 1933

Max Walter's schedule was accepted by the Dental Education and
Examination Sub-committee of the G.M.C. on 314 October 1935. He was
given permission to practice initially at 4 Craven Hill, Lancaster Gate, W 2

In 1939 Max Walter was able to bring his father and mother out of
Germany. Sigmund Israel Walter travelled with his Deutsches Reich
Kennkarte embellished with a large J and a police stamp from Fuerth in

Bavaria dated 14 hFebruary 1939. It is interesting to contrast this document
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with the photograph of his father in 1916 with part of his army unit during the
First World War.

Figure 141 Sigmund Walter, Boitsfort, 1916

In 1940 Max and his wife Use had applied to emigrate to
America where they had family, but permission was never given. A letter
from the American Consulate General dated 4th November 1940 states

that:
Owing to the many thousands of people on the German

guota, visa applicants who have previously registered at this and

other consular offices throughout the world, a considerable lenqgth

of time will probably elapse before your turn is reached for the

allotment of a quota number.

In 1946 Walter moved to 43 Wimpole Street, W.1. His expertise in the
areas of crown and bridge work and endodontics began to attract a large
number of patients. These patients could be divided into three types. Firstly
members of the refugee community who appreciated dentistry that did not
sacrifice teeth, which was the common treatment amongst British dentists
who were either untrained or subscribed to the “theory of focal infection”
Secondly, British patients who were anxious to conserve their dentitions and

this would apply to actors, politicians, musicians and many people of
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influence. According to Renée Silverstone, his nurse5638he treated, amongst
others, the Duke and Duchess of Devonshire and the Cavendish family,
important members of the British aristocracy. Thirdly, with his expertise in
carrying out root canal therapy, he received many referrals from fellow dental
practitioners, especially those with a German or Austrian training.

It is interesting to look at a photograph of his surgery in Wimpole Street
which epitomises the type of dental equipment that was used in the 1930s to
1950s, where the dentist worked standing up, surrounded by wire and tubing,
together with metal wall cabinets full of dental instruments. This would be

quite a frightening scenario for the average patient.

Figure 142 Max Walter’s surgery at 43 Wimpole Street

Max Walter was extremely gruff and Germanic in his attitude. His
English was good but with a marked German accent. His major obsession
was with time and invariably an alarm clock would be placed on the bracket
table so that the patient would be aware that he was not allowed to chat for
too long.56

Once he had achieved naturalisation in 1947 he was able to travel on
his British passport and could indulge his obsession with attending

considerable numbers of post-graduate courses in Europe and especially in

53 Interview 2rd April 2002.
54 Photograph courtesy of Dr. Richard Mitzman
56 Interview with Dr. Barry Scheer B.D.S., dental colleague 1955-1974
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America. Of all the refugee dentists, particularly in the West End of London,
he was the most up-to-date in his knowledge of all aspects of dentistry.

Max Waiter was also perhaps somewhat unusual amongst the refugee
group of dentists in that he presented many post-graduate lectures for the
British Dental Association and would attract a large audience of British dental
surgeons who respected his knowledge.

It is an interesting fact that Max Walter's family in America was called
Kissinger. At the time when Max Walter was trying to enter the United States,
his cousin Henry Kissinger was a sergeant in the intelligence corps of the
American army in Europe. In 1968 as Professor of Government at Harvard
University, Kissinger was appointed by President Nixon as Secretary of State
for National Security Affairs. A photograph of Richard Nixon with Henry
Kissinger shows the strong family resemblance between Henry Kissinger and
Max Walter.

Max Walter was, unlike many of his compatriot refugee dentists, a
strictly orthodox Jew, keeping to a strictly kosher diet and never travelling on

the Sabbath. He died in 1974.
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Figure 143 Schedule of studies University of Erlangen and comments by Edward
Sheridan, Chairman of the Dental Education and Examination Sub-committee
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- - 1 -7

‘course In materiv. nedica has obviously been forgotten in the copymg
from the original *stu<llenbuch*. | hare, of course, attended laeture”~shich
were compulsory, ae the subject forma part of the Pinal Examination.’

hi The numbers given in the fifth cdiron apply to the number of lectures or
demonstrations given per week throughout the term.

el During my four gearns* of study at the University of Erlangen. Bayaria,
Germany, as ahown by the Certificate of Attendances attached, attended a ll
lectures and demonstrations in General Medicine as well as in Dental Surgery
as yar as such were accessible to Dental students. See Document "

d) In_ consequence of this fact, 1 passed both my First and Second Medical
Examination (Physlkua) and my Final Examination with first class honours,

and the Diploma of Dr.meA. dent, was given *magna cum laude*.
See Documents *II-1V *

s) The Thesis for the Diploma was returned hy the Senate of the University
of Erlangen with the remark» The Thesis has been written in the usual man-
ner under the supervision of the referring professor. But ii should be em
phasized that the laborious work in obtaining the sections as wall as the
lutroduot.”on of a special method of staining, but above all the excellent
conclusions taken from the results obtained in the work are quite definitely
due to the personal endeavours of the author. The Resubt of this research
should beoome of principal importance. | therefore suggest that it should
he passed with *magna cum lauds*, sgn. Prof. Greve. (cf. Annual Reports of
the Dental Faculty of the University of Erlangen, Vol. 1923))

f) After having passed the Final Examination in December 1924 | started
practising Dental Surgery on May 1st, 1923 , working as assistant or locum
tenons rtspectively until December 1st. 1927. During that time | worked
at Hamburg and Altona (Dr. Tester and Dr. Zuntz) See Documents mV*VI*

g) on December 1st, 1927 | settled as Dental Surgeon at Fuorth, Bavaria,
where | am » till practising to-day. see Document "V II*

h) During this time | attended (amongst other courses) special Courses In
Dental Surgery (especially Surgery of tharaouth and Jaw), being Poet-
Graduate Courses or personal demonstrations
1. Prof. WeOsmund, Special Surgery of the mouth and Jaw, Virchow-Hoapital,

Berlin,
2. Prof. C|tron, Fooal Infectlono, ) University-Hospital, Berlin.
3. Prof. Axhauaen, Special Surgery,) (Charlti)
«. Prof.'Gottlieb, Paradentosls University Hospital, Vienna."
5. Prof. Gyal, Prosthetlce University or Zurich.
6. Prof. Spreng, Special Methods In rroethetlcs. University of Basle.

1) In consequence of ny special work.under Prof. Vasnund (saw above)
Ebon the new hospital of 400 bad» at Fuerth was openad I wee chosen
oat of 20 aﬁpllcants as specialist far the treatment of di»eases

of the mouth and Jaw (especially fractures of the yaw and fooal In-

fection*), by the Chief Medical O fficer, Sanitastsrat Dr. Trank.
See Document "VJH*

1 lost till* ;ositlon In oonaequenos of tha regulations against Voo-
Aryans 12 1933.

k) From then on | did slpeclalleed research work in the modern subject of
ceramic and poresllalne Prosthetics (jaekat crowns and porcsllaine

bridges).
Following an invitation by Jhrofassor Bsretta, Prdsident of the Second

International Congress of Stomatology, | gave a lecture at the said
COkigrssa at Bologna In April 1933. which was accompanied by practical

demonstrations! I bog to submit a copy of thla lecture
See Docaawnl *11%*.

1) Finally Dr, Stalgsr has asked ms to glvs a lecture on Modern Por-
[ ] osllala# Brigzs* (Thimble Crowns and Swann Bridges) at a Conference
v :to bs hold at Zurich on November 18th 1935.
A type-written copy of the lecture which | Intend to give, la attached,
as | *m not allowed to have it printed before the lecture is given.
3»e Document *X*.

m) As an example of my epeolallsed work at The Hospital at PUertv
LV years 1931-1933 | beg to submit a number 0? 1-rey ~ ~ L .hort.
n notes of .sleeted cases of fractures of the cranium, which haveblen
trsatsd by aa. All tbs cases submitted have had a eowblet» r*«zirw«t?

thn® cases proTed fatal* J vﬂg rJquhg a spechtISnaﬁﬁr H srs*

osms, but could not obtain the necessity partlcilai®ll
> of m* 1— «-»e-« A m ~ r,™ U331l

See Folder attached as *n*

Figure 144 Remarks attached to schedule of dental studies
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Ludwig Werber*®

Ludwig Werber was born in Vienna in 1907 and when he left school he
went into an apprenticeship with a well-known Viennese dentist. This lasted
for nine years, after which time he was allowed to open his own practice and
treat patients. According to the Coordinating Committee on Refugees, the
category of technician/dentist was not acceptable in Britain and a
technician/dentist would have to go back to dental school for the usual four-
year period and obtain an L.D.S. diploma. However, Werber was lucky
enough to be selected for a large group of Viennese refugees who were
allowed into Britain in 1938 by the Home Office on a group visa and were put
into a first world war military camp at Sandwich, Kent, called the Kitchener
Camp. Funds for this process were donated by the Combined British Fund
and the American Joint Organisation. Eventually there were 3500 male
refugees, both skilled and unskilled. The workforce was used to build one
new large hut per week which would hold approximately 70 people.

Whilst at the Kitchener Camp, Ludwig Werber acted as Head Gardener
and was allowed to carry out dentistry on the inmates in the camp hospital
when the visiting dental surgeon was not available. He applied for
permission to join the Royal Army Dental Corps, but he was turned down,

He then enlisted in the Auxiliary Military Pioneer Corps, which was initially set
up at the Kitchener Camp in January 1940. He was posted to Bideford in
Devon with the rank of Corporal. Werber was in charge of a number of men
involved in road construction when the Army lorry in which he was travelling
one wet night skidded and crashed. He sustained a broken arm. This did
not mend satisfactorily since it was poorly set and had to be rebroken, It was
during this period that he got permission from the Camp Commander to go to
London. He discussed his situation with the Secretary of the B.D.A., Mr. W.
G. Senior, and also with Mrs. Nussbaum, a counsellor with the J.RC. at
Bloomsbury House. Mrs. Nussbaum said that it would be impossible to be a
resident in Britain unless he had sponsorship. When asked what this meant
he was told that he would need around £300 so that he could look after his
own needs. Fortunately, Ludwig Werber, during the last part of his dental

566 Interview with Ludwig Werber, 8% October 2003
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practice in Vienna, had asked a number of wealthy patients to pay for their
treatment in English pounds and to keep this money safe for him until he
arrived. In total he had some £650 invested in Britain and, therefore, was
told that no guarantor or sponsor was needed; he could do this for himself.

The Secretary of the B.D.A. also arranged for him to leave the Army
and to study for his first M.B. examination. After three years of effort he was
eventually able to pass his examination and could at this stage apply to a
British dental school for the four-year course leading to the L.D.S. diploma.
He had spent a good deal of his investment in bringing over his parents and
was not able to afford the fees involved.

During the period 1942-1948 Werber set up a dental company called
Forlan Dental Surgeries and practices were established in London in
Commercial Road, Caledonia Road, Fore Street, Edmonton and Stoke
Newington. It was legal to run bodies corporate carrying on the business of
dentistry, and a list of these bodies is still available in the Dental Register. At
this time he also worked as a dental technician for Dr. Moritz Tischler in Park
Crescent and for Dr. Erich Isakowitz, constructing their complex crown and
bridge-work and partial dentures, at which he was an acknowledged expert.
The rest of his time was spent in one of his dental surgeries, carrying out
illegal dentistry. Ludwig Werber’s excellence in crown and bridge-work
attracted the attention of Professor H.M. Pickard, who was Professor of
Restorative Dentistry at the Royal Dental Hospital. With Pickard’s
encouragement he studied at the Royal Dental Hospital during 1955-6 and
was successful in passing the Statutory Examination that had just been

implemented.
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S§S.C.D.S.

SOCIETY OF CONTINENTAL DENTAL SURGEONS
REGISTERED IN GREAT BRITAIN

28th, October 1947.

Messrs, E.lsakowitz and tterber,

Dear Mr. Isakowitz and Mr, Werber,

Our Society wishes to thank you once npain
for your very comprehensive table demonstration
which was appreciated not only by our members, but
also by the large number of quests who attended

our meeting.

With Kindest -fiepards.

Yours very sincerely,

F.G.Salomon.

H.J.Turkheim.
Secretary,

Chairman,

Figure 145 Letter of thanks for a table demonstration ata S.C.D.S. meeting

Ludwig Werber would probably be considered the most successful,
from the financial point of view, of all the refugee dentists. He made a
considerable fortune even before he eventually passed the Statutory
Examination allowing him to practice legitimately. He was also very active in
his later year in raising money for charitable purposes. His major efforts
were through the Alpha Omega Fraternity which supports the Dental Schools
at Tel Aviv and Jerusalem in Israel. As a promoter, he would run charity
boxing matches and concerts which were invariably successful.

Ludwig Werber had several marriages, and the last was to his original
dental nurse, Kitty, who had been with him in Vienna.

He retired from dentistry at the age of 75 and moved to Bognor Regis
in Sussex. Built on to the house was a fully equipped dental surgery. He
would still treat the occasional patient from abroad who had been under his

care for many years. Having retired, he was not on the Dental Register, and
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as before, illegal practice seemed to give him very little cause for worry. He
died in 2005.

Figure 146 Ludwig Werber aged 95 years, September 2004
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INTERVIEWS AND PERSONAL COMMUNICATIONS

Mr. Peter Berger

Mrs. Leonore Brod (Rosenkrantz)

Mr. Michael Cohn
Mrs. Stella Curtis

Dr. John Ellinger

Dr. Hans Eirew

Mrs. Bernice Fox
Mrs. Alice Frank

Dr. Eva Glees

Dr. John Goldsmith
Mrs. Monica Gort

Dr. Patrick Grossman
Dr. Maurice Hermele
Dr. Ann Hirschel

Mr. Frederick Hogan
Dr. Gerald Josephs
Dr. George Kantorowicz
Dr. Johannes Kirchner
Mrs. Ida Koschland
Mrs. Irene Kurer

Dr. Peter Kurer

Mr. Henry Kuttner

Dr. Emil Landes

Dr. Natasha Lange
Dr. Rudi Leavor

Mrs. Vera Levick
Mrs. Ruth Magnus
Mrs. Suzanne Norton
Mrs. Miriam Merzbacher
Dr. David Price

Mrs. Kimche Reif

Dr. Hans Schneider
Dr. André Schuler

6" December 2003
12" September 2005
28" December 2003
24™ February 2004
10™ September 2001
21" January 2004
22" September 2004
27" February 2004
18" August 2005

7" December 2003
o' September 2004
22" February 2004
30™ October 2003
15" May 2004

16" February 2004
28" July 2002

3" December 2003
October 2004

5™ Mary 2005

10" December 2003
20" May 2002

16™ March 2005
14" August 2002

3" June 2005

15" March 2005
February 2004

May 2004

24™ December 2003
4™ February 2006
3™ March 2005

17" April 2005

13" November 2004
9™ December 2004
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Dr. Ludwig Werber
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1967 University of
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