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EXPLAINING “AUSCHWITZ”
“Auschwitz” is the most suggestive and meaningful symbol of the Holocaust, therefore, Auschwitz is almost synonymous with the genocide against the Jews, put in practice by the Nazi regime. The Nazis murdered between 5 million and 6 million Jews during the Holocaust, two-thirds of European Jewry and about one-third of the entire Jewish people. In the attempt at explaining why the Holocaust took place, it is necessary to give an answer to several questions: 
· What was the ideological source of the Final solution?
· Why this genocide was pursued by German authorities?
· Why did the anti-Semitism become such a powerful ideological component for the Nazi regime?
· What was the Nazi’s motivation in killing the Jews?
· What was Hitler’s role and how did he manage on gaining support?
It is rather difficult to explain the Holocaust by using rational arguments, since there is nothing rational in the attempt of killing an entire people (it’s not about a race, but rather about an ethnical and religious community), million of innocent people, including children only for the reason that they were Jews. This phenomenon itself suggests a scale of irrationality which makes it difficult to explain and understand. However, the interpretation of the Holocaust by the historians leads to the dichotomy of ‘intention’ and ‘structure’
. This means that there are two major paradigms: one that sustains the major part played by Hitler in exterminating the Jews and the other is the functionalist paradigm, explaining the Holocaust as a consequence of the structure of the Third Reich (a maze of competing power groups, etc.)
    In order to explain “Auschwitz”, I have chosen the first of these two paradigms, the one based on the essential role played by the Fuhrer in transforming anti-Semitism in a central element of the Nazi ideology, therefore in implementing the Final Solution. The theory I will try to develop and argue is “No Hitler, no Holocaust”, which doesn’t mean the “ Fuhrer” was the only one responsible for killing the Jews, but meaning that he succeeded in transforming his hatred against the Jews in an ideology. According to the “Hitlerite” approach, Hitler himself pursued as a main aim and strived to accomplish the physical annihilation of the Jews. The Final Solution had its origins in Hitler’s mind. In Mein Kampf, he was saying to have decided the war against the Jews in November 1918 as his main political target. In Mein Kampf, Hitler puts forward the three essential components of the Final Solution. “Each component has its origin in a regular political thesis, which he transformed in an unusual extremist theory.”
 First of all, Hitler transformed political anti-Semitism in a racial doctrine; secondly, anti bolshevism became a crusade in order to liberate Russia, and third, using race as a main argument, Hitler transformed the tendency to conquest a high power position in the concept of Lebensraum. These three theses represent a theoretical basis for the Final Solution. 
   Biographers explain Hitler’s hatred against the Jews by relating it to a frustration complex, caused by his personal failure, a complex which became very string during the four years spend in Vienna. Thus, Hitler’s anti Semitism had its origins in the desire f taking revenge on those who had succeeded in life; and the Jews were the perfect scapegoats. With the purpose of proving the Holocaust had, as a prime and essential cause Hitler’s intention of eliminating the Jews, I will mention one of his discourses, from 1920: “Rational anti-Semitism must lead to a systematic combat by legal means and the elimination of Jewry special privileges. …Its final purpose should be complete elimination of Jews.”

   However, an important question that has to be given an answer is why the Anti Semitism became such a strong movement in Germany and how did the extermination of the Jewry become essential for the German leaders. Only a few decades before the Nazis, the Map of European anti-Semitism looked quite different than in the 1930’s and 1940’s, comparing to Russia or Romania, where Jews suffered an extreme poverty, popular hostility and public discrimination, Germany was a Rechtsstaat according fundamental legal rights to Jews. There were no pogroms in The German Empire. Moreover, during the First World War, when German troops entered Polish territory heavily populated by Jews, they were sometimes welcomed as liberators by a Jewish population eager to enjoy the benefits of German civilization.
 Also, at the end of the nineteen century, by the time of the Reichtag elections of 1898, the Anti-Semitic political parties were running out of votes, members, money, etc, therefore the anti-Semitism as a political movement had became rather weak. 
   Further on, we can see that anti-Semitism was not dominant even in the Nazi camp before Hitler became chancellor. Few of the top Na zi leaders were virulent anti-Semites before 1925, excepting Hitler himself, Alfred Rosenberg and Julius Striecher. but the latter two never became decision makers at the first rank. According to Ian Kershaw, it seems that Goebbels, Himmler, Göring and even Eichmann did not join the Nazis because of anti-Semitism. As a consequence, it is reasonable to ask in what way anti-Semitism became central to Nazism and the key lies with Hitler himself. He was the one who gave an anti-Semitic direction to the Nazi Party, and if it hadn’t been for his strong charisma, the war against the Jews couldn’t have taken place in state with no significant anti-Semitic background, as Germany was.
The biographer Konrad Heiden
 makes the analogy between the failure of German people, who had been defeated in the First World War, and Hitler’s personal failure. Probably Hitler wouldn’t have succeeded in putting in practice his obsessive idea about killing all the Jews in another historical context, but after the war, Germans were living in misery, being deeply frustrated for having suffered important losses. Hitler’s charisma along with his determination made him win the approval of German people. Actually, the Holocaust took place in the way Hitler had exposed the elimination of all Jews: Hitler was envisaging a systematic anti-Semitic program, structured on two stages: a preliminary stage, taking away Jews rights, and, then, the final target, elimination of all Jews. And if we think in historical terms, this is what actually happened: first the Jews were locked in ghettos and after, they were sent to concentration camps, were Nazis “eliminated” them.
In order to convince about the necessity of eliminating the Jews, Hitler used an esoteric language; this is how Hitler had to plead for the Jewry extermination in 1922 and he used the same technique in 1939. But Hitler’s purposes had been understood, despite of the esoteric language. Inside the movement, Jewry destruction seemed to have been accepted as a basic ideological target. In one particular social context, Hitler’s paranoid characteristic became a very potent mixture.  Hitler’s success can be explained by Führer’s capacity to address real problems and real people, in spite of being absorbed with his own personal strivings and obsessions.
The most important question that arises is: “What was the Nazi motivation in killing the Jews”? And the attempt of giving an answer to this question, it is very difficult to find reasonable explanation for the Holocaust, just because it was based on some false premises, given by an older hatred against Jews and Hitler’s theories. For Hitler, Jews are the very basis of his conception of the historical process-
the idea of struggle. Hitler saw history as a great arena of struggle and the confrontations were not limited. Hitler believed that nations, like individuals, had to struggle desperately for their very existence.  It seems the Holocaust represented the extreme image of what Hitler meant by “struggle”. The Holocaust was not a struggle or a war. It was genocide, because Hitler adopted the crudest perversion of Darwinian view.
However, in explaining the Holocaust, the greatest challenge is not making sense of Hitler, but rather understanding why so many followed him down his murderous path. What is curious is the lack of documentation of Hitler’s acts, while material on the rest of the regime is available in great abundance, including much of what happened during the Holocaust. Historian Raul Hilberg states that the Führer activated the machinery already programmed for murder in 1941: “For years, the administrative machine had taken its initiatives and engaged in its forays one step at the time. In the course of that evolution, a direction had been charted and a course established.”

Hilberg claims Hitler had taken the decision for the Final Solution before summer 1941 ended. There is no doubt about the Nazi leaders’ inclinations towards mass murder, since Hitler didn’t directly take all the decisions. The momentous change that occurred in the latter part of 1941 was marked by the Nazis decision to abandon emigration, which has previously defined the Final Solution of the Jewish Question. Undoubtedly, the source of this decision was the extreme anti-Semitism promoted by Hitler, even though the Holocaust was not put in practice by Hitler, but by the bureaucratic Nazi system

Still, Hitler’s major part in the extermination plan cannot be neglected; anti-Semitism, which determined mass murder, was central for Nazism because Hitler determined it to be so. Opposition to the Jews became an important component of the regime, even a leitmotif, whatever the priority assigned to it in a tactical sense, because for Hitler ideological questions mattered and were treated with great seriousness. Beyond this, neither the existence of anti-Jewish traditions in Germany nor the commitment of Nazi party leaders, required the murder of the Jews. In other words, anti-Semitism in Germany may have been a necessary condition for the holocaust, but it was not a sufficient one: “In the end it was Hitler, and his own determination to realize his anti-Semitic fantasies, that made the difference”.

Therefore, Hitler’s main influence on Holocaust in obvious. Although I have chosen to “explain” the extermination of the Jews by stressing Hitler’s major role in transforming anti-Semitism into an essential element of the Nazi ideology, and in promoting the necessity of eliminating the Jews, the purpose was not to make Hitler the only responsible for the Holocaust. On the contrary, there are no substantially historical proves to indicate the fact that the Führer actually took part in putting the Holocaust in practice. 
Nevertheless, Hitler’s influence was crucial, and the Holocaust wouldn’t have taken place if it wasn’t for his ambition and determination of achieving his plans; he managed on convincing Nazis about the necessity of getting rid of the Jews. Hitler’s obsession on killing the Jews persisted until the last day of his life, when he finished dictating his political will, even after having exterminated the Jews. Hitler’s obsession with eliminating the Jews can be stressed in relation to his own psychology and his success can be explained by the way that Hitler’s personality interacted with his environment.

Finally, two conclusions about the Nazi leader’s role in the Holocaust can be drawn. First, Hitler had an intense hatred of Jews, lasting his entire political career, seeing their existence as a mortal threat to his geopolitical projects. Second, Hitler was the main driving force of anti-Semitism in the Nazi movement, from the earliest period, but raising his own personal antipathy to an affair of state. 
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