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When I first heard about the topic of the paper, I wondered how it could be possible for a junior student in Political Science in Romania to explain Auschwitz. What authority (intellectual or otherwise) do I have to pretend I can explain that phenomenon? And then it struck me that it does not matter who I am, what I know (for information on the topic is easily at hand) or how I write about this. At the same time, everybody should attempt at explaining Auschwitz and the Holocaust, as well as all the extermination policies and the Nazi crimes and manifestations of hatred – for it was precisely that very humanity which lacked in those times, places and people. Far from me the intention to turn this paper into a dramatic piece of writing aimed to bring tears into the eyes of the reader. After all, this has been done so far many times. The only possible way one can look at these things now and anytime is with the frozen look of the person whose mind cannot even get close to comprehend the immensity of the horrors there. If you hear on the news that there was a car accident on a highway and a whole family died on the spot, you are impressed and terrified. If you hear that three million people were massacred, you cannot understand that. It is incomprehensible; how many of us have seen in reality three million people in one place, dead? 

Auschwitz-Birkenau, the main extermination camp, had its own organized ways of efficiency: prisoners were brought in, sorted either for forced labor, either for medical experiments, either for immediate death. The infamous trick with the showers pouring out Zyklon B is again well-known by everyone. However, few know the fact that the barrack in which the prisoners left their belongings was known by the Nazi soldiers as Canada
; things gathered there, most of them real values were then inventoried and sent to the Reichsbank. It is strange that the Germans did not find it humiliating to take advantage of the Jewish money and valuables (even if they were indoctrinated to believe that those belonged to the German people rightfully); it always seemed striking that the proud Superior Race found it appropriate to need anything from the Untermennsch, even given the situation that it was a time of war and any resource was important. In conclusion, perhaps the Aryans were not all that proud and perfect since they resorted to thievery; murder is a part of war, they may argue; but thievery is low for the ones who pretended to live by honor. 

The above paragraph is only a first argument to prove the falsity and the demagogy of the Nazis. But then again, in order to proceed in explaining Auschwitz, there must be a premise to start from – to state what is precisely the point of view from which that explanation (or attempt at an explanation) can be held. It will not be political, social, economic or otherwise. It will be the point of view which reduces everything to the simplest, yet most amazing stance: that of the human being nothing more than an animal endowed with speech
, a civilized life-form which at some turning point in history went out of its mind
. 

Humans, being as they are at the end of the food-chain, are not predators by their nature, but they are mere parasites. Nature has not endowed human beings with claws, fangs or exceptional physical abilities. It has instead constructed the mind in such a way that its products may ensure the survival of the species. It is the same as it is at micro-biological level: just as in the case of cancer, the same mechanism that helps us regenerate and heal our wounds and infections can turn into a self-destructive apparatus. The Nazi theorists often used Charles Darwin’s theory of evolutionism in their favor. He advocated the survival of the fittest, but that never meant that the less fitted are to be murdered systematically by the fit. They have their own role. It was also a talk about natural selection
 in the Nazi circles and for them that meant that the natural process by which the weakest in the animal world are left behind and prey for others should be accelerated and brought to the demented dimension of mass murder. Auschwitz meant the homo hominis lupus of the whole twisted ideology which in the end was destined to perish and to become something which is anathematized rightfully. 

How can one even think of killing people with a poison designed to kill lice?! How can a supposed doctor like Joseph Mengele have the idea of binding together twins and sterilizing women by injecting liquid acid in their uteruses? How was it possible for humans to act in such beastly ways? When it regards animals, their acts of deemed cruelty are not what they seem; since they are not equipped with morality, good and evil can not be assigned to them. But never ever has there been a case in zoology in which one species was determined to erase another from the face of the earth. The very idea of such intentionality is absurd.

And since intentionality was brought into question, I came to believe that Auschwitz can be explained by the fact that if a human plays God for far too long, they end up believing in the game and they start looking for possible saints and prophets to follow on their path. This must be it: the idea that the human species is superior to all other life-forms on earth may be correct; what is a logical fallacy is to think that on the basis of so-called scientific experiments and statistics one human race is lower than the other. Again, at a biological level, this type of thinking represents an abnormality. But how many people can believe in this after all? The explanation extracted out of the social context of the times is that people were probably used to be acted upon and not to question orders. In times of war, one does not look for logic and humanity; war is essential dehumanization and is not justifiable as such. It is useless to bring to trial a few Nazi soldiers and then, track them down with the aid of the Interpol. What happened at Auschwitz is beyond trial of human possibility because the human mind was not programmed to sustain Genocide, regardless of the justifications. The mere sensitivity of humanity
 was reduced to screaming Heil! and thus getting an instant brainwash. 
Coming back to the biological explanation of the abnormality of the Holocaust and everything which it entailed, one must regard it in three dimensions: (1) indifference (not hatred as most would hurry into saying, but simple oblivion of the murderers for their victims); (2) cruelty, and (3) mass murder.

Indifference: there are two innate emotions which every single human being has, as they have been embedded in them by the evolution
 in order for preservation to take place: fear and mercy. Fear is nothing more than the inferior part of the brain (the so-called reptilian brain) signaling destructive danger and helping to enhance the potential of defense of the individual. Mercy is not a moral or religious concept, but a mechanism which prevents (or is at least supposed to prevent) the members of the same species from killing one another; the other role that mercy plays is the one of not letting (or making it very hard) a human observe the members of his species in suffering without trying to help. The indifference exhibited by the perpetrators of the Holocaust is, to say the least, abnormal. It is hard to believe that propaganda and political fanaticism can turn people into killing machines. Taking for instance the infamous Totenkopf Division which was composed mainly of concentration camp guards and who was used to fight fanatically and to exhibit inhumanly brutal behavior:
 Was it only military training which brought them to that mercilessness level? Or was their behavior symptomatic for an abnormality which made them believe that slaughtering unarmed, starved and sick people proves them strong? Indifference is the pre-requisite of murders of the like of the ones happened in Auschwitz. Whoever cared, either stopped caring because they couldn’t do anything to help or it was simply a short-circuit of the human nature.

Cruelty: can be defined as willingly producing an intense amount of suffering to someone with the possibility of deriving gratification and satisfaction out of it. Again, this is not a natural pattern of human behavior
. Regardless of what history may say to justify that, the mere idea of torturing people to their death and feeling proud of that as if the duty towards the Reich had been fulfilled is lacking sense in a striking way. Whoever watched the Nuremberg trials saw that there was no trace of remorse whatsoever in the declarations of the Nazi leaders. The memory of the atrocities committed at Auschwitz brought no qualms of conscience to the perpetrators. This type of abnormal cruelty can not be found in the animal world. There is no record of any species of beasts deliberately torturing their prey; one may say that it was a question of reason – but it was not. It was not about propaganda or about politics, not even about hatred. There were no records of orders being given to the camp guards to humiliate the prisoners by making them crawl naked on the frozen ground for their own amusement; it was a question of degenerated instinct. An instinct which led finally to the so-called face of pure evil which was exhibited in the extermination camps. 

Mass Murder: if a predator kills more than it is necessary in order to ensure its survival, we speak of malevolence and will to destroy. The desire of destruction is artificial. No human is born with it. What on the other hand gave the Nazis the incentive and the cool head to do this was the inoculated idea of the superior race being the ones to redeem the world from the Jewish plague (and of whatever other ethnical, racial or human plague at that). I guess that even if you do not have a definite plan for genocide from the very beginning, it may seem appealing for soldiers who want to feel otherwise than defeated (given Germany’s image after World War I). Heroism, the illusion of becoming saviors of the world
, architects for the Reich, builders of a Shangri-La and what not can turn people into killing machines which literally walk over dead bodies. Genocide is inexcusable and it is never justifiable; not even if the Jewish people had really posed a threat on the Reich and its Fuhrer (absurdly, by all means). 


All the theory read on the topic of the Holocaust, all the photos, all the documentaries and testimonies, the inexhaustible sources of information that I have seen so far failed to emphasize a potential explanation: that the Holocaust and the dreaded Auschwitz along with all the other atrocities committed in that period of time may be the result of a degeneration of the human nature, appearing stronger than ever on the territory of Nazi Germany. It was not dehumanization, but a mixture of unexplainable reactions which lead to the creation of the human who thought he was a member of a superior race and that his religion-like political beliefs are meant to redeem the world. It was a change which no evolutionist can foresee, for all human sciences view Man as a non-destructive, non-beastly character. 

Theodore Adorno once said that there can be no poetry written after Auschwitz
; there can be no more praise of the aesthetic created by man and no more pretension of sensibility. Man, as the Enlightenment saw him, ceased to exist and fore some reason (blame biology, strange workings of the pre-frontal cortex, the part of the brain which separates us from the chimpanzees, politics, war and fanaticism and even supernatural forces like deities and demons) he became the being capable of constructing extermination camps and killing people with insect repellent chemicals. 

This paper attempted to “explain” Auschwitz from the perspective of human nature and the theories sustaining that such behavior as exhibited more than sixty years ago by the Nazis was not naturally human. But what was it, then?
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� The German soldiers thought at the time that Canada was an extremely rich land and they had many in-jokes on the subject. (source: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Auschwitz).


� Socio-biology is an interdisciplinary science meant to explain the behavior and reactions of human beings from a naturalistic stance – Wilson E.O., Sociobiology. The New Synthesis., Harvard UP, 1975 p. 36.


� That would be a socio-biological based explanation; if everything else failed, more or less to come up with an explanation, this one, reducing it all to the simplicity of nature, may succeed.


� The emphasis here is on the word “natural”; what the Nazis did is something which would never be deemed as natural. (source of the concept: Charles Darwin, The Origin Of Species (Chapter 4 – On Natural Selection, online edition available at http://www.literature.org/authors/darwin-charles/the-origin-of-species/).


� The idea that the Holocaust was a result of complete lack of sensibility (meaning by that human character and common sense) can be found in Irving Howe, Writing and the Holocaust, Selected Writings, 1950-1990 (New York: Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, 1991), pp. 424-445.


� Idem 4, this is an idea sustained not only by evolutionists, but also by liberal thinkers (John Locke, for example).


� http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SS_Division_Totenkopf


� the essential of this argument is that the human is not genetically programmed to exert cruel or criminal behavior upon the members of the same species – crucial for survival (concept to be found in: Dawkins R., The Selfish Gene, Oxford UP, 1976)


� Idem 5.


� Idem 5.
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