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Explaining Auschwitz
Totalitarian regimes – especially USSR, Germany and Italy – kept under a very strict control the society, ignoring completely the individual rights. Manipulating the masses and imposing terror through  a legal state policy can be regarded not only as an illegality  but  also as an encroachment  of  human  and  civil  rights. This it might  be considered  a  definition  of  totalitarianism, that third  middle  way  chosen  by  the  nations  which  were between old and new, as a policy for the new  order. In fact the “great” formula of any totalitarian regime is to combine the insufficient modernity and the betrayal of the intellectuals with the siren’s sounds of a leader as Ralf Dahrendorf puts it in his work, The Modern Social Conflict.
This is in my opinion one of the many ways of characterizing the Nazi dictatorship, built around an ideology based on Hitler’s concept of inequality between the race which succeeded to confiscate one nation’s personality. Probably each one of us has its own way of defining the Nazi dictatorship, and for sure there are plenty of good and complete definitions about this subject, but my aim in this paper is not finding the right formula for the cruelty of all that it means Nazism, not at all. I just want to relate in my own manner what I really understand about the relationship between racial prejudice, brutal political system, industrial killing, paroxysm of violence, taking as a key point one symbol of all of that, namely, Auschwitz. I consider that we cannot find an explanation about those atrocities if we do not search into the theoretical ground of this ideology.
In order to discuss about Nazi regime’s atrocities I will take into consideration the nature of the fascist state of which values are completely incompatible with the human values. Speaking about concentration camps, gas chambers, methods of industrial human killing, we discover that there is a huge distance between humanism and fascism. Any person has the right to live, and to live in freedom and security. I think that this contradicts the basic thesis of fascism as long as Hitler considered that human life has sense just as long as it serves the fascist community interests. 
But the question is how we can define fascism. Wilhelm Reich, in his “Mass Psychology of Fascism,” explains fascism by saying that it was “an affirmation of the irrational part of the human being influenced by the masses,”
 while Winston Churchill considered that fascism was ”the shadow or the scary child of communism.”
 These definitions may reflect a part of the truth because fascism might be a mass movement, a strike for the survival of a certain social class, a right orientated revolution, a   counter-revolution, or why not it might also be an ideological madness of a nation. The fascist party transforms the state into its own property monopolizing all the powers including the spirit of the nation. 
Francois Furet sees the roots of fascism in Nietzsche philosophy meaning the need to defend people from the anxiety of being free without determinations, and the need to protect life and culture from the transcendence.
 Ernest Nolte speaks about fascism as a militant form of anti-Marxism adding that a mass murder is no less horrible if we find for it an intelligible rational fundament.
 For a better understanding of this issue I will develop my argumentation on the dichotomy fascism/communism as is reflected by the two historians: Francois Furet and Ernest Nolte. The two ideologies are not linked in them conception only through their origins, but also through their parallel and interdependent evolutions. They both recommend the same treatment for the crimes committed by communism and fascism. The fascist movement based itself on anticommunism, while the communist movement based itself on antifascism. Nonetheless, both were against the bourgeois class .The comparison of the two regimes, Stalinist and Hitlerite, was a main subject for the literature starting from 1930’s. Nolte speaks about a “nexus causal” in Hitler’s fear caused by the Russian revolution, if Nazi crimes are a reply to the Bolshevic ones than they cannot be considered premeditated. 
But the finding of a rational reason for a mass murder does not make that crime less horrible.
Speaking about Nazi dictatorship I will try to analyze some characteristics of the regime on the state level. The dual state system characterizes best  the Nazi dictatorship, a duality  of state and party paralleling each other from the Fuhrer to the meanest functionary. However, no one should assume that it was a near or even premeditated parallelism. The overlapping of nominal authority was hardly credible and became even more confusing during the war when economic controls constantly had to be governed. By 1945 it was almost impossible to locate authority certainly not on a near chart of organization. The answer was that authority lay with Hitler and his men. In spite of all the proliferation of organizations and all the lip service paid to the leadership principle and the united action of the people, Nazi Germany was one of the most personal governments that the world has ever seen. The establishment of a community, thought, word  and deed  was the  principle  which  inspired  all he  formations, organizations  and leagues .The common  flags , songs , uniforms, meetings, indoctrination  gave to the individual  a sense of identity  mutually  and  belongingness  that  he  had  mixed  in the  impersonal  and business  like  atmosphere of the Weimar Republic. Human warmness was cultivated to produce inhumane brutality. 
This is unquestionably an important factor in accounting for the success of the Nazis in wining popular support. The greatest  challenge the Nazis had  to face was their effort to  eradicate  Christianity in Germany  or at least  to subjugate  it to their  general world outlook .They  were  attacking  the  deeply spiritual, traditional  values , ingrained for years of a people  which  had  shown  itself  profoundly  religious and willing  to fight for its  faith. They  were  not dealing  with  economic  freedom  for  which  acceptable  substitutes  could  be  offered  nor  even  with political  liberties  for which  a degree of security  could  be  barred. Nazism  is  a  total ideology, based in faith in  the Fuhrer  and  geared  to a brotherhood of only Germans  and Aryans  with  contempt  and  violence for  others. What was important  for  the  workings of  Nazi government is the fact that it produced so few directives in the sphere of domestic  politics.
The Third Reich provides a classic demonstration of  Marx’s  dictum, cited  by  Mason: “Men do make their own  history, but they do not make it as they please, nor under conditions of their own choosing, but  rather under  circumstances which they find before them, under given and imposed conditions.”
 From Marx’s point of view the rise of fascism in many parts of Europe appeared as a desperate last effort of monopoly capitalists to reassert their control over the masses against the tide of socialism, using the stick of terror; he understood fascism as a mere manipulation by big business. The outstanding example for this approach was Franz L.Neumann’s Behemoth with its emphasis on social and economic analysis.

But for Seymour Martin Lipset the definition of fascism as the extremism of the liberal Center does not sufficiently explain why fascist regimes were frequently built on alliances with conservatives while alliances with Communists never materialized.
 There is also virtual agreement among scholars that fascist movements contained, contrary to the Marxist thesis, a true revolutionary potential. Nolte thesis approaches this subject seeing fascism as a revolt against the universal process of secularization, democratization, and international integration in the modern era; he suggests that fascism is dead. He tries to ascribe a historical meaning to fascism, which would provide a starting point for historical understanding. Fascism and counterrevolution are actually different social phenomena, the latter being the earlier position of a part of what has been defined here as the allies of fascism. Fascism had its own independent antecedents; pseudo revolutionaries like Father Jahn and the anti-Semites of the 1880’s and 1890’s.

The growing consolidation of the capital form implied an organic theory of the state and the proliferation of racial theories; the opposition natural and artificial, concrete or abstract, became translated as the world-historically significant racial opposition of the Aryans and the Jews. The Jews were identified with the capitalism itself.
 They became the personification of the intangible, powerful domination of capital; the anti-capitalist revolt was also the revolt against the Jews.
 Nazi ideology viewed the Jew as the Devil himself. In  a  support  of  their “world  Jewish  domination  psychosis”, the  Nazis  cited  an  imaginary  Jewish  “control” of  the western plutocracies and Russians bolshevism.” In the Nazi mind, the illogical  concept of  this  Jewish  control  of  both  Bolshevik and  Russia  and the  capitalist West was nationalized by the  attribution  of  demonism  to  the  Jew. Nazis  contended  that  the  Jews  had  introduced  into  civilization  unnatural  concepts-humanism, Christianity, equality, liberalism, compassion, conscience-to weaken  the  resistance  of  other  peoples  to their  rules. Jews were considered parasites, viruses, creatures from the animal world. They were not considered humans. As  a  parasites  force  ,  the  Jews  corroded  and  would  ultimately  destroy  the  cultures  of  their  host  nations. The Germanic Aryans, not the Jews, had been commissioned by the Providence   to  role  the  world. Their contradictory racist ideology really served as a nationalization for that  central  pillar  in  their  world  view: anti-Semitism. In this way anti-Semitism can be understood as anti-Jewish prejudice, as a particular example of racism in general and Auschwitz, Belzec, Maidanek, Treblinka represent one of its logical end points. The  world still had to learn  the  uttermost of horror  in  the  extermination  camps  of  the  war  period where the final settlement  of  the  Jewish  question was  to  be  carried  out .The  Holocaust  must  be  considered  a  watershed  event  in modern  history, a historical  occurrence that  is  in some  sense  radically  new, an  occurrence  that  changes human perspectives. 
In  the  final  analysis  the  extermination  of  the  Jews  was  caused  by  Hitler’s  fixed  obsession: he  believed  in  the  Satanic  Jew  as  a  central  core  of  the  new  Weltanschauung. It  is  instructive  to  remember  the  prophecy of  doom  in  “Mein Kampf”, that  should  the  Jew  ever  triumph  over  the peoples  of  the this  world, his success  could  be  the  death  of mankind. Hitler  bore  the  ultimate  responsibility  would  function  in  accordance  with  his  intention  of  whether  a  written  order  was  issued  or  not, at  least  in the case  of  such  a  central  idea  as  anti-Semitism. It was the core essence of the Nazi movement In this way the extermination camps were factories to destroying values. Them aim was, as Postone asserts, first to dehumanize, mainly to “rip away the mask of humanity and the reveal the Jews for what they really are, and second to eradicate the abstractness, to transform it into smoke.”
 Horn  suggested  in a study  that the  simple  personification of the  Jews  as  enemy  enormously   added  to  the  effectiveness of National Socialist propaganda  prior  to  the  takeover, since  it  also  hit  at  individual  political foes
.
The persecution and segregation of Jews was implemented in stages. After the Nazi party achieved power, state-enforced racism resulted in anti-Jewish legislation, boycotts, “Aryanization” and the Night of Broken Glass programs, all of which aimed to systematically isolate the Jews from German society and drive them out of Germany. The Final Solution called for the murder of the Jews by gassing and shooting. Up to six millions Jews lost their lives, i.e., two-thirds of the Jews living in Europe in 1939. Private diaries of Goebbels and Himmler unearthed from the secret Soviet archives show that Adolf Hitler personally ordered the mass extermination of the Jews: “With regard to the Jewish question, the Fuhrer decided to make a clean sweep.”
Whereas the proper name Auschwitz signifies the idea of the Nazi Genocide of the Jews, and has been a symbolic name for the Holocaust, it has also a concrete reality. It was established by the Nazis in the 1940, in the suburbs of the city of Oswiecim, was composed of: Auschwitz I concentration camp, Auschwitz II (Birkenau) the death camp, Auschwitz III (Monowitz). Beginning with 1942, the camp became the site of the greatest mass murder in the history of humanity. As Moishe Postone asserts, Auschwitz was the real “German revolution” not merely of political order but of the social formation, because in this process the Nazis “liberated“ themselves from humanity.
 In 1946 was founded a museum in Poland of the Auschwitz concentration camp for its victims where visitors had passed through the iron gates that bear the cynical motto “Arbeit macht frei” (Work makes one free).
Auschwitz has become synonymous for the biggest crime of all mankind and it mean the realization of an inhuman ideology which exterminated people according to racial principles.
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