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SPE IV
How did Auschwitz Happen?

                           Dehumanization of the Jews, Ideology and War
There is no theory to truly explain Holocaust, the concentration camps, the death camps or the death of millions of Jews. All we have after the Holocaust is memory, pictures, documents and missing persons and a dozen of theories that even go to the extremes of wondering weather the Holocaust existed or not, weather it was or not a make belief of the Jews in their attempt to conquer the world or if the holocaust did exist, how did it happen? What we can say for sure is that anti Semitism in a religious or racial form has exited since time could be remembered and that due to this fact the Jewish race has been persecuted in a way or another through out the time. As for the Holocaust what can we say in order not to diminish its importance? How can we really grasp the entire picture when no one can give answers? How did it happen? We can have two lines of approach here:
· German in born anti-Semitism saw in Hitler the solution to the entire Jew problem;
· Racial anti-Semitism found its expression in nationalism socialism, understood as the expression of deep frustrations and fear for the loss of integrity of the nationhood (in the case of Germany- the frustration coming from the insecurity over the newly formed nation sate and its defeat in the war) and from here the need to construct a better image of oneself by dehumanizing the others.  
These two lines of approach are chosen to be antagonist in order to better see the gap between the two. For the first line of approach we have Daniel Jonah Goldhagen’s view of “no Germans – no Holocaust,”
 and on the other hand there are historians who try to explain the Holocaust from the point of view of nationalism, national socialism, racism and anti-Semitism, Hitler, the uniqueness of the Nazi phenomenon, indoctrination and propaganda (Ian Kershaw, Christopher Browning, Michael H. Kater and others). The first line of approach is clear: there wouldn’t have been any Holocaust without the Germans. The Germans in their pure anti-Semitic state of mind voted for Hitler for having seen in him the solution to their problem. The second line of approach brings to forth the notion of dehumanization of the enemy out of fear of loosing identity and especially national identity. The formation of the German nation has been a difficult process and it was at that time a recent process thus once with the defeat suffered in the First World War and with the humiliations suffered afterwards there was a certain sentiment of fear and uncertainty for the fate and future of the German nation. National Socialism rose on this premise of fear and defiance bringing an answer to these fears i.e., the formation of a strong undefeatable German race and nation! 
Why targeting the Jews? We should look into the scientific racism with the selective breeding of human beings suggested at least as far back as Plato and first formulated in modern field by Francis Galton in 1865, drawing on the recent work of his cousin, Charles Darwin. The science of eugenics (derived from the Greek "well born" or "good breeding") was supported by prominent thinkers (including Alexander Graham Bell and W.E.B Dubois) and was an academic discipline at many colleges and universities
. Its scientific reputation tumbled in the1930’s, a time when Ernst Rudin began incorporating eugenic rhetoric into the racial policies of Nazi Germany. 
These semi-scientific doctrines together with the old religious anti-Semitism portraying the Jew as the reason for all the evils in the world (especially Communism, killing Jesus, capitalism as they were the financial power and wanted to control the world through their power) did nothing else but reinforced the motivation and the racist ideology. Then we would have to take a look into Hitler’s writings and in his discourses also influenced by currents of thought circulating at that time. Another sensible approach in answering why the Jews were a target is that of saying that they were perceived in general as a state within the state thus posing a treat to a newly formed nationhood. To the question of why the Jews, we have to be able to somehow add up the peculiarities of a century with the peculiarities of a nation and to sum up. 
We will try to do as such while focusing on three aspects, namely: (1) propaganda,     (2) incorporation, and (3) dehumanization. The process of dehumanization is carried out through propaganda and through the legal framework established by the Nuremberg Laws aimed at reducing the individual possibilities of the Jewish population. Also the dehumanization process is strictly attached to the incorporation and indoctrination programs that had as main target mainly young people who were easy to educate into anti-Semitism. Here an important role has been played by the indoctrination of the young and the propaganda for the entire population that depicted the Jew as rats, as sub humans as the antichrist as the communist. They simply exploited the general fears going around at that time reinforcing the old beliefs and the old anti-Semitism. 
There is an important question to be asked: Why Germany? The entire 19’Th century is predominated by national movements more or less successful or frustrating especially in Central-Eastern Europe. What was the cause of the rise of National Socialism in Germany? One of the main reasons that come to one’s mind is the loss of the First World War and the consequences following the defeat: Germany as the great looser. There are authors however who go far back to the formation of Germany as a state on a conflict basis between modern, dynamic capitalist economy and the authoritarian pre-modern, pre-industrial feudal traditions.
 Another question would come naturally. 
If not all the Germans were Nazi, how come that no one did anything to stop Hitler, how come no one protested? Here the problem is not that easy because we have the same duality in opinions: either all the Germans were eager to get rid of the Jews or on the other hand we have the totalitarian nature of the regime that presupposed killing or imprisoning those opposing the regime. There were riots when people have heard roomers about what was happening in the East but all those opposing have been imprisoned or even murdered. Why wasn’t there a more concrete form of action? People in Germany were either indifferent, scared or they just supported Hitler in a way or another or they were hiding behind the propaganda pretending that that was the reality for setting their own mind at ease. The Jews were sent to work because they were in general not a pleasant population. They felt sorry for the sweet neighbor next door who although being Jewish was a nice person, if they had a strong sense of right from wrong they would try to help him but his/her safety came first. This was an example valid from the point of view of the population.

What about the Army? There has been ongoing battle among historians from the same point of view of motivation. Were they all the soldiers motivated killers? Did they enjoy it? There is much discussion on the atrocities committed by certain SS battalions who killed randomly and who took pictures and who kept notes of how many Jews they were killing per day. These reactions, however, have to be analyzed not only from the point of view of their acts but from of the point of view of peer pressure,
 environment (war) and as a result of the propaganda and of paranoia created by the propaganda. We are not trying to excuse them or to make them more human, but we can’t reduce the entire complex situation to a simple rationalism: they were German soldiers, Germans were anti-Semites by their nature and so they killed with pleasure.

We shall not develop the matter deeply as our focus is on how it happened and not so much on why it happened. How did the Germans get to Auschwitz? Where along the line did it degenerate in genocide? The initial purpose was to get rid of the Jews by dehumanizing them as Germans, by exporting them, by getting them into forced labor camps, eventually by killing them but how did it get to “processing” 12.000 units per day? Did Hitler even imagine in his wildest dreams about this end? He was stating clearly that due to reasons of race purification he needed to get rid of the Jews and his plans included the entire Europe but the methods were by no means clear-cut from the beginning. There was even planning to get them to Madagascar but that failed due to cost mainly. 
By 1942, after Germany invaded Russia, the concentration camps filled with Jews and other enemies (POW’s, gypsies) and the lack of space needed an urgent a solution. Germany was stuck in USSR and the situation was rather difficult. What to do with the Jews gathered in large numbers in the concentration camps from all over Eastern and Central Europe? The decision for the mass murdering, or for the line of production murdering has been taken at the Wannsee Conference where a number of high rank officials gathered to take an unanimous  stand in the matter of the Jews. All the departments of the Reich were present in order to have a general accepted plan. The fear of the public reaction and of international reaction made the ones who knew about the meeting to keep the final solution secret and to take the secret to the grave (the example of General Neumann’s declarations of not knowing anything though being on the list of participants in the Wannsee Conference). This is a part of the story, or one side of the truth. 
Was the problem of the Jews so stringent as to kill them on a large scale? That was not the initial plan. This was also the argument of those participants of the Wannsee Conference who were ministries in a department or another or who just endured the regime because it was generally accepted. This was not the initial plan, so did it get to Auschwitz because there were too many of them, or because there was a high risk of loosing the war on the eastern front in Russia, or because the success of the plan of a world freed of Jews was fading into the distance? Maybe if they wouldn’t have concentrated their efforts on two plans: killing the Jews and fighting on the eastern front, maybe they would have had better outcomes in the winning of the war. This statement makes the problem of the Jews a crucial one: with the risk of loosing the war, Hitler wanted the Jews exterminated, that was the main goal. He needed it done quickly and in a standardized efficient manner in order to be more productive. He needed the force for the war in the east that was proving to be more difficult than he estimated it would have been. The SS who were in charge with the mass extermination plan elaborated the method through trial and error reaching the ultimate level of efficiency with the gas chambers and the incinerating procedures. Had they thought of that from the beginning they would have fulfilled their leader’s dream/ goal earlier. This proves once again that they didn’t plan this ahead that the final solution came in time. There is no doubt they wanted to get rid of the Jews but the final solution came with the hard situation of the war. I don’t think they have made a study before deciding that they want to kill all the Jews. They didn’t know of how many Jews were they thinking. They had an ideology, they had Mein Kampf, they had the will to have a Europe free of Jews but this ideal when put to practice proved to be difficult to realize. Great numbers of Jews were crowding in already too small camps and there were more to come. From the dehumanization, the propaganda, the laws and all the fuss in creating both a motivation and a legal frame they stumbled upon a simple matter of numbers and they did find the method in the end but a bit too late for them to fully accomplish their final goal. It sounds as if are speaking of a better way to kill cattle. 
The number of victims and the cruelty of the final solution have been themselves dehumanizing for the victims. They lost identity in the multitude of corpses so that it seems incomprehensible for us today. We can’t imagine and unfortunately neither did our predecessors who lived those times. The Holocaust and Auschwitz do exist and we have dozens of proof support this affirmation but how did it happen, why did it happen and most certainly why did it happen where it did, there is no clear answer to these questions and it will take a while until the truth will come to light if it will ever do. 
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