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srrer tweLve:  Jotalitarianism in Power

tion is ultimately defeated, within the movement its practical consequence
is that the entourage of the Leader, in case of disagreement with him, will -
never be very sure of their own opinions, since they believe sincerely that
their disagreements do not really matter, that even the maddest device hes
a fair chance of success if properly organized. The point of their loyalty is
not that they believe the Leader is infallible, but that they are convinced that
everybody who commands the instruments of violence with the superior
methods of totalitarian orpanization can become infallible. This delusion 3
greatly strengthened when totalitarian regimes hold the power to demonstrate
the relativity of success and failure, and to show how a loss in substance
can become a gam in organization. {The fantastic mismanagement of indu
trial enterprise in Soviet Russia led to the atomization of the working clas
and the terrifying mistreatment of civilian prisoners in Eastern territories
under Nazi occupation, though it caused a “deplorable loss of labor,”
“thinking in terms of generations, [was] not to be regretted.” ) Mor
over, the decision regarding success and failure under totalitarian circuti-
stances is very largely a matter of organized and terrorized public oplmon'
In & totally fictitions world, failures need not be recorded, admitted, and
remembered. Factuality itself depends for its continued existence upon thie
existence of the nontotalitarian world.

HEN A MOVEMENT, international in organization, all-comprehensive in
its ideological scope, and global in its political aspiration, seizes power
none country, it obviously puts itself in a paradoxical situation. The socialist
movement was spared this crisis, first, because the national question—and
that meant the strategical problem involved in the revolution—had been
curjously neglected by Marx and Engels, and, secondly, because it faced
overnmental problems only after the first World War had divested the Sec-
ond International of its authority over the national members, which every-
where had accepted the primacy of national sentiments over international
plidarity as an unalterabie fact. In other words, when the time came for
the socialist movements to seize power in their respective countries, they
lisd already been transformed into national parties.

- This transformation never occurred in the totalitarian, the Bolshevik and
the Nazi movements. At:the time it seized power the danger to the move-
ment lay in the fact that, on one hand, it might become “ossified” by taking
tiover the state machine and frozen into a form of absolute government,!
nd that, on the other hand, its freedom of movement might be limited
y the borders of the territory in which it came to power. To a totalitarian
,,movement both dangers are equally deadly: a dcvalopmcm toward abso-
tlutism would put an end to the movement’s interior drive, and a develop-
piment toward nationalism would frustrate its exterior expansion, without
which the movement cannot survive. The form of government the two
movements developed, or, rather, which almost automatically developed
rom their double claim to total domination and global rule, is best char-
clerized by Trotsky's slogan of “permanent revolution™ although Trotsky's
theory was no more than a socialist forecast of a series of revolutions, from
the antifendal bourgeois to the antibourgeois proletarian, which would
%spread from one country to the other.® Only the term itself suggests “per-

! The Nazis fully realized that the seizure of power might lead to the establishment
[ absolutism, *National Socialism, however, has not spearheaded the struggle against
ralism in order to bog down in absolutism and start the pame gll over again™
$(Werner Best, Die deutsche Polizei, p. 20). The warning expressed here, as in count-
tlecs other places, is directed against the state's claim to be absolute.

? Trotsky's theory, first pronounced in 1905, did of course not differ from the revo-
ulionary strategy of ail Leninists in whose eyes “Russia herself was merely the first
pmain, the first rampart, of international revolution: her interests were to be sub-
rdinated to the supernational strategy of militant socialism. For the time bemg.
owever, the boundaries of both Russia and victorious socialism were the same"
(Isanc Deutscher, Stalin. A Palitical Biograpky, New York and London, 1549, p. 243).

13 Himmler in his speech at Posen, Nauzl Conspiraey, 1V, 558.
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nd precisely because “the Fuehrer and his old guard knew that the real
ruggle had just begun.”® Here, instead of the Bolshevik concept of per-
inent revolution, we find the notion of a racial “selection which can never
and still” thus requiring a constant radicalization of the standards by
hich the selection, /.e., the extermination of the unfit, is earried out.” The
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manency,” with all its semi-anarchistic implications, and is, strictly speak:—
ing, a misnomer; yet even Lenin was more impressed by the term than by,
its theoretical content. In the Soviet Uniox, at any rate, revolutions, in the
form of general purges, became a permanent institution of the Stalin
regime after 1934." Here, as in other instances, Stalin concentrated his
attacks on Trotsky’s half-fargotten slogan precisely because he had decided
to use this technique.* In Nazi Germany, a similar tendency toward pe _
manent revolution was clearly discernible though the Nazis did not ha There could have been no better solution for the perplexities inherent in
time to realize it to the same extent. Characteristically enough, their “pe :
manent revolution” also started with the liquidation of the party faction

im and limited power in a limited territory, of ostensible membership in
which had dared to proclaim openly the *next stage of the revolution™>

fomity of nations in which each respects the other’s sovereignty and claim
orld rule, than this formula stripped of its original content. For the
lotalitarian ruler is confronted with a dual task which at first appears contra-
lory to the point of absurdity: he must establish the fictitious world of
le-movement as a tangible working reality of everyday life, and he must,
e other hand, prevent this new world from developing a new stability;
for-a stabilization of its laws and institutions would surely liquidate the
vement itself and with it the hope for eventual world conquest, The
alitarian ruler must, at any price, prevent normalization from reaching the
int where a new way of life could develop—one which might, after a
lose its bastard qualities and take its place among the widely differ-
nd profoundly contrasting ways of life of the nations of the earth, The

" The yeur 1934 is significant because of the new Party statute, announced at 1
Seventeenth Party Congress, which provided that “periodic . . . purges are to [be] ea
ried out for the systematic cleansing of the Party.” {Quoted from A. Avtorkhanov, 8
cial Differentintion and Contradictions in the Party,” Bulletin of the Institinte Jor i
Stuey of the USSR, Munich, February, 1956.)—The party purges during the early yea
of the Russian Revolution have nothing in common with their later totalitarian perve:
sion into an instrument of permanent instability. The first purges were conducted by I
cal control commissiens before an open forum to which perly and non-party membe
had free access. They were planned as a democratic control organ against burea
cratic corruption in the party and “were to serve ns a substitute for real eleetioni
{Deutscher, op. cif., pp. 233-34}~An excellent short survey of the development’ o
the purges can be found in Aviorkhanov's recent article which also refutes the legen
that the murder of Kirov gave rise to the new palicy. The peneral purge had begu
before Kirov's death which was no more than & “convenient pretext to pive it adde
drive.” In view of the many “inexplicable and mysterious™ circumstances surround )
Kirov's murder, ane suspects that the “convenient pretext” was carefully planned an
exected by Stalin himself. See Khrushchev's “Speech on Stelin,” New York Time!
Jupe 5, 1956. )

* Deutscher, op. cit., p. 282, describes the first attack on Trotsky's “permanent rey.
olution” and Stalin's counterformulation of “socialism in one ‘country™ as an accid
of political maneuvering, In 1924, Stalin's “immediale purpose was to descredit Trots]

. . Searching in Trotskys past, the triumvirs come across the theory of ‘perim:
nent revolution,” which he had formulaled in 1905. . . . It was in the course of thal
polemic that Stalin arrived at his formula of ‘socialism in one countey,' ™

* The liguidinion of the R8hm faction in June. 1934, was preceded by o short i
terval of stabilizalion. At the beginning of the year, Rudolf Diels, the chicf of*th
political police in Berlin, could report that there were no mare illegal {“revoluti
Bry"} arrests by the SA and that older arrests of this kind were being investignt
(Nazi Conspiracy. U. 8. Government. Washingion, 1946, vV, 205.) Tn April, 19
Reichsminister of the Interior Wilkelm Frick, nn old member of the Nazi Party, issie
a4 decree to place restrictions upon the exercise of “protective custody™ {ihid., 111, 555,
in consideration of the “stabilization of the national siluation.” (See Dus Ar
April, 1934, p, 31.) This decree, however, was nevar published {Nazi Conspiracy,
1099; 11, 252). The political police of Prussia had prepared a special report on the-
cesses of the SA for Hitler in the year 1933 und sugpested the prosecution of the |
leaders named thercin.

Hitler solved the situation by killing these SA leaders without legal proceedin
and discharging all those police officers who had opposed the SA. (See the sworn affit
davit of Rudolf Diels, ihid., V, 224.) In this manner he had safeguarded hims
completely apainst all legalization and stabilization. Among the numerous jurists ;
enthusiastically served the “National Socialist jdea” only very few comprehended
was really at stake. In this proup belongs primarily Theodor Maunz, whose

ment when Hiller's claim that Nazism is not an export commodity or
falin's that socialism can be built in one country, would be more than an
dllempt to fool the nontotalitarian world), totalitarianism would lose its
total” quality and become subject to the law of the nations, according to
ich each possesses a specific territory, pecple, and historical tradition
ich relates it to other nations—a plurality which ipse facte refutes every
fention that any specific form of government is absolutely valid.

Practically speaking, the paradox of totalitarianism in power is that the
ossession of all instruments of governmental power and violence in one
ntry is not an unmixed blessing for a totalitarian movement, Its disregard

etialt und Recint der Polizei (Hamburg, 1943) is quoted with approvitl even by those
ors, who, like Paul Werner., belonged to the higher Fuehrer Corps of the S5.
Robert Ley, Der Weop zor Ordenshurg (undated, about 1936). “Special edition
for the Fuchrer Corps of the Party . . . Not for free snle.”
Heinrich Himmler, “Die Schutzstaflel,” in Grundlagen, Aufhan und Wirtschafts-
.rdmmg des nationalsozialistischen Stautes, Nr. 7h. This constanl radicalization of
principle of racial selection can be found in all phases of Nazi policy. Thus, the
io be exterminaled were the full Jews, to be followed by those who were half-
ﬁlsh and one-quarter Jewish: or first the insane, 1o be followed by the incurably
ik 2nd. eventually, by all families in which there were any “incurably sick.” The
tlection which can never stand still™ did not stop before the 85 itsalf, either. A
gb r decree dated May 19, 1943, ordered that all men who were bound to foreigners
[amily ties, marriage or friendship were to be eliminated from stale, party, Wehr-
chit. and economy; this affected 1,200 5§ jeaders (see Hoover Library Archives,
mler File, Folder 330).
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for facts, its strict adherence to the rules of a fictitious world, becomes stead-
ily more difficult to maintain, yet remains as essential as it was be.fore. Powqr-:
means a direct confrontation with reality, and totalitarianism in power is’
constantly concerned with overcoming this challeng_e. P.ropaga'nda and o
ganization no longer suffice to assert that the impessible is posmbl.e, that th
incredible is true, that an insane consistency rules the world; the chief psych
logical support of totalitarian fiction—the active resentment of the statu
quo, which the masses refused to accept as the only possible world-—:si n
longer there; every bit of factual information that ]cakg through the iro
curtain, set up against the ever-threatening flood of reality fm{n tl_'le othe_
nontotalitarian side, is a greater menace to totalitarian domination tha
counterpropaganda has been to totalitarian movaments:.

The struggle for total domination of the total popu}atlop qf the eart.h, th
elimination of every competing nontotalitarian reality, is inherent in th
totalitarian regimes themselves; if they do not pursue global rule as the
ultimate goal, they are only too likely to lose whatever power they hav
already seized, Even a single individual can be absolutely and reliably dom
inated only under global totalitarian conditions. {\scendancy to power thp _
fore means primarily the establishment of official and o}ﬁcnally recognize
headquarters {or branches in the case of satellite countries) for the move
ment and the acquisition of a kind of laboratory in w:vhu:h to carry 91_1t.t{1
experiment with or rather against reality, the experiment in organizin;
people for ultimate purposes which disregard individuality as well as it
tionality, under conditions which are admitled.]y not perfect but are sufficien
for important partial results. Totalitarianism in power uses the state adm
istration for its long-range goal of world conquest and far the direction :
the branches of the movement; it establishes the secret police as the execil
tors and guardians of its domestic experiment in constantly transformiiig:
reality into fiction; and it finally erects concentration_ camps as Specia
laboratories to carry through its experiment in total domination. :

dence in the Munich pact with Hitler and the Yalta agreements with Stalin)
h clearly be traced to an experience and a common sense which suddenly
ved to have lost its grasp on reality. Contrary to all expectations, im-
rant concessions and greatly heightened international prestige did not
p to reintegrate the totalitarian countries into the comity of nations or
uce them to abandon their lying complaint that the whole world had
wlidly lined up against them. And far from preventing this, diplomatic vic-
?Hries clearly precipitated their recourse to the instruments of violence and
wstlted in all instances in increased hostility against the powers that had
wn themselves willing to compromise,

These disappointments suffered by statesmen and diplomats find their
Fgrnllel in the earlier disillusionment of benevolent cbservers and sympa-
fizers with the new revolutionary governments. What they had looked for-
¥ard to was the establishment of new institutions and the creation of a new
& of law which, no matter how revolutionary in content, would Iead to a
ilization of conditions and thus check the momentum of the totalitarian
vements at least in the countries where they had seized power. What
pened instead was that terror increased both in Soviet Russia and Nazi
jermany in inverse ratio to the existence of internal political oppesition, so
it looked as though political opposition had not been the pretext of
r (as liberal accusers of the regime were wont to assert) but the Jast
diment to its full fury.® -
ven more disturbing was the handling of the constitutional question- by
ie totalitarian regimes. In the early years of their power the Nazis let loose
avalanche of laws and decrees, but they never bothered to abolish offi-

5 common knowledpe that in Russia “the repression of socialists and anarchists
grown in severily in the same ratio as the country became pacified” (Anton Ciliga,
i Russian Enigma, London, 1940, p. 244). Deutscher, op. cit.,, p. 218, thinks that
tireason for the vanishing of the “libertarian spirit of the revelution" at the moment
fivictory could be found in n changed attitude of the peasants: théy turned ‘against
hevism “the more resolutely the more they became confident that the power of
andlards and the White generals had been broken.” This explanation seems rather
in view of the dimensions which terror was to assume after 1930. It also fails
ke into account that full terror did not break loose in the twentios but in- the
tles, when the opposition of the peasant classes was no longer an active factor.in
Asituation,—Khrushehev, too (op. cit.}, notes that “extreme repressive measures

ot used” apgainst the opposition during the fight against the Trotskyites and the
wrinites, but that “the repression against them bepun™ much later afier they had
‘been defeated. . o
t by the Nazi regime reached its peak during the war, when the’ German' na-
s netually Munited.” Its preparation goes back to 1936 when all organized in-
esistance had vanished and Himmler proposed an expansion of the concentra-
camps. Characteristic of this spirit of oppression regardless of resistunce §s Himmi-
speech at Kharkov before the S8 leaders in 1943; “We have only one task, . - .
rry on the racial strupgle withouot mercy. . . . We will never let that excellent
on;, the dread and terrible reputation which preceded us in the battles for Khar-
ude, but will constantly add new meaning to it" (Nazi Conspiracy, IV, 5§72 fEd.

t: The So-called Totalitarion State

HISTORY TEACHES THAT rise to power and responsibility affects deepl &
nature of revolutionary parties. Experience and common sense were perfect]
justified in expecting that totalitarianism in power would gradually lo it
revolutionary momentum and utopian character, that the everyday busmi%
of government and the possession of real power would modarz.it.e the

power claims of the movements and gradually_destroy the fictitious
of their organizations. It seems, after all, to be in the very nature of things
personal or public, that extreme demands and goals are checked by
jective conditions; and reality, taken as a whole, is only to a very.
extent determined by the inclination toward fiction of a mass socie
atomized individuals,
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in Russia; he introduced the Soviet constitution as the symbol of the exist As a matter of fact, duplication of offices, seemingly the result of the
ence as well as the powerlessness of the Soviets. (None of its paragraph arty-state problem in all one-party dictatorships, is only the most conspicu-
ever had the slightest practical significance for life and jurisdiction in Rus: us sign of a more complicated phenomenon that is better defined as multi-
sia.) The ostensible Russian government, utterly lacking the glamour d lication of offices than duplication. The Nazis were not content to establish
tradition so necessary for a facade, apparently needed the sacred halo o aue in addition to the old provinces, but also introduced a great many
written law, The totalitarian defiance of law and legality (which “in spit ther geographical divisions in accordance with the different party organ-
of the greatest changes . . . still [remain] the expression of a permanently i itori
desired order”) %7 found in the written Soviet constitution, as in the ney aue nor with the provinces; they differsd, moreover, from those of the SS
repudiated Weimar constitution, a permanent background for its own la
lessness, the permanent challenge to the nontotalitarian world and its stan
ards whose helplessness and impotence could be demonstrated daily,*8
Duplication of offices and division of autharity, the co-existence of re
and ostensible power, are sufficient to create confusion but not to expla
the “shapelessness” of the whole structure. One should not forget that on)
a building can have a structure, but that a movement—iF the word is to be
taken as seriously and as literally as the Nazis meant it—can have only
direction, and that any form of legal or governmental structure can be only,
a handicap to a movement which is being propelled with increasing spe
in a certain direction. Even in the prepower stage the totalitarian movements
represented those masses that were no longer willing to live in any kind
structure, regardless of its nature; masses that had started to move in ord
to flood the legal and peopraphical borders securely determined by the go
ernment. Therefore, judged by our conceptions of government and sta
Structure, these movements, so long as they find themselves physically st
limited to a specific territory, necessarily must try to destroy all structur
and for this willful destruction a mere duplication of all offices into partys
and state institutions would not be sufficient, Since duplication involve

0 this geographical confusion must be added the fact that the original
lationship between real and ostensible power repeated itself throughout,
beit in an ever-changing way. The inhabitant of Hitler's Third Reich
lived net only under the simultansous and often conflicting authorities of
competing powers, such as the civil services, the party, the SA, and the
3; e could never be sure and was never explicitly told whose authority
B was supposed to place above all others. He had to develop a kind of
xth sense to know at a given moment whom to obey and whom to disregard.
Those, on the other hand, who had to execute the orders which the leader-
ip, in the interest of the movement, regarded as genuinely necessary—in
ntradistinction to governmental measures, such orders were of course en-
sted only to the party's elite formations—were not much better off.,
ostly such orders were “intentionally vague, and given in the expectation
that their recipient would recognize the intent of the order giver, and
aet accordingly™; ® for the elite formations were by no means merely obli-

party, OF party members who made such proposals he waos wonl io speak with con-
lempt, describing them ax “eternally tied to the pasl,” as persons “who are unabie
lo leap across their own shadow” (Felix Kersten, Totenkopf wid Trene, Hamburg).

relationship between the fagade of the state and the inner core of the partyi **The 32 Gaue . . . do not coincide with the administrative or military resions,
it, too, would eventually result in some kind of structure, where the r areven the 21 divisions of the SA, or the 10, regions of the SS, or the 23 zomss of
tionship between party and state would automatically end in a legal regul; the Hitler Youth. . . . Such discrepancies are the more remarkable because there is

reasen for them” (Roberts, op. ¢if., p. 98).

! Nuremberg Documents, PS 3063 in the Centre de Documentation Juive in Paris,
e document is 4 report of the supreme party court aboul “events and party court
proceedings connected with the antisemitic demonstrutions of November 9, 1938, On
busis of investipations by the police und the office of the Attorney General the
reme court came (o the conclusion that “the verbal instructions of the Reichs-
pugundaleiler must have been understood by uli party lenders to mean that, to
he outside, the party did not wish to uppesr a5 the instigator of the demonstration,
U in reality was o organize and carry it through, . . . The re-exumination of the
mmand echelons has shown . . . that the active National Socialist niofded in the

tion which restricts and stabilizes their respective authority.*”

27 Maunz, op. cit., p. 12. N

2 The jurist and Obersturmbannfuehrer, Professor R. Hoehn, has expressed thi
the following words: “And there was still another thing which foreigners. but
mans, too, had to get used to: namely, that the task of the secre! state police ',
was tuken over by a community of persons who originated within the movement,
continue (o be rooled in ft. That the term state police actually mukes no allo
for this fact shall be mentioned here only in passing” (Grundfragen der desmtst
Polizel, Report on the Constitutive Session of the Commitiee on Palice Law of
Academy for German Law, Octaber |1, 1936, Hamburg, 1937, with contributions
Frank, Himmler and Hozhn). :

* For example, such an attempt to circumsciibe the separate responsibilities and
counter the “anarchy of authority” wus made by Hans Frank in Recht snd Verwalt figit:
1939, and again in an address titled Teehnik des Stoates, in 1941, He expressed I
opinion that “legal puarantees” were nol the “preropative of liberal systems ofpo
ernment” and that the administration should continue to be poverned, as befdre,’
the laws of the Reich, which now were inspired and guided by the program o
National Socialist party. It was precisely becuuse he wanted to prevent such n pe
legal order st any price that Hitler never scknowledped the program of the N

and down to the lust detuil. Hence he is accustomed to understand that an order
y mean more than its verbul content, just as it has more.or less become routine
with the arder giver, in the interests of the party . ., not lo say everything and only
o intimute what he wanis to achieve by the arder. . , . Thus, the . . . orderse—
oF instance, not the Jew Griinspan but all Jewry must be blamed for the death of
ity Comrade vom Rath, . . . pistols should he brought along, . . . every
man now ought (o know what he had 10 do—were understood by a number of
ubleaders to mean that Jewish blood would now have to be shed for the blood of
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gated to obey the orders of the Fuehrer (this was mandatory for all existing
organizations anyway), but “to execute the will of the leadership."?? And, -
as can be gathered from the lengthy proceedings concerning “excesses” be-
fore the party courts, this was by no means one and the same thing. The. -
only difference was that the elite formations, thanks to their special indoc-
trination for such purposes, had been trained to understand that certain
“hints meant more than their mere verbal contents.” % o
Technically speaking, the movement within the apparatus of totalitarian
domination derives its mobility from the fact that the leadership constantly
shifts the actual center of power, often to other organizations, but withot
dissolving or even publicly exposing the groups that have thus been deprived
of their power. In the early period of the Nazi regime, immediately after th
Reichstag fire, the SA was the real authority and the party the ostensible one;
power then shifted from the SA to the SS and finally from the SS to the Seé-
curity Service.™ The point is that none of the organs of power was ever de-
prived of its right to pretend that it embodied the will of the Leader.?% But not
only was the will of the Leader so unstable that compared with it the whims of
Oriental despots are a shining example of steadfastness; the consistent and’
ever-changing division between real secret authority and ostensible Open re;
resentation made the actual seat of power a mystery by definition, and this; s
to such an extent that the members of the ruling clique themselves could’ s
never be absolutely sure of their own position in the secret power hierarchy;:
Alfred Rosenberg, for instance, despite his long career in the party and h
impressive accumulation of ostensible power and offices in the party hie
archy, still talked about the creation of a series of Eastern European States:
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a security wall against Moscow at a time when those invested with real
power had already decided that no state structure would succeed the defeat
the Soviet Union and that the population of the Eastern occupied territories
d become definitely stateless and could therefore be exterminated.’® In
B other words, since knowledge of whom to obey and a comparatively perma-
nt settlement of hierarchy would introduce an element of stability which
essentially absent from totalitarian rule, the Nazis constantly disavowed
real authority whenever it had come into the open and created new instances
iof povernment compared with which the former became a shadow govern-
Mment—a game which obviously could go indefinitely. One of the most im-
portant technical differences between the Soviet and the National Socialist
f):ystem is that Stalin, whenever he shifted the power emphasis within his own
movement from one apparatus to another, had the tendency to liquidate the
spparatus together with its staff, while Hitler, in spite of his contemptuous
tomments on people who “are unable to leap across their own shadows,” 37
was perfectly willing to continue using these shadows even though in another
function.

The multiplication of offices was extremely useful for the constant shift-
of power; the longer, moreover, a totalitarian regime stays in power, the
preater becomes the number of offices and the possibility of jobs exclusively
“eiependent upon the movement, since no office is abolished when its author-
ity is liquidated. The Nazi regime started this multiplication with an initial
fito-ordination of all existing associations, societies, and institutions. The
resting thing in this nation-wide manipulation was that co-ordination
did not signify incorporation into the already existing respective party or-
panizations, The result was that up to the end of the regime, there were not
one, but two National Socialist student organizations, two Nazi women's
ﬁrganizalions, two Nazi organizations for university professors, lawyers,
hysicians, and so forth.®® It was by no means sure, however, that in all
eases the original party organization would be more powerful than its co-

o

Purty Comrade vom Rath. . , ." Particularly significant is the end of the report, in
which the supreme party courl quite openly takes exception to these methods: “It s’
unother question whether, in the interest of discipline, the order that is intentjonally:
vaguie, and piven in the expectation that its recipient will recognize the intent of th
order giver and act nccordingly. must not be relegated to the past.” Here, too, ther
were persons who, in Hitler's words, "were unable to leap across their own shadow" and
insisted upon legislative measures, because they did not understand Lhat not the orde
but the will of the Fuchrer wus the supreme law. Here, the difference between th
mentality of the elite formations und the parly agencies is particularly clear,

* Best (op. cit.) puts it this way: “So long as the policc execute this will of th
leadership, they ure acting within the law: il the will of the leadership is transgressed
then not the police, but & member of the police, has committed a violation.” '

' See foatnote 31, .

"*1n 1933, after the Reichstug fire, “SA leaders were more powerful than Gauleite
They also refused obedicnce to Géring.” See Rudolf Diels’s sworn affidavit in Na.
Canspiracy, V, 224; Diels was chief of the political police under Giring.

#* The SA obviously resented its loss of runk and power in the Nazi hierarchy an
tried desperately to keep up appearances. In their maguzines—Der SA-Mann, Da
Archiv, ete—many indications, veiled und unveiled, of this impotent rivalry with th
88 can be found, More interesting is that Hitler still in 1936, when the SA had al
ready lost its power, would assure them in a speech: “AH that you are, you an
through me; and alt that 1 am, | am through you nlone.” See Ernst Bayer, Dije 54
Berlin, 1938, Translation quoted from Nazi Conspiracy, 1V, 782,

M Compare Rosenberg's speech of June, 1941: *[ believe that our political tesk will
onsist of . . . organizing these peoples in certain types of political bodies . . . and
billding them up ugainst Moscow™ with the “Undated Memorandum for the Adminis.
ritien in the Occupied Eastern Territories”: “With the dissolution of the USSR after
er defeut, no body politic is left in the Enstern territories and therefore . . . no
itizenship for their population™ (Trial of the Mujor War Criminaly, Nuremberg,
947, XXVI, p. 616 and 604, respectively).

™ Hitlers Tischpespriiche, Bonn, 1951, p. 213. Usually, Hitler meant some high-
anking Nazi functionaries who had their reservations about murdering all those with-
ut compunctions, whom he described as “human junk [Gesox]” (see p. 248 fi. and
sim).

For the variely of overlapping party organizations, see Rang-und Organisations-
ste der NSDAP, Stuttgart, 1947, and Nezf Conspiraey, 1, 178, which distinguishes four
Mein categories: 1. Gliedernngen der NSDAP, which had existed before its rise to
ower; 2. Angescllossenv Verhiinde dor NSDAP, which comprise those societies which
nd been co-ordinated; 3. Betrente Organisationen der NSDAP: and 4. Weitere national-
ntialistische Orgunisationen. In nearly every catepory, one finds a different students",
amen's, teachers’, and workers' orpanization.
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in Roman history, authority, no matter in what form, always is meant to
testrict or imit freedom, but never to abolish it. Totalitarian domination,
however, aims at abolishing freedom, even at eliminating human spon-
taneity in general, and by no means at a restriction of freedom no matter
how tyrannical, Technically, this absence of any authority or hierarchy
. in the totalitarian system is shown by the fact that between the supreme

If we consider the totalitarian state solely as an ipslmmc;nt of power ang
leave aside questions of administrative efficiency, industrial t:apacn}.gc,i aﬁ
economic productivity, then its shapelessness turns m;t to be .an_llea K
suited instrument for the realization of the so-callcd_ Leader princip e.l
continuous competition between offices, whoselfnnctmns not only ol;fef ag
but which are charged with identical tasks,‘“’_ gives opposition or sa thfh
almost no chance to become effective; a swift change of emphﬁsm_ w lan
relegates one office to the shadow and ele\.:ates another to al;lt onty0 1-c:of
solve all problems without anybody’s becomn-l_g. aware of the ¢ ElfI'lgtt}Bl ‘o
the fact that opposition had existgd,‘ the additional advantggedof tesi rfce
tem being that the opposing office is likely never to learn of its defeat, fee
it is either not abolished at all (as in the case of the N_azn re.arr:;) orE:: L
liquidated much later and without any apparent connection wi t?-; spe ific
matter. This can be done all the more easily since nobody_, .cxceptl 0§ w
initiated, knows the exact relationship between t'hc authorities. Ony' once
a while does the nontotalitarian world catch a ghmpse of thes.e cond;;mrés. as
when a high official abroad confesses that an obscul:e rflerk in the !ll‘;] as:y )
had been his immediate superior. In retrospect it és the?aﬂl:::mthzt g _

: o )
o ostamen, ']toi ﬁgtp}c;a‘:’rt:ir tzcﬁzunrcri:rr:tamli today why at derived directly from Hitler without the intervening levels of a functioning
the ootorosie oF lnSlml]CE,]']lc lAlfred Rosenberg or Hans Frank were bierarchy."® The direct dependence was real and the intervening hierarchy,
o oulgrfzks;ftew;:nsgf:iEar:dethus eliminated from the real center of . certainly of social importance, was an ostensible, spurious imitation of an
;Zn\:f(;:f namely, the Fuehrer’s inner circle. The important thing is tl;?t
they not only did not know the reasons for these maoves, but présuma D)'r :
did not even suspect that such apparently exalted positions as (ci).\:;arn ;
General of Poland or Reichsminister fur_ all Easfer'n ‘temtones id ne
signify the climax but the end of their meonal ?Dc:ahst careers. litaria

The Leader principle does not estab].:sh.a hierarchy in the to allanot
-state any more than it does in the totalitarian movement; authority is o t
filtered down from the top through all inte'rvenmg‘ layers to the bolttom of
the body politic as is the case in authoritanm} regimes. The factlzla riastgn:
is that there is no hierarchy without authority and thﬁt, in s.pm? of the
numerous misunderstandings concerning th.e so-called authon'tanan'ptil
sonality,” the principle of authority is _in a}l important respects d:ar.lzetnc:'i in:
opposed to that of totalitarian domination. Quite apart from its org

** According 1o the testimony of one of his former employees‘(Nm:i Can.r,r;r'rﬂcy, VI
461}, it was “a specinlty of Himmler to give one task to two different ;:-‘eo}[]: T ¢ som
4 in the aforementioned address (see footnote 1{.9) Hans Frunk shu\ve t! aGn e
point he wanted to stabilize the movement, and his num;rous ?o?;lpiaén:zi;b::me?;e;n :
i 3 derstanding of the de o
General of Poland testify to a total lack of un iberat .
ilitari i i poli derstand why the subjected peoplesi
utilitarian tendencies of Nazi policy. He cannot un S i
i i berg, in the eyes of Hitler, wns racial
are not exploited but exterminated. fiusen £, Syes of | s ol
i quere astern
ble because he meant to establish satellile states in tl ) !
:i?;f'::z‘; n:d did not understand that Hitler's population pelicy aimed at depopulati
these territories.

will of the Fuehrer can be embodied everywhere and at all times, and he
himself is not tied to any hierarchy, not even the one he might have estab-
lished himself. Therefore, it is not accurate to say that the movement,
after its seizure of power, founds a multiplicity of principalities in whose
realm each little leader is free to do as he pleases and to imitate the big
kader at the top." The Naz claim that “the party is the order of
fuehrers™ 17 was ap ordinary lie. Just as the infinite multiplication of offices
and confusion of authority leads to a state of affairs in which every citizen
feels himself directly confronted with the will of the Leader, who arbitrarily
chooses the executing organ of his decisions, so the one and a half miilion
“fuehrers" throughout the Third Reich 7 knew very well that their authority

The Leader's absolute monopoly of power and authority is most con-
picuous in the relationship between him and his chief of palice, who in
totalitarian country occupies the most powerful public position. Yé_t ] ;;»,
espite the enormous material and organizational power at his disposal 3
5 the head of a veritable police army and of the elite formations, the :
hief of police apparently is in no position ever to seize power and himself
become the ruler of the country. Thus prior to Hitler's fall, Himmler never
reamed of touching Hitler's clajm to leadership ** and was never proposed

# The notion of a divisien inta “little principalities” which formed “a pyramid of
wer outside the law with the Fuehrer at j1s apex” is Raobert H. Jackson's, See chap-
il of Nazi Conspiracy, 11, | ff, In order to avoid the establishmen: of such an
thoritarian state, Hitler, as early as 1934, issued the following party decree: MThe
m of address *Mein Fuehrer js reserved for the Fuehrer alone. ] herewith forbid
subleaders of the NSDAP (o allow themselves to he addressed as 'Mein Reichs
Iefler,” etc., either in words or jn writing. Rather, the form of address has to be Pg.
f[Party Comrade] . . . or Gauleiler, elc." See Verfiipungen, Anordnungen, Bekannigaben,
}"qp. tit., decree of August 20, 1934, .
40 8ea (he Organisationshuch der NSDAP.,
'See Chart 14 in Vol. VIII of Nuzi Conspiracy.
B All onths in the party as well as the elite formations were taken on the perton
doif Hitler, .
*The first step of Himmier in this direction occurred Jn the fall of 1944, when
ordered on his own initiative that the gas installations in the extermination camps
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Ingeniously effective. They assure not only an absolute power monopoly,
but unparalleled certainty that all commands will always be carried out; the
multiplicity of the transmission belts, the confusion of the hierarchy, secure
dictator's complete independence of all his inferiors and make possible
the swift and surprising changes in policy for which totalitarianism has be-
come famous. The body politic of the country is shock-proof because of jts
shapelessness, -
The reasons why such extraordinary efficiency was never tried before are
s:simple as the device itself. The multiplication of offices destroys all sense
of responsibility and competence: it is not merely a tremendously burden-
ome and unproductive increase of administration, but actually hinders pro-
ductivity because conflicting orders constantly delay real work until the order
ofthe Leader has decided the matter. The fanaticism of the elite cadres, ab-
plutely essential for the functioning of the movement, abolishes systemati-
cally all genuine interest in specific jobs and produces a mentality which
tes every conceivable action as an instrument for something entirely dif-
erent.’” And this mentality is not confined to the elite but gradually per-
ades the entire population, the most intimate details of whose life and
tath depend upon political decisions—that is, upon causes and ulterior
tives which have nothing to do with performance. Constant removal, de-
motion, and promotion make reliable teamwork impossible and' prevent

development of experience. Economically speaking, slave labor is a lux-
ry. which Russia should not be able to afford; in a time of acute .shortage
f technical skill, the camps were filled with “highly qualified engineers
who] compete for the right to do plumbing jobs, repair clocks, electric

to spread this complicity through the population until it has organized the
guilt of the whole people under its domination.™ :

The absence of a ruling clique has made the question of a successor to:
the totalitarian dictator especially baffling and troublesome. It is true that:
this issue has plagued all- usurpers, and it is quite characteristic that none:
of the totalitarian dictators ever tried the old method of establishing 4
dynasty and appointing their sons. Against Hitler's numerous and therefore.
self-defeating appointments stands Stalin's method, which made the su
cession one of the most dangerous honors in the Soviet Union. Under total
tarian conditions, knowledge of the labyrinth of transmission belts equal
supreme power, and every appointed successor who actually comes to know.
what is going on is automatically removed after a certain time. A valid gnd
comparatively permanent appointment would indeed presuppose the exis
ence of a clique whose members would share the Leader's monopoly
knowledge of what is going on, which the Leader must avoid by all means
Hitler once explained this in his own terms to the supreme commanders ¢
the Wehrmacht, who in the midst of the turmeil of war were presumabl
racking their brains over this problem: *“As the ultimate factor I must, i
all modesty, name my own person: irreplaceable. . . . The destiny of th
Reich depends on me alone.”"™ There is no need to look for any irony i
the word modesty; the totalitarian leader, in marked contrast to all formie:
usurpers, despots and tyrants, seems to believe that the guestion of hj
succession is not overly important, that no special qualities or training ar
needed for the job, that the country will eventually obey anybody who hap

v . i3
gzﬁe:zh?:;]; ;}iil:lﬁ%l[gi}:::e E;fist?:g;t?;x:g;ﬁﬂof his death, and that 1 ghting and telephone,” % But then, from a purely utilitarian point of view,

: Lav . . o ussia should not have been able to afford the purges in the thirties that in-
As techniques of government, the totalitarian devices appear simple ant I upted a long-awaited economic reco very, 0? thge physical destruction of
12 Red Army general staff, which led almost to a defeat in the Russian-

nish war. :

«Conditions in Germany were different in degree. In the beginning, the
azis showed a certain tendency to retain technical and administrative skill,
;_a}]ow profits in business, and to dominate economically without too much
terference. At the outbreak of the war Germany was not yet completely

74 Compare the author's comtribution to the discussion of the problem of Germa
guilt: “Organized Guilt,” in Jewish Frontier, January, 1945, .

%% In n speech of MNovember 23, 1939, quoted from Trial of Muajor War Criminal
Vol. 26, p, 332. That this pronouncememt was more than a hysterical nberralip
dictated by chance is sppurent from Himmler's speech (the stenographic transcri
can be found in the archives of the Hoover Library, Himmler File, Folder 332);
the conference of mayors at Posen in March, 1944, Tt says: “What values can 'w

lace onlo the scales of history? The value of our own people. . . . The second;: e . A ; t :
';Du]d ‘ulmost say, cven greater value is the unigue person of our Fuehrer Ado A_lnlﬁltananlzec], and if one accepts preparation for war as a rational motive,
Hitler, . . . who for the first time after two thousand yeurs . . . was sent to {h ust be conceded that until roughly 1942 her economy was allowed to

Germanic race as a preat leader, . . .
A See Mitler's stalements on his question in Hitlers Tischgespriche, pp, ‘2§
and 222 f.: The new Fuehrer would have 1o be elected by a “senate'; the g dl,ll
principle Tor the Fuehrer's election must be that any discussion among the pers

- alities participaling in the election should cesse for the duration of the procesding
Within three hours Wehrmacht, party and afl civil servanis will have to be ne
sworn in. “He had no illusions about the fact that in this election of the suprem
head of the sle there mipght not always be an outstanding Fuehrer personality at-th
helm of the Reich." But this entailed no dangers, “so long as the over-all machine
functions properly.”

7 One of the guiding principles for the S5 formulated by Himmler himself reads:
{o-task exists for its own sake.” See Gunier d'Alguen, Die 58, Geschichte, Aufgabe
1l Ofmmfmrfnu der Seluuzstaffeln der NSDAP, 1939, in Schriften der Hochschule
olitik. o
"See David J. Dallin and Boris 1. Nicolaevsky, Farced Labor in Russia;” 1847, who
50 ‘report that during the war when mabilization hed crented an acute problém ‘of
inpower, the death rate in the labor cemps was about 40 per cent during one Year.
n:gencral, they estimate that the output of a worker in the camps is below 50 per
et of that of a free laborer,







412

good for the German people” was meant only for mass propaganda; N
were told that “Right is what is good for the movement,”*" and these twd
interests did by ro means always coincide. The Nazis did not think that the
Germans were a master race, to whom the world belonged, but that they
should be led by a master race, as should all other nations, and that this
race was only on the point of being born.% Not the Germans were the dawn
of the master race, but the §5.5" The “Germanic world empire,” as Himmler
said, or the “Aryan" world empire, as Hitler would have put it, was in any
event still centuries off.” Fer the “movement™ it was more important to
demonstrate that it was possible to fabricate a race by annihilating other
“races” than to win 2 war with limited aims. What strikes the outside ob
server as a ‘‘piece of prodigious insanity” is nothing but the consequence
of the absolute primacy of the movement not only over the state, but also
over the nation, the people and the positions of power held by the rulers
themselves. The reason why the ingenious devices of totalitarian rule, with
their absolute and unsurpassed concentration of power in the hands of a
single man, were never tried out before, is that no ordinary tyrant was ever
mad enough to discard all limited and local interests—economic, national,
human, military—in favor of a purely fictitious reality in some indefinite
distant future. :

TOTALITARIANISM

the Third International are reprinted verbatim).

“"This change of the official motto can be found in the Orpanisationsbuch der
NSDAP, p. 7. )

U8 See Heiden, op. cit., p. 722.—Hitler stated in a speech of November 23, 1937,

small tribes, tiny countries, states or dynasties . .

to become” (see Hitlers Tischgespriche, p. 445).—In complete harmony with this

those very years was being planned for the fuwure.

whom he told: “We do not expect you to become Germen oul of opportunism. But
we do expect you to subordinate your national ideal 1o the preater racial and historical

through “the most copious breeding" a “racisl soperstratum” which in another
(Himmler's speech at the meeting of the S5 Major Generals at Posen in 1943, in

Nazi Conspiracy, IV, 558 f1.).
7 Himmler, ibid., p. 572.

Since totalitarianism in power remains faithful to the original tenets of -
the movement, the striking similarities between the organizational devices .
of the movement and the so-called totalitarian state are hardly surpsising, -
The division between party members and fellow-travelers organized in front -

W. H. Chamberlin, Blueprint for World Canguest, 1946, where the progrems pf :

before the future political leaders at the Ordensburg Sonthofen: Not “ridiculously -
. but only races [can] function as -
world conquerors. A race, however—at least in the conscious sense—we still have :

by no means accidental phrasing is n decree of August 9, 1941, in which Hitler -
prohibited the further use of the term “German race” because it would lead to the
“sacrifice of the racial idea as such in favor of a mere natiopality principle, and fo -
the destruction of important conceptunl preconditions of our whole racial and folk -
policy”™ (¥erfiigingen, Anordnungen, Bekannigaben). 1t is obvious .that the concept -
of a German ruce would have constituted an impediment to the progressive “selection”
and extermination of undesirable parts smong the German population which in -

" Himmier consequently “very soon formed & Germanic S5 in the various countries”

ideal, to the Germanic Reich" (Heiden, op. cit.). Its future task would be to form

twenty to thirty years would “present the whole of Europe with its leading class”
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rganizations, far from disappearing, leads to the “co-ordination” of the
ole population, who are now organized as sympathizers. The trerqepdous
ncrease in sympathizers is checked by limiting party strength to a privileged
lass” of a few millions and creating a superparty of several hundred thou-
md, the efite formations. Multiplication of offices, duplication of functions,
adaptation of the party-sympathizer relationship to the new conditions
mean simply that the peculiar onion-like structure of the movement, in
which every layer was the front of the next more militant formation, is
tlained. The state machine is transformed into a front organization of sym-~
Enthizing bureaucrats whose function in domestic affairs is to spread con-
ence among the masses of merely co-ordinated citizens and whose foreign
Jiafiairs consist in fooling the outside, nontotalitarian world. The Leader, in
#his dual capacity as chief of the state and leader of the movement, again
mbines in his person the acme of militant ruthlessness and confidence-
Einspiring normality.
" One of the important differences between a totalitarian movement and a
atalitarian state is that the totalitarian dictator can and must practice the to-
ditarian art of lying more consistently and on a larger scale than the_ leader
f 2 movement. This is partly the automatic consequence of swelling the
ranks of fellow-travelers, and is partly due to the fact that unpleasant state-
ments by a statesman are not as easily revoked as thos_e of a demagogic
arty leader. For this purpose, Hitler chose to fall back, without any detqurs,
n the old-fashioned nationalism which he had denounced many times
tbefore his ascent to power; by posing as a violent nationalist, claiming that
iNational Socialism was not an “export commeodity,” he appeased Germans
mnd non-Germans alike and implied that Nazi ambitions would be satisfied
hen the traditional demands of a nationalist German foreign policy—re-
“lun of territories ceded in the Versailles treaties, Anschiuss of Austria, an-
nexation of the German-speaking parts of Bohemia-—were fulfilled. Stalin
kewise reckoned with both Russian public opinion and the non-Russian
orld when he invented his theory of “socialism in one country” and threw
e onus of world revolution on Trotsky.™
Systematic lying to the whole world can be safely carried out only under
¢ conditions of totalitarian rule, where the fictitious quality of everyday
ality makes propaganda largely superfluous. In their prepower stage the
imovements can never afford to hide their true geals to the same degree
—after all, they are meant to inspire mass organizations. P‘:ut, glven.th.e
ossibility to exterminate Jews like bedbugs, namely, by poison gas, it Is
p longer necessary to propagate that Jews are bedbugs;™ given the power
o teach a whole mation the history of the Russian Revolution without men-

7 Deutscher, op. cit., describes Stalin's remarkable “sensibility tu_all those psy-
hological undercurrents . . . of which he set himself up as a mnuthglece" (p. ?92).
“The very name of Trotsky's theory, ‘permanent revolution,’ sounded like an ominous
srning to a tired peneration. . . . Stalin appealed dirgc:ly to the horror of risk and
 uncertainty that had taken possession of many Bolsheviks” {p. 201).

¥ 12Thus Hitler could afford to use the favorite cliché “decent Jew" once he had
ezun to exterminate them, namely, in December, 1941, in the Tischgespriche, p. 346.
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tioning the name of Trotsky, there is no further need for propaganda against
Trotsky. But the use of the methods for carrying out the ideological poals
can be “expected” only from those who are “ideologically utterly firm"—
whether they have acquired such firmness in the Comintern schools or the
special Nazi indectrination centcrs—even if these goals continue to be
publicized. On such occasions it invariably turns out that the mere sym-
pathizers never realize what is happening.™ This leads to the paradox that
“the secret society in broad daylight” is never more conspiratary in char-
acter and methods than after it has been recognized as a full-fledged mem-
ber of the comity of nations. It is only logical that Hitler, prior to his seizure:
of power, resisted all attempts to organize the party and even the elite for-
mations on a conspiratory basis; yet after 1933 he was quite eager to help:
transform the S5 into a kind of secret society.™ Similarly, the Moscow-;
directed Communist parties, in marked contrast to their predecessors, show:
a curious tendency to prefer the conditions of conspiracy even where com
plete legality is possible.”™ The more conspicuous the power of totalitari
anism the more secret become its true goals. To know the ultimate aims of ;
Hitler's rule in Germany, it was much wiser to rely on his propaganda
speeches and Mein Kampf than on the oratory of the Chancellor of the
Third Reich; just as it would have been wiser to distrust Stalin's words:
about “socialism in one country,” invented for the passing purpose of:
seizing power after Lenin's death, and to take more seriously his repeated:
hostility to democratic countries, The totalitarian dictators have proved that
they knew only too well the danger inherent in their pose of normality;:
that is, the danger of a true nationalist policy or of actually building;
socialism in one country. This they try to overcome through a permanen
and consistent discrepancy between reassuring words and the reality o

e, by consciously developing a method of always doing the opposite of
hat they say.” Stalin has carried this art of balance, which demands more
iskill than the ordinary routine of diplomacy, to the point where a modera-
on in foreign policy or the political line of the Comintern is almost invari-
~ably accompanied by radical purges in the Russian party. It was certainly
.- more than coincidence that the Popular Front policy and the drafting of

e comparatively liberal Soviet constitution were accompanied by the
oscow Trials.

Evidence that totalitarian governments aspire to conquer the globe and
- bring all countries on earth under their domination can be found repeatedly
Nazi and Bolshevik literature. Yet these ideological programs, inherited
from pretotalitarian movements (from the supranationalist antisemitic par-

e international concept of revolutionary socialism in the case of the Bol-
eviks) are not decisive. What is decisive is that totalitarian regimes really
-conduct their foreign policy on the consistent assumption that they will even-
ally achieve this ultimate goal, and never lose sight of it no matter how
stant it may appear or how seriously its “ideal” demands may conilict
ith the necessities of the moment. They therefore consider no country as
permanently foreign, but, on the contrary, every country as their potential
territory, Rise to power, the fact that in one country the fictitious world of
the movement has become a tangible reality, creates a relationship to other
‘nations which is similar to the situation of the totalitarian party under non-
fotalitarian rule: the tangible reality of the fiction, backed by internationally
copnized state power, can be exported the same way contempt for parlia-
ent could be imported into a nontotalitarian parliament, In this respect,
the prewar “solution” of the Jewish question was the outstanding export
commodity of Nazi Germany: expulsion of Jews carried an important por-
tion of Nazism into other countries; by forcing Jews to leave the Reich pass-
portless and penniless, the legend of the Wandering Jew was realized, and
by forcing the Jews into uncompromising hostility against them, the Nazis
had created the pretext for taking a passionate interest in all nations’
tfomestic policies.™
* How seriously the Nazis took their conspiratorial fiction, according to
which they were the future rulers of the world, came to light in 1940 when—
despite necessity, and in the face of all their all-too-real chances of winning
over the occupied peoples of Europe—they started their depopulation poli-
ties in the Eastern territories, regardless of loss of manpower and serious
itary consequences, and introduced legislation which with retroactive

™ Hitler, therefore, speaking to members of the Gencral Staff (Blomberg, Fritsch
Raeder) and high-ranking civilians (Meurath, Géring) in November, 1937, coul
- permit himself to siate openly that he needed depopuluted spuce and reject the idei
of conquering alien peoples. That this would automatically result in a policy of ex
terminating such peoples was evidently not realized by any one of his listeners,

™ This began with an order in July, 1934, by which the S5 was elevated to the ran
of an independent organization within the NSDAP, and completed by & top secret de
crec of August, 1938, which declared that the S5 special formations, the Death Hea
Units and the Shock Troops (Verfiigungstruppen) were neither part of the army no
of the police; the Deuth Head Units had “to clear up special tasks of police nature!
and the Shock Troops were “a standing armed unit exclusively at my disposal” (Naz
Conspiracy, 111, 459). Two subsequent decrees of October, 1939, and April, 1940
established special jurisdiction in general matiers for all 85 members (fhid., I1, 184)
From then on all pamphlets issued by the S5 indoctrination office curry such aotation
ag “Solely for use of the palice,” “Nat Tor publicution,” “Exclusively for leaders and
those entrusted with ideological educution.” It would be warth while to compile a;
bibliography of the voluminous secret literuture, which includes a preat many legis . T ! C : ]
lative measures, that was primed during the Nazi ern. Interestingly enough, there theuld not be simply identified with the enormous hick of faithfulness and truthful-
is not a single SA booklet among this type of liternsure, and this is probably th tess which all biographers of Hitler and Stalin report as outstanding traits of their
most conclusive proof that after 1934 the 5A ceased to be un clite formation. ‘ churacter. X . B )

" Compare Franz Borkenau, “Die newe Komintern,” in Der Manat, Berlin, 1349 '”.S.ce the Circular Letter from the Ministry of Foreipn ARairs to all German au-
Heft 4. . lhorities abroad of January, 1939, in Naz/ Conxpiracy, VI, 87 K.

" Instunces are too obvious and 100 numerous to be quoted. This tactic, however,
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prohibitive: it has foregone the great postwar loan from the United States
which would have enabled Russia to reconstruct devastated areas and in-
dustrialize the country in a rational, productive way. The extension of
Comintern governments throughout the Balkans and the occupation of
lorge Fastern territories brought no tangible benefits, but on the contrary
strained Russian resources still further. But this policy certainly served
e interests of the Bolshevik movement, which has spread over almest half
of-the inhabited world. i
~Like a foreign conqueror, the totalitarian dictator regards the natural
aid industrial riches of each country, including his own, as a source of
bot and a means of preparing the next step of aggressive expansion. Since
lhis economy of systematic spoliation is carried out for the sake of the
movement and not of the nation, no people and no territory, as the poten-
inl beneficiary, can possibly set a saturation point to the process. The to-
clulitarian dictator is like a foreign conqueror who comes from nowhere, and
his looting is likely to benefit nobody. Distribution of the spoils is calculated
inot to strengthen the economy of the home country but only as a temporary
nctical maneuver, For economic purposes, the totalitarian regimes are as
mich at home in their countries as the proverbial swarms of locusts. The
act that the totalitarian dictator rules his own country like a foreign con-
zueror makes matters worse because it adds to ruthlessness an efficiency
which is conspicuously lacking in tyrannies in alien surroundings. Stalin's
ar against the Ukraine in the early thirties was twice as effective as the
rribly bloody German invasion and occupation.® This is the reason why
otalitarianism prefers quisling governments to direct rule despite the ob-
ious dangers of such regimes,

force exported part of the Third Reich's penal code into the Western occu
pied countries.™ There was hardly a more effective way of publicizing the
Nazi claim to world rule than punishing as high treason every ntterance o
action against the Third Reich, no matter when, where, or by whom it had
been made. Nazi law treated the whole world as falling potentially under
its jurisdiction, so that the occupying army was no longer an instrument &
conquest that carried with it the new law of the conqueror, but an executive
organ which enforced a law which already supposedly existed for everyon
The assumption that Nazi law was binding beyond the German border
and the punishment of non-Germans were more than mere devices of op:
pression, Totalitarian regimes are not afraid of the logical implications of
world conquest even if they work the other way around and are detrimental
to their own peoples’ interests. Logically, it is indisputable that a plan for
world conquest involves the abolition of differences between the conquering
mother country and the conquered territories, as well as the difference l?e_-
tween foreign and domestic politics, upon which all existing nontotalitarian
institutions and all international intercourse are based. If the totalitarian
conqueror conducts himself everywhere as though he were at home, by the
same token he must treat his own population as though he were a foreign
conqueror.™ And it is perfectly true that the totalitarian movement seizeés
power in much the same sense as a foreign conqueror may occupy a coun-
try which he governs not for its own sake but for the benefit of something
or somebody else. The Nazis behaved like foreign conquerors in Germany.
when, against all national interests, they tried and half succeeded in con-
verting their defeat into a final catastrophe for the whole German people;
similarly in case of victory, they intended to extend their extermination
politics into the ranks of “racially unfit” Germans,®0 ,
A similar attitude seems to have inspired Soviet foreign policy after th

! he trouble with totalitarian regimes is not that they play power poliﬁdé
war. The cost of its aggressiveness to the Russian people themselves -

1.an especially ruthless way, but that behind their politics is hidden an en-
rely new and unprecedented concept of power, just as behind their Real-
olitik lies an entirely new and unprecedented concept of reality. Supreme
isregard for immediate consequences rather than ruthlessness; rootlessness
d neglect of national interests rather than nationalism; contempt for. utilj-
srian motives rather than unconsidered pursuit of self-interest; “idealism,”
e, their unwavering faith in an ideological fictitions world, rather than lust

™ TIn 1940, the Nazi povernment decreed that offenses ranging from high trenson
ageinst the Reich to “mulicious apitatorial utlersnces appinst leading persons of th
Stale or the Nazi Party” shiould be punished with retroactive force in all German:
occupied territories, no matter whether they had been committed by Germans or b
natives of these countries. See Giles, op. vir—For the disastrous consequences of th :
Nazi "Siedlungspolitik™ in Poland nnd the Ukraine, see Trial, op. cit., Vols. XXVI and;
XX,

"™ The term is Kravchenko's, op. cit., p. 303, who, describing conditions in Russ
after the superpurge of 1936-1938, remarks: “Hed a foreign conqueror taken over th
machinery of Soviet life . . . the change could hardly have been more thorough
more cruel.” . .

! Hitler contemplated during the war the introduction of a National Health Bill
“After national X-ruy exsmination, the Fuchrer is to be given a list of sick Persans;;
particularly those with lung and heart diseases, On the basis of the new Reich Health:
Law . ., these families will no longer be able to remnin among the public and can:
no longer be allowed to produce children. What will happen to these families will .bi
the subject of further orders of the Fuehrer.” [t does not need much imagination ¢
guess what these further orders would have been. The number of people no long
allowed “to remain among the public™ would have formed a considerable portion o
the German population (Nazi Conspirucy, V1, 175).

" The 1otal number of Russian dead in four years of war is estimated at between 12
id 21 million. Stalin exterminated in a single year in the Ukraine alone about 8
imillion peaple (estimate). See Communism in Action. U. S. Government, Washington,
1746, House Document No. 754, pp. 140-141.—Unlike the Nazi regime.which kept
tlier accurate accounts on the number of jts victims, there are no reliable figures for :
¢ millions of people who were killed in the Russian system. Nevertheless the fol- i
Wing estimate, quoted by Souvarine, op. cit., p, 669, carries some weight insofar is ;
stems from Waller Krivitsky, who had direct aceess 1o the information  contained
ithe GPU files. According to these figures the census of 1937 in the Soviet Union,
ich Sovict statisticinns had expected to reach 171 million persons, showed that
ere: were actually only 145 millions. This would point to a loss in population of 26 :
llions, a figure which daes not include the losses guoted above. i
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for power—these have all introduced into international politics a new and
more disturbing factor than mere aggressiveness would have been able to do!

Power, as conceived by totalitarianism, lies exclusively in the force pro-
duced through organization. Just as Stalin saw every institution, independent:
of its actual function, only as a “transmission belt connecting the party wi
the people”#* and honestly believed that the most precious treasures of the
Soviet Union were not the riches of its soil or the productive capacity of its;
huge manpower, but the “cadres” of the party 5 (i.e., the police}, so Hitler;
as early as 1929, saw the “great thing” of the movement in the fact that
sixty thousand men “have outwardly become almost a unit, that actually
these members are uniform not only in ideas, but that even the facial e
pression js almost the same. Look at these laughing eyes, this fanatical en:
thusiasm and you will discover . . . how a hundred thousand men in. &
movement become a single type.”® Whatever connection power had in th
minds of Western man with earthly possessions, with wealth, treasures, an
riches, has been dissolved into a kind of dematerialized mechanism whos
every move generates power as friction or galvanic currents generate elec
tricity, The totalitarian division of states into Have and Have-not countrie
is more than a demagogic device; those who make it are actually convinced;
that the power of material possessions is negligible and only stands in th
way of the development of organizational power. To Stalin constant growt
and development of police cadres were incomparably more important th
the oil in Baku, the coal and ore in the Urals, the granaries in the Ukraing)]
or the potential treasures of Siberia—in short the development of Russ
full power arsenal, The same mentality led Blitler to sacrifice all Germany;
to the cadres of the §S; he did not consider the war lost when Germ
cities lay in rubble and industrial capacity was destroyed, but only when
learned that the SS troops were no longer reliable.?® To a man who belie
in organizational omnipotence against all mere material factors, milit 3
or economic, and who, moreover, calculated the eventual victory of -hit
enterprise in centuries, defeat was not military catastrophe or threatensds
starvation of the population, but only the destruction of the elite formaticns;
which were supposed to carry the conspirney for world rule through a liﬁ‘ég
of generations to its eventual end.

The structurelessness of the totalitarian state, its neglect of materialit

rr

nierests, its emancipation from the profit motive, and its nonutilitarian
iltitudes in general have more than anything else contributed to making
tontemporary politics well-nigh unpredictable. The inability of the non-
otalitarian world to grasp a mentality which functions independently of all
cilculable action in terms. of men and material, and is completely indif-
ferent to national interest and the well-being of its people, shows itself in a
nrious dilemma of judgment: those who rightly understand the terrible
efficiency of totalitarian organization and police are likely to overestimate
gghe matertal force of totalitarian countries, while those who understand the
swasteful incompetence of totalitarian economics are likely to underestimate
he power potential which can be created in disregard of all material factors,

u: The Secret Police

glp To vow we know only two authentic forms of totalitarian domination:
& dictatorship of National Socialism after 1938, and the dictatorship of
olshevism since 1930. These forms of domination differ basically from
iher kinds of dictatorial, despotic or tyrannical rule; and even though they
ave developed, with a certain continvity, from party dictatorships, their
ssentially totalitarian features are new and cannot be derived from one-
arty systems. The poal of one-party systems is not only to seize the gov-
mment administration but, by filling all offices with party members, to
chieve a complete amalgamation of state and party, so that afier the
eizure of power the party becomes a kind of propaganda organization for
government. This system is “total” only in a negative sense, namely,
Uthat the ruling party will tolerate no other parties, no opposition and
0:freedom of political opinion. Once a party dictatorship has come to
wer, it leaves the original power relationship between state and party
fict; the government and the army exercise the same power as before,
the “revolution™ consists only in the fact that all government positions
now occupied by parly members, In all these cases the power of the
ity rests on a monopoly guaranteed by the state and the party no longer
ssesses its own power center,

he revolution initiated by the totalitarian movements after they have
ized power is of a considerably more radical nature. From the start, they
msciously strive to maintain the essential differences between state and
ovement and to prevent the “revolutionary™ institutions of the movement
im being absorbed by the government.®s The problem of seizing the state

Hitler frequently commented on the relationship between state and party, and
¥nys emphasized that not the state, but the race, or the “united folk community,"
§.0f primary importance (cf. the afore-quoted speech, reprinted ns annex to the
gespriiche). In his speech at the Nuremberg Parteitag of 1335, he pave this
ry ils most succinct expression: "It is not the state that commands us, but we
command the state.” 1 is self-evident that, in practice, such powers of command
assible only if the institutions of the party remain independent from those of
tode.

® Deutscher, op. cit., p. 256.

“4 B. Sowvarine, op. cil., p. 605, quotes Stalin as saying at the height of terror
1937: "You must reuch the understanding that of ull the precious assets existing in:
world, the most precious and decisive are the cadres." All reports show that in So
Russia the secret police must be regarded as the real elite formation of the party;
Churacteristic for this nature of the police is that since the early twenties NK
agents were “not recruited on a volontary basis,™ but drawn from the ranks o
party. Furthermore, “the NKVD could not be chosen as a career” (see Beck
Godin, op. cit,, p. 160). :

% Quoted from Heiden, op. cit., p. 311,

** According to veports of the lust meeting, Hitler decided 1o commit suicide
he had learned that the SS troops could no longer be trusied, See H. R. Trevor-Rop
The Last Days of Hitler, 1947, pp. 116 .
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requently the secret chiefs of embassies and consulates abroad.*® Its .main
isks consist in forming fifth columns, directing the branches of the move-
ment, influencing the domestic policies of the respective countries, and gen-
rally preparing for the time when the totalitarian ruler—after overthrow
f the government or military victory—can openly feel at home, In other
ords, the international branches of the secret police are the transmission

machine without amalgamating with it is solved by permitting only thosé
party members whose importance for the movement js secondary to riss
in the state hierarchy. All real power is vested in the institutions of ths
movement, and outside the state and military apparatuses, It is inside thé
movement, which remains the center of action of the country, that all dgt:
cisions are made; the official civil services are often not even informed “oft

what is going on, and party members with the ambition to rise to the ran ts which constantly transform the ostensibly foreign policy of the -to-
of ministers have in all cases paid for such “bourgeois™ wishes with the lo ulitarian state into the potentially domestic business of the totalitaria
of their influence on the movement.and of the confidence of its leade pvement, . . o
Totalitarianism in power uses the state as its outward fagade, to repr These functions, however, which the secret police fulfill in order to pre-
sent the country in the nontotalitarian world, As such, the totalitarian stat =ipare the totalitarian utopia of world rule, are secondary to those required
is the logical heir of the totalitarian movement from which it borrows i for the present realization of the totalitarian fiction in one country. The dom-
organizational structure. Totalitarian rulers deal with nontotalitarian gov. nant role of the secret police in the domestic po]:tu:s_ of totall.tanan com}-
ernments in the same way they dealt with parliamentary parties or intra ries has naturally contributed much to the common misconception of totali-

party factions before their rise to power and, though on an enlarged inter. arianism. All despotisms rely heavily on secret services and:feel more
reatened by their own than by any foreign people. However, this-analogy
Etween totalitarianism and despotism holds only for the first stages of:to-
litarian rule, when there is still a political opposition. In this as in other
spects totalitarianism takes advantage of, and gives conscious support to,
ontotalitarian misconceptions, no matter how uncomplimentary they may
. Himmler, in his famous speech to the Reichswehr staff in 1937, ass_umed
e role of an ordinary tyrant when he explained the constant expansion of

fictitious world of the movement (or the totalitarian country) from the im
pact of factuality and of presenting a semblance of normality and commo
sense to the normal outside world, 1

Above the state and behind the facades of ostensible power, in a maze o
multiplied offices, underlying all shifts of authority and in a chaos of ineff
ciency, lies the power nucleus of the country, the superefficient and super:

competent services of the secret police.%% The emphasis on the police as the e police forces by assuming the existence of a “fourth theater in case of
sole organ of power, and the corresponding neglect of the seemingly greates ar, internal Germany.” * Similarly, Stalin at almost the same murr.lent"hatf
power arsenal of the army, which is characteristic of all totalitarian regimes cceeded in convincing the old Bolshevik guard, whose “confessions' he
can still be partially explained by the totalitarian aspiration to world rule eded, of a war threat against the Soviet Union and, consequently, an
and its conscious abolition of the distinction between a foreign country and mergency in which the country must remain united even behind a despot.
4 home country, between foreign and domestic affajrs. The military forees; ¢ most striking aspect of these statements was that both were made after

trained to fight a foreign aggressor, have always been a dubjous instrument all political opposition had been extinguished, that the secret services were
for civil-war purposes; even under totalitarian conditions they find it diffi panded when actually no opponents were left to be spied upon. Whl?n
cult to regard their own people with the eyes of a fareign canqueror,®" More ar came, Himmler neither needed nor used his S8 troops in Gegmany__, it-
important in this respect, however, is that their value becomes dubious even If, except for the running of concentration camps and policing of foreign
in time of war, Since the totalitarian ruler conducts his policies on the as: slave labor; the bulk of the armed SS served at the Eastern front where they
sumption of an eventual world government, he treats the victims of his ag-: re used for “special assignments”—usually mass murdf.-.l_-—and the en-
gression as though they were rebels, guilty of high treason, and consequently reement of policy which frequently ran counter to the military as well as
prefers to rule occupied territaries with police, and not with military force e Nazi civilian hierarchy. Like the secret police of the Soviet Union, the
88 formations uswally arrived after the military forces had Pamﬁqd the con-
Ejuered territory and had dealt with outright political opposition. )
In the first stages of a totalitarian regime, however, the secret police and
the party’s elite formations still play a role similar to that in other forms‘of
tatorship and the well-known terror regimes of the past; and thg excessive
E@elw of their methods is unparalleled only in the hlstory_:pf modern

spy service with branches in various countries, Later its agents receive more:
money and authority than the regular military intelligence service and a

"0 Otta Gauweiler, Rechiseinrichtungen und Rechtsaufguben der Beweging, 1939
Notes expressly that Himmler's special position oy Reichsfuehrer-SS and head of the:
German police rested on the fact that the police administration had achieved "5 gentin
unity of party and state” which was not even atiempted anywhere else in the po
ernment. -

87 During the peasant revalts of the twenties in Russia, Voroshilav allegedly refuse
the support of the Red Army; this led 1o the introduction of special divisions of th
GPU for punitive expeditions. Sep Ciliga, op. cit., p. 95.

®In 1935, the Gestapo agents nbroad received 20 million marks while_-t}_:e‘ regular
tspionage service of the Reichswehr had to get along with a budget of 8 mllllon. Sg_e
rie Dehillotte, Gestapo, Paris, 1940, p. 11, :
49 8ee Nazi Conspiracy, 1V, 616 F.
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Western countries. The first stage of ferreting out secret enemies and hunting
dawn former opponents is usually combined with drafting the entire popula-
tion into front organizations and re-educating old party members for volun::
tary espionage services, 5o that the rather dubious sympathies of the drafte
sympathizers need not worry the specially trained cadres of the police. It is:
during this stage that a neighbor gradually becomes a more dangerous enem !
to ane who happens to harbor “dangerous thoughts™ than are the officialiy’
appointed police agents. The end of the first stage comes with the liquidatio
of open and secret resistance in any organized form; it can be set at about:
1935 in Germany and approximately 1930 in Soviet Russia.

Only after the extermination of real enemies has been completed and.th
hunt for “objective enemies” begun does terror become the actual conten
of totalitarian regimes. Under the pretext of building socialism in one coun
try, or using a given territory as a laboratory for a revolutionary experiment
or realizing the Volksgemeinschaft, the second claim of totalitarianism
the claim to total domination, is carried out. And although theoreticall
total domination is possible only under the conditions of world rule, the to
talitarjan regimes have proved that this part of the totalitarian utopia ca
be realized almost to perfection, because it is temporarily independent o
defeat or victory. Thus Hitler could rejoice even in the midst of military
setbacks over the extermination of Jews and the establishment of death fac
tories; no matter what the final outcome, without the war it would neve
have been possible “to burn the bridges” and to realize some of the goals
of the totalitarian movement.®®

The elite formations of the Nazi movement and the *cadres” of the Bol:
shevik movement serve the goal of total domination rather than the security
of the regime in power. Just as the totalitarian claim to world rule is only
in appearance the same as jmperialist expansion, so the ¢laim to total dom:
ination only seems familiar to the student of despotism. If the chief differ-
ence between totalitarian and imperialist expansion is that the former
recognizes no difference between a home and a foreign country, then the
chief difference between a despotic and a totalitarian secret police is that the
latter does not hunt secret thoughts and does not use the old method of
secret services, the method of provocation,”

Since the totalitarian secret police begins its career after the pacification
of the country, it always appears entirely superfiuous to all outside observers
—or, on the contrary, misleads them into thinking that there is some secr t

-resistance. The superfluousness of secret services is nothing new; they
ave always been haunted by the need to prove their usefulness and keep
their jobs after their original task had been completed. The methods used
for this purpose have made the study of the history of revolutions a rather
difficult enterprise, 1t appears, for example, that there was not a single anti-
overnment action under the reign of Louis Napoleon which had not been
nspired by the police itself. Similarly, the role of secret agents in all revolu-
onary parties in Czarist Russia strongly suggests that without their “inspir-
ing” provaocative actions the course of the Russian revolutionary movement
~would have been far less successful.™ Provocation, in other words, helped as
-much to maintain the continuity of tradition as it did to disrupt time and
gain the organization of the revolution.

This dubious role of provocation might have been one reason why the
talitarian rulers discarded it. Provocation, moreover, is clearly necessary
only on the assumption that suspicion is not sufficient for arrest and punish-
ment. Mone of the totalitarian rulers, of course, ever dreamed of conditions
in which he would have to resort to provocation in order to trap somebody
he thought to be an enemy. More important than these technical considera-
tions is the fact that totalitarianism defined its enemics ideologically before
it seized power, so that categories of the “suspects” were not established
through police information, Thus the Jews in Nazi Germany or the de-
scendants of the former ruling classes in Soviet Russia were not really sus-
pected of any hostile action; they had been declared “‘objective” enemies
of the regime in accordance with its ideology.

The chief difference between the despotic and the totalitarian secret police
lies in the difference between the “suspect” and the “objective enemy.” The
latter is defined by the palicy of the government and not by his own desire to
overthrow it.™ He is never an individual whose dangerous thoughts must be

™ Interesting in this respect are the attempts made by Nuzi civil servents in Germany
lo reduce the competence and the personnel of the Gestapo on the ground that Nazifi-
cation of the vountry had been achieved, so that Himmler, who on the contrary
wenled {o expand the secret services at this moment (around 1934), had to exagperate
;hc danger coming from the “internal enemies.” See Nozf Conspiracy, 11, 259; V, 205;
I, 547.
™ See Gallier-Boissigre, Mysteries of the Frenel Secret Police, 1938, p. 234,
" It seems, after all, no uccident thal the foundution of the Okhrana in [BRO
ishered in o period of unsurpassed revolutionary activities in Russia. In order to prave
its usefulness, it hud accesionally to orpanize murders, and its agents “served despite
themselves the ideas of those whom they demounced. . . . If a pamphlet was distrib-
uted by a police apent or if the execution of o minister wus orgenized by on Azev—
the result was the sume™ (M. Luporte, op. vit,, p. 25). The more important executions
margover seem [0 have been police jobs—Stolypin snd von Plehve. Decisive for the
revolutionary tradition was the fact that in times of calm the police agents had to
“stir up anew the energies and stimulnte the zeal” of the revolutionaries (ibid., p. 71).

See also Bertram D. Wolle, Three Who Made A Revolution: Lenin, Trotsky, Stalin,
1948, who calls this phenomenon “Police Socialism.”
. ™ Hans Frank, who later became Governor General of Poland, made a typical dif-
ferentintion between a person “dungerous to the State” snd a person who is “hostile
to the State.,” The former implies an objective quality which is independent of will

" See note &2.

" Muurice Laporte, Histoire de 'Okhranyg, Paris, 1935, rightly called the method: ofi
provocation “the foundation stone™ of the secret palice {p. 19). A

In Soviet Russia, provocation, far from being the secret weapon of the secret police;
has been used as the widely propagandized public method of the regime to pauge t
temper of public opinion. The reluctiance of the population to avail itself of the peri
cally recurring invitations to criticize or react to “liberal” interludes in the terr
regime shows that such gestures are understood s provocation on a mass scale. Provi
cation has indeed become the totalitarian version of public opinion polls. :

=
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The task of the totalitarian palice is not to discover crimes, but to be on .

hand when the government decides to arrest a certain category of the popu-
lation. Their chief political distinction is that they alone are in the con-
fidence of the highest authority and know which political . line will be
enforced. This does not apply only to matters of high policy, such as the liqui-

dation of a whole class or ethnic group {only the cadres of the GPU knew :

the actual goal of the Soviet government in the early thirties and only the
55 formations knew that the Jews were to be exterminated in the early
forties); the point about everyday life under totalitarian conditions is that
only the agents of the NKVD in an industrial enterprise are informed of
what Moscow wants when it orders, for instance, a speed-up in the fabrica-
tion of pipes—whether it simply wants more pipes, or to ruin the director of
the factory, or to liquidate the whole management, or to abolish this par-
ticular factory, or, finally, to have this order repeated all over the nation so
that a new purge can begin,

One of the reasons for the duplication of secret services whose apents

are unknown to each other is that total domination needs the most extreme.

flexibility: to use our example, Moscow may not yet know, when it gives its
order for pipes, whether it wants pipes—which are always needed—or a
purge. Multiplication of secret services makes last-minute changes pos-
sible, so that one branch may be preparing to bestow the Order of Lenin
on the director of the factory while another makes arrangements for his ar-

rest. The efficiency of the police consists in the fact that such contradictory.

assignments can be prepared simultaneously.

Under totalitarian, as under other regimes, the secret police has a mo-
nopoly on certain vital information, But the kind of knowledge that can be
possessed only by the police has undergone an important change: the police
are no longer concerned with knowing what is poing on in the heads of future
victims (most of the time they ignore who these victims will be}, and the
police have become the trustees of the greatest state secrets. This automati-
cally means a great improvement in prestige and position, even though it is
accompanied by a definite loss of real power. The secret services no longer

know anything that the Leader does not know better; in terms of power,

they have sunk to the level of the executioner.
From a legal point of view, even more interesting than the change from

the suspect to the objective enemy is the totalitarian replacement of the-
suspected offense by the possible crime. The possible crime is no more sub- .
jective than the objective enemy. While the suspect is arrested because he is:

thought to be capable of committing a crime that more or less fits his per-
sonality (or his suspected personality),'® the totalitarian version of the

et Typicul of the concept of the suspect is the following story related by C. Pobye-

donostzey in L'Amocrutie Russe: Mémoires paolitiques, correspondunce officiele et
. 1881-1894, Paris, 1927: General Cherevin of the Okhrana is.
usked, because the opposing party has hired a Jewish lnwyer, 10 intervene in favor of.
a Iady who is about to lose a lawsuit. Says the General: *The same night I ordered’

documents inddits . .

the arrest of this cursed Jew and held him as a so-ealled politically suspect person.
... After all, could I treat in the same manner friends and a dirty Jew who may
be innocent todny but who was guilty yesterdny or will be puilty tomorrow?"
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possible crime is based on the logical anticipation of objective developments,
The Moscow Trials of the old Bolshevik guard and the chiefs of the Red
Army were classic examples of punishment for possible crimes. Behind the
-fantastic, fabricated charges one can easily detect the following logical cal-
culation: developments in the Soviet Union might lead to a crisis, a crisis
“might lead to the overthrow of Stalin’s dictatorship, this might weaken the
country's military force and possibly bring about a situation in which the
-new government would have to sign a truce or even conclude an alliance
with Hitler. Whereupon Stalin proceeded to declare that a plot for the over-
throw of the government and a conspiracy with Hitler existed.'®® Apgainst
these “objective,” though entirely improbable, possibilities stood only “sub-
jective” factors, such as the trustworthiness of the accused, their fatigue,
-their inability to understand what was going on, their firm conviction that
:without Stalin everything would be lost, their sincere hatred of Fascism—
that is, a number of factual details which naturally lacked the consistency of
e fictitious, logical, possible crime. Totalitarianism's central assumption
at everything is possible thus leads through consistent elimination of all
ctual restraints to the absurd and terrible consequence that every crime the
‘mlers can conceive of must be punished, regardless of whether or not it has
‘heen committed. The possible crime, like the objective enemy, is of course
‘beyond the competence of the police, who can neither discover, invent, nor
‘provoke it. Here again the secret services depend entirely upon the political
-authorities. Their independence as a state within the state is gone.

Only in one respect does the totalitarian secret police still resemble closely
the secret services of nontotalitarian countries, The secret police has tradi-
tionally, f.e., since Fouché, profited from its victims and has augmented the
«official state-authorized budget from certain unorthodox sources simply by
-ssuming a position of partnership in activities it was supposed to suppress,
stich as gambling and prostitution.'® These illegal methods of financing itself,
-ranging from friendly acceptance of bribes to outright blackmail, were a
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193 The charpes in the Moscow Trials “were based . . . on u grotesguely brutalized
umd distorting anticipation of possible developments. [Stalin's] rcusoning probably
developed afonp the following lines: they may want to overthrow me in a crisis—I
shall charge them with having made the atlempt. . . . A change of government may
‘wenken Russia’s fighting capacity: and if they succeed, they may be compelled to sign
o truce with Hitler, and perhaps even agree to a cession of territory, . . . | shall ac-
reuse them af having entered already into a tfreacherous allinnce with Germany and
rceded Soviet territory.” This is I. Deutscher’s brilliunt explanation of the Moscow
Trials, ap. cit., p. 377,

- A good example of the Nazi version of the possible crime can be found in Hans
:Frank, op. cit.: "A complete catalogue of attempls ‘dangerous to the State' ean never
be drawn up because it can never be foreseen what may endanger the leadership and
the :):eople some time in the future.” {Translation quoted from Nuazi Conspiracy, TV,
1, .

"3 The criminal methods of the secret police are of course no monopoly of the
Franch tradition. In Austria, for example, the feured political police under Maria
Theresn was organized by Kounitz from the cadres of the so-called “chastity com-
ssurs” who used to live by blackmail. See Moritz Bermann, Marin Theresiv und
Kaixer Joseph Il, Vienna-Leipzig, 1881. I owe this reference to Robert Pick,
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prominent factor in freeing the secret services from the public authorities
- and strengthened their position as a state within the state, It s curious to
see that the financing of police activities with income from its victims has
survived all other changes. In Soviet Russia, the NKVD is almost entirely
dependent upon the exploitation of slave labor which, indeed, seems to
yield no other profit and to serve no other purpose but the financing of the
huge secret apparatus.’® Himmler first financed his S§ troops, who were the
cadres of the Nazi secret police, through the confiscation of Jewish property; -
he then concluded an agreement with Darré, the Minister of Agriculture, by
which Himmler received the several hundred million marks which Darré -
earned annually by buying agricultural commodities cheaply abroad and
selling them at fixed prices in Germany.™ This source of regular income-
disappeared of course during the war; Albert Speer, the successor of Todt
and the greatest employer of manpower in Germany after 1942, proposed
a similar deal to Himmler in 1942; if Himmler agreed to release from SS
authority the imported slave laborers whose work had been remarkably
inefficient, the Speer organization would give him a certain percentage of -
the profits for the 55."" To such more or less repular sources of income, -
Himmler added the old blackmail methods of secret services in times of
financial crisis: in their communities SS units formed groups of “Friends
of the S5” who had to “volunteer” the necessary funds for the needs of the
local SS men.'"" (It is noteworthy that in its various financial operations the
‘Nazi secret police did not exploit its prisoners. Except in the last years of -
the war, when the use of human material in the concentration camps was
no longer determined by Himmler alone, work in the camps “had no ra-
tional purpose except that of increasing the burden and torture of the
unfortunate prisoners.” 1"#)
However, these financial irregularities are the sole, and not very im-
portant, traces of the secret police tradition. They are possible because of

e general contempt of totalitarian regimes for economic and financial
i matters, so that methods which under normal conditions would be illegal,
nd would distinguish the secret police from other more respectable de-
:partments of the administration, no longer indicate that we are dealing here
twith a department which enjoys independence, is not controlled by other. au-
prities, lives in an atmosphere of irregularity, nonrespectability, and inse-
rourity, The position of the totalitarian secret police, on the contrary, has
ibeen completely stabilized, and its services are wholly integrated in the ad-
inistration. Not only is the organization nor beyond the pale of thie law,
ut, rather, it is the embodiment of the law, and its respectability is above
spicion, It no longer organizes murders on its own initiative, no Jonger
rovokes offenses against state and society, and it sternly proceeds against
| forms of bribery, blackmail and irregular financial gains. The moral lec-
re, coupled with very tangible threats, that Himmler could permit himself
¢io deliver to his men in the middle of the war—"We had the moral right
.. . to wipe out this {Jewish] people bent on wiping us out, but we do
ot have the right to enrich ourselves in any manner whatsoever, be it by
-1 fur coat, a watch, a single mark, or a cigarette™ ".strikes a note that
ome would look for in vain in the history of the secret police. If it still is
-woncerned with “dangerous thoughts,” they are hardly ones which the sus-
-pected persons know to be dangerous; the regimentation of all intellectual
‘and artistic life demands a constant re-establishment and revision of stand-
ds which naturally is accompanied by repeated eliminations of intellectuals
whose “dangerous thoughts™ usually consist in certain ideas that were still
:entirely orthodox the day before. While, therefore, its police function in
the accepted meaning of the word has become superfluous, the economic
nction of the secret police, sometimes thought to have replaced the first,
even more dubious. It is undeniable, to be sure, that the NKVD periodi-
lly rounds up a percentape of the Soviet population and sends them into
mps which are known under the flattering misnomer of forced-labor
‘eamps; 110 yet although it is quite possible that this is the Soviet Union's

"M That the huge police organization is paid with profits from slave labor is cer
tain; surprising is that the police budget seems not even entirely covered by it; Krav-
chenko, ap. cir., mentions special taxes, imposed by the NKVD on convicted citizens
who continue to live and work in freedom.

8 See Fritz Thyssen, J Paid Hitler, London, 1941,

' See Nazi Conspiracy, 1, 916-917.—The economic activity of the S8 was con-
solidated in a central office for economic and rdministrative affairs. To the Treasury
and Internal Revenue, the S5 declared its finuncinl assets as “party property esrmarked
for special purposes” (letter of May 5, 1943, quoted from M. Wolfson, Uebersichr
der Gliederung verhrecherischer Nazi-Orpanisutionen, Omgas, December, 1947),

'%7 See Kohn-Bramstedt, op. ¢it., p. 112.—The blackmail motive is clearly revealed
if we consider that this kind of fund-raising was alwnys organized by local 88 units
in the localities where they were stationed. See Der Weg der S5, issued by the §8-
Houprwme-Schalungsamt (undated), p. 14.

U fhid., p. 124.—Certain compromises in this respect were made for thase require--
ments pertaining to the maintenance of the camps and the personal needs of the S5.-
See Wolfson, up. eil,, letter of September 19, 1941, from Oswald Pohl, head of the
WVYH (Wirtschafis-ind  Verwaltungs-Hauptamt) o the Reichskommissar for price’
control. it seems that all these economic activities in the concentration camps devel--
oped only during the war and under the pressure of scute labor shortage,

. ' Himmler's speech of October, 1943, at Posen, laternational Military Trials,
Nuremberg, 1943-46, Vol. 29, p. 146,

1"0“Bek Bulat (the pen name of u former Soviet professor) has been able to study
documents of the North Caucasinn NKVD. From these dotuments. it was obvious
that in June, §937, when the preat purge was al its spex, the povernment prescribed
fhe local NKVDs to have a certain percentage of the population arrested. . . . The
pereentage varied from one province 1o the other, reaching 5 per cent in the least
‘loysl areas. The sverage for the whole of the Soviet Union was about 3 per cent.”
Reported by David J. Dallin in The New Leader, January 8, 1949.—Beck and Godin,
op. ¢il., p. 239, arrive at a slightly divergent and quite plausible assumption, accord-
.ing to which "arrests were planned as follows; The NKVD files covered practically
¢ whole population, and everyone was classified in a category. Thus siatistics were
ailable in every town showing how many former Whites, members of opposing par-
es, elc., were living in them. All incriminating material collected . . . and gathered
m prisoners’ confessions was also entered in the files, and each person's card was
nrked to show how dangerous he was considered; this depending on the amount of
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identity of his victim from the memory of the surviving world. The operation
of the secret police, on the contrary, miraculously sees to it that the vic-
im never existed at all,

was terrible enough and since time immemorial has invariably led to torture
and the most abominable cruelties. There was only one thing in its favor:
it asked for the impossible. The modern dream of the totalitarian police;
with its modern techniques, is incomparably more terrible. Now the palice
dreams that one look at the gigantic map on the office wall should suffice

. . . . The connection between secret police : ieties i ious.
at any given moment to establish who is related to whom and in what n secret police and secret societies is obvious. The

establishment of the former always needed and used the argument of dangers
arising from the existence of the latter. The totalitarian secret police is the
first in history which neither needs nor uses these old-fashioned pretexts of
all tyrants. The anonymity of its victims, who cannot be called enemies of
the regime and whose identity is unknown to the persecutors until the arbi-
trary decision of the government eliminates them from the world of the
living and exterminates their memory from the world of the dead, is beyond
all secrecy, beyond the strictest silence, beyond the greatest mastery of
double life that the discipline of conspiratory societies used to impose upon
their members.

The totalitarian movements which, during their rise to power, imitate cer-
1in organizational features of secret societies and yet establish themselves
n broad daylight, create a true secret society only after their ascendancy to
rule. The secret society of totalitarian regimes is the secret police; the only
trictly guarded secret in a totalitarian country, the only esoteric knowledge
that exists, concerns the operations of the police and the conditions in the
oncentration camps.'?®® Of course the population at large and the party
members specifically know all the general facts—that concentration camps
- exist, that people disappear, that innocent persons are arrested; at the same
ime, every person in a totalitarian country knows also that it is the great-
st crime ever to talk about these “secrets,” Inasmuch as man depends for
is knowledge upon the affirmation and comprehension of his fellow-men,
his generally shared but individually guarded, this never-communicated jn.
ormation loses its quality of reality and assumes the nature of a mere
7 nightmare, Only those who are in possession of the strictly esoteric knowl-
i-edge concerning the eventual new categories of undesirables and the opera-
onal methods of the cadres are in a position to communicate with each
ther about what actually constitutes the reality for all. They alone are in a
osition to believe in what they know to be true. This is their secret, and
order to guard this secret they are established as a secret organization.
hey remain members even if this secret organization arresis them, forees
em to make confessions, and finally liquidates them. So long as they
ard the secret they belong to the elite, and as a rule they do not betray
even when they are in the prisons and concentration camps.t**

We already have noted that one of the many paradoxes that offend the

degree of intimacy; and, theoretically, this dream is not unrealizable a_f
though its technical execution is bound to be somewhat difficult. If thlS:
map really did exist, not even memory would stand in the way of lha_’
totalitarian claim to domination; such a map might make it possible to
obliterate people without any traces, as if they had never existed at all,
If the reports of arrested NKVD agents can be trusted, the R'uss!
secret police has come uncomfortably close to this ideal of totalitarian
rule. The police has secret dossiers about each inhabitant of the vast
country, carefully listing the many relationships that exist between people;;
from chance acquaintances to genuine friendship to family rcIatlon§; for
it is only to discover these relationships that the defendants, whose “crime
have anyway been established “objectively” prior to their arrest, are que
tioned so closely. Finally, as for the gift of memory so dangerous
totalitarian rule, foreign observers feel that “if it is true that elephan
never forget, Russians seem to us to be the very opposite of elephapts. ‘i
Soviet Russian psychology seems to make forgetfulness really possible.”?
How important to the total-domination apparatus this complete disa
pearance of its victims is can be seen in those instances where, fo;: on
reason or another, the regime was confronted with the memory of survivor
During the war, one SS commandant made the terrible mistake of infoqn
ing a French woman of her husband’s death in a German concentratig
camp; this slip caused a small avalanche of orders and instructions to al
camp commandants, warning them that under no circumstances was in
formation ever to be given to the outside world.’*® The point is that, as fa
as the French widow was concerned, her husband had supposedly ceased.|
live at the moment of his arrest, or rather had ceased ever to have live
Similarly, the Soviet police officers, accustomed to this system since thel
birth, could only stare in amazement at those people in ocqupte_d Polan
who tried desperately to find out what had happened to their friends a |
relatives under arrest,11?
In totalitarian countries all places of detention ruled by the police an
made to be veritable holes of oblivion into which people stumble by agc,’
dent and without leaving behind them such ordinary traces of former exi
ence as a body and a grave. Compared with this newest inyg:ntion for' d9
away with people, the old-fashioned method of murder, political or crimi
is inefficient indeed. The murderer leaves behind him a corpse, and althnugh
he tries to efface the traces of his own identity, he has no power to erase th

Y8 “There was little in the SS that was nol secret. The greatest secret was the prac-
es in the concentration camps. Not even members of the Gestapo were admitted
» . to the camps without a special permit" (Eugen Kogon, Der S$-Staat, Munich,
Y17 Beck and Godin, op, cit., pp. 234 and 127. _1946, p. 297).

U6 Qee Nazi Conspiracy, VI, 84 ff, . 1% Beck and Godin, ap. cit., p. 169, report how the arrested NKVD officials “took
19 The Dark Side of the Moon. ' ) the preatest care never to reveal any NKVD secrets.”
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their eyes and ears in the face of the monstrous, just as the mass men did
it trust theirs in the face of a normal reality in which no place was left
them.'™ The reason why the totalitarian regimes can get so far toward
ralizing a fictitious, topsy-turvy world is that the outside nontotalitarian
orld, which always comprises a great part of the population of the total-
E}ﬂanan country itself, indulges also in wishful thinking and shirks reality
in the face of real insanity just as much as the masses do in the face of the
rmal world. This common-sense disinclination to believe the monstrous is
tonstantly strengthened by the totalitarian ruler himself, who makes sure
hat no reliable statistics, no controllable facts and figures are ever pub-
ished, so that there are only subjective, uncontrollable, and unreliable re-
Riports about the places of the living dead.
ecause of this policy, the results of the totalitarian experiment are only
ially known. Although we have enough reports from concentration
ps to assess the possibilities of total domination and to catch a glimpse
the abyss of the “possible,” we do not know the extent of character
tmnsformation under a totalitarian regime. We know even less how many of
#he normal people around us would be willing to accept the totalitarian way
ife—that is, to pay the price of a considerably shorter life for the assured
llment of all their career dreams. It is easy to realize the extent to which
glitarian propaganda and even some totalitarian institutions answer the
ds of the new homeless masses, but it iz almost impossible to know
ow many of them, if they are further cxposed to a constant threat of un-
mployment, will gladly acquiesce to a “population policy™ that consists of
gular elimination of surplus people, and how many, once they have fully
masped their growing incapacity to bear the burdens of modern life, will
feladly conform to a system that, together with spontaneity, eliminates re-
nsibility.
n other words, while we know the operation and the specific function of
llie-totalitarian secret police, we do not know how well or to what an extent
the “secret” of this secret society corresponds to the secret desires and the
ecret complicities of the masses in our time.

common sense of the nontotalitarian world is the seemingly irrational vse
which totalitarianism makes of conspiratory methods, The totalitarian move-
ments, apparently persecuted by the police, very sparingly use methods of
conspiracy for the overthrow of the government in their struggle for power;
whereas totalitarianism in power, after it has been recognized by all governs
ments and seemingly outgrown its revolutionary stage, develops a true se-
cret police as the nucleus of its government and power. It seems that offi-
cial recognition is felt to be a greater menace to the conspiracy content of
the totalitarian movement, a menace of interior disintegration, than the half-
hearted police measures of nontotalitarian regimes.

The truth of the matier is that totalitarian leaders, though they are con-
vinced that they must follow consistently the fiction and the rules of the fic
tious world which were laid down during their struggle for power, discov
only gradually the full implications of this fictitious world and its rules. Their
faith in human ommpatence, their conviction that everything can be do
through organization, carries them into experiments which human imaginas
tions may have outlined but human activity certainly never realized. Their
hideous discoveries in the realm of the possible are inspired by an 1deo]og1cal
scientificality which has proved to be less controlled by reason and Tess
willing to recognize factuality than the wildest fantasies of prescientific a
prephilosophical speculation. They establish the secret society which n
no longer operates in broad daylipht, the society of the secret police or
political soldier or the ideologically trained fighter, in order to be able
carry out the indecent experimental inquiry into what is possible.

The totalitarian conspiracy apgainst the nontotalitarian world, on {]
other hand, its claim to world domination, remains as open and unguarde
under conditions of totalitarian rule as in the totalitarian movements. It s
practically impressed upon the co-ordinated population of “sympathize
in the form of a supposed conspiracy of the whole world against their own
country, The totalitarian dichotomy is propagated by making it a duty for
every national abroad to report home as though he were a secret agent, a
by treating every foreigner as a spy for his home government.* It is for
practical realization of this dichotomy rather than because of specific secrets,

_military and other, that iron curtains separate the inhabitants of a totalitarian
country from the rest of the world, Their real secret, the concentrati
camps, those laboratories in the experiment of total domination, is s]-m:]de:di
by the totalitarian regimes from the eyes of their own people as well as from
all others.

For a considerable length of time the normality of the normal world 1§
the most efficient protection against disclosure of totalitarian mass crimes;
“Normal men don’t know that everything is possible,”'** refuse to beheve

nt:  Total Domination

é'ma CONCENTRATION and extermination camps of totalitarian regimes serve
the laboratories in which the fundamental belief of totalitarianism that
verything is possible is being verified. Compared with this, all other ex-
riments are secondary in importance—including those in the field of

" The Npzis were weil aware of the protective wall of incredulity which surrounded
lheir enterprise, A secret report to Rosenberg about the mossacre of 5,000 Jews in
%43 states explicitly: “lmagine only that these occurrences would become known to
ibe: other side and exploited by them. Most likely such propapanda would have no
el unIy because people who hear and read about it simply would not be ready to
believe it" (Nazi Conspiracy, 1, 1001).

122 Typical is the following dialopue reported in Dark Side of the Moon: “To an ad
mission that one had ever been outside Poland the next question invariably was; 'And
for whom were you spying? . . . One man . . . asked: ‘But you too have forzigm
visitars. Do you suppose lhey are all spies? The answer was: ‘What do you thmk?
Do you imagine we are so naive as not to be perfectly aware of it?”™

120 David Rousset, The Other Kingdom, New York, 1947.
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medicine whose horrors are recorded in detail in the trials against the
physicians of the Third Reich—although it is characteristic that these labora-
tories were used for experiments of every kind.

Total domination, which strives to organize the infinite plurality and

differentiation of human beings as if all of humanity were just one individual,
is possible only if each and every person can be reduced to a never-
changing identity of reactions, so that each of these bundles of reactions can:
be exchanged at random for any other, The problem is to fabricate some-
thing that does not exist, namely, a kind of human species resembling other:
animal species whose only “freedom™ would consist in “preserving the:
Totalitarian domimation attempts to achieve this goal both:
through ideclogical indoctrination of the elite formations and through ab-
solute terror in the camps; and the atrocities for which the elite formations:

IR

SPECIGS.

are ruthlessly used become, as it were, the practlcal application of the;
ideological indoctrination—the testing ground in which the latter must.
prove itseli—while the appalling spectacle of the camps themselves is sup:
posed to furnish the “theoretical” verification of the ideology.

The camps are meant not only to exterminate people and degrade human
beings, but also serve the ghastly experiment of eliminating, under scien-
tifically controlled conditions, spontaneity itself as an expression of human.

behavior and of transforming the human personality into a mere thing, into:
something that even animals are not; for Pavlov's dog, which, as we know,,

was trained to eat not when it was hungry but when a bell rang, was a per-
verted animal.

Under normal circumstances this can never be accumplished because’

spontaneity can never be entirely eliminated insofar as it is connected not.

only with human freedom but with life itself, in the sense of simply keepmg

alive. It is only in the concentration camps that such an experiment is
all possible, and therefore they are not only “la société la plus totalitaire;

encore réalisée” (David Rousset) but the guiding social ideal of total

domination in general. Just as the stability of the totalitarian regime depends,
on the isolation of the fictitious world of the movement from the outsid
world, so the experiment of total domination in the concentration camp
depends on sealmg off the latter apgainst the world of all others, the worl
of the living in general, even against the outside world of a country und
totalitarian rule. This isolation explains the peculiar unreality and lack
credibility that characterize all reports from the concentration camps an
constitute one of the main difficulties for the true understanding of total
tarian domination, which stands or falls with the existence of these conce

tration and extermination camps; for, unlikely as it may sound, these campg;

are the true central institution of totalitarian organizational power.

133 n the Tischgesprilche, Hitler mentions several times that he “[strives] fi
condition in which each individual knows that he lives and dies for the preservafi
of his species” (p. 349). See also p. 347: “A fly luys millions of eggs, all of whi
perish. But the flies remain.’

}Ph
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There are numerous reports by survivors.!*® The more authentic they are,
the less they attempt to communicate things that evade human understand-
ting and human experience—sufferings, that is, that transform men into “un-
omplaining animals.” ¥ None of these reports inspires those passions of
outrage and sympathy through which men have always been mobilized for
ustice. On the contrary, anyone speaking or writing about concentration
sieamps is still regarded as suspect; and if the speaker has resolutely returned
o the world of the living, he himself is often assailed by doubts with re-
4gﬂn:l to his own truthfulness, as though he had mistaken a nightmare for
ireality. !t
- This doubt of people concerning themselves and the reality of their own
sexperience only reveals what the Nazis have always known: that men de-
lermined to commit crimes will find it expedient to organize them on the
vastest, most improbable scale. Not only because this renders all punish-
fiments provided by the legal system inadequate and absurd; but because the
Hvery immensity of the crimes guarantees that the murderers who proclaim
iiheir innocence with all manner of lies will be more readily believed than
the victims who tell the truth. The Nazis did not even consider it necessary
fo keep this discovery to themselves. Hitler circulated millions of copies of

flus book in which he stated that to be successful, a lie must be enormous—

iwhich did not prevent people from believing hlm as, similarly, the Nazis’

{iproclamations, repeated ad nauseamn, that the Jews would be exterminated
§§}ike bedbugs (i.e., with poison gas), prevented anybody from not believing

therm.
There is a great temptation to explain away the intrinsically incredible

20 The best reports on Nazi concentrution camps are David Rousset, Lex Jonrs de
Notre Marr, Paris, 1947; Eugen Kogon, op. cit.; Bruno Bettelheim, “On Dachau and
Buchenwald™ {from May, 1938, to April, 1939), in Nuzi Conspiracy, VII, 824 . For
Soviet concentration camps, see the excellent collection of reports by Polish survivars
ublished under the title The Durk Side of the Moon; also David 1. Dallin, op. cit.,
ouph his reports are sometimes less convincing because they come from “prominent”
dpersonalities who are intent on drawing up manifestos and indictments,

T The Dark Side of the Moon; the introduction slso stresses this peculiar lack of
ommunication: *They record but do not communicate.”

1 See especially Bruno Bettelheim, ap. cit. "It seemed us if 1 hod become can-
red that these horrible and degrading experlences somehow did not happen to ‘me'
ks subject but to ‘me’ as un Ub]ECI. This experience wis corroboraled by the state-
menls of other prisoners. . . . It was as if 1 walched things hnppenmg in which I
mly vaguely participated. . . . ‘Thls carnot be true, such things just do not happen.'

The prlsoners had to convince themselves that this wns real, was really hap-
pening and not just & nightmare, They were never wholly successful."

ee also Rousset, op, eft., p. 213, . . . Those who haven't seen it with their own
es can't believe it. Did you yuurself bet’ure you came here, take the rumors nbout
{he gus chambers seriously?

'No, T said.

", . . You see? Well, they're all like you. The lot of them in Paris, London, New
tk, even at Birkensu, right outside the crematoriums . . . still incredulous, five
minutes before they were senl down into the cellar of the crematorivm. . . "
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quite differently treated by the Germans than the members of other peoples,
though the former were outspoken enemies of the Nagzis. The latter in turn
ere divided into those whose “extermiination” was immediately on the
enda, as in the case of the Jews, or could be expected in the predictable
future, as in the case of the Poles, Russians and Ukrainians, and into those
who were not yet covered by instructions about such an over-all “final so-
fution,” as in the case of the French and Belgians. In Russia, on the other
nd, we must distinguish three more or less independent systems. First,
Juthere are the authentic forced-labor groups that live in relative freedom and
e sentenced for limited periods. Secondly, there are the concentration
camps in which the human material is ruthlessly exploited and the mortality
nite is extremely high, but which are essentially organized for labor purposes,
And, thirdly, there are the annihilation camps in which the inmates are sys-
tematically wiped out through starvation and neglect.
The real horror of the concentration and extermination camps lies in the
fict that the inmates, even if they happen to keep alive, are more effectively
-off from the world of the living than if they had died, because terror
enforces oblivion. Here, murder is as impersonal as the squashing of a gnat,
Semeone may die as the result of systematic torture or starvation, or because
camp is overcrowded and superfluous human material must be liqui-
iated, Conversely, it may happen that due to a shortage of new human
hipments the danger arises that the camps become depopulated and that the
order is now given to reduce the death rate at any price.)® David Rousset
ed his report on the period in a German concentration camp “Les Jours
Notre Mort,” and it is indeed as if there were a possibility to give perma-
ce to the process of dying itself and to enforce a condition in which
both death and life are obstructed equally effectively.
1L is the appearance of some radical evil, previously unknown to us, that
uts an end to the notion of developments and transformations of qualities.
re, there are neither political nor historical nor simply moral standards
, it the most, the realization that something seems to be involved in
ern politics that actually shonld never be involved in poiitics as we
fed to understand it, namely all or nothing—all, and that is an undeter-
nned infinity of forms of human living-together, or nothing, for a victery
fithe concentration-caip system would mean the same inexorable doom
human beings as the use of the hydrogen bomb would mean the doom
he human race.

foundered in much the same manner as the attempts following the first World
War to draw political conclusions from the international tj.xparience of the
front generation. In both cases it turned out that the experiences themselves
can communicate no more than nihilistic banalities.'™ Political consequences
such as postwar pacifism, for example, derived from' the general fear gf
war, not from the experiences in war. Instead of producmg a pacifism df:\fmd
of reality, the insight into the structure of modern wars, guided and mobilized
by fear, might have led to the realization that the pnly standard for a neces-
sary war is the fight against conditions under which people no longer w_lsh
to live—and our experiences with the tormenting hell.olf‘ the totalitarian
camps have enlightened us only too well about the posmblhty oE. sqch con:
ditions,'® Thus the fear of concentration camps and the resulting insight into
the nature of total domination might serve to invalidate all obsolete political
differentiations from right to left and to introduce beside anq above t.hem
the politically most important yardstick fcu_' juﬁging events . in- our time;
namely: whether they serve totalitarian domination or not. ) :
In any event, the fearful imagination has the great advantage to dissolve
the sophistic-dialectical interpretations of politics which are all basefi on {
superstition that something good might result from evil. Such dialectic
acrobatics had at least a semblance of justification so long as the worst th
man could inflict upen man was murder. But, as we know today, murd
only a limited evil, The murderer who kills 8 man—a man 'Evho has to dig
anyway—still moves within the realm of life and ds-:ath f'arrphar ta us; both
have indeed a necessary connection on which the dialectic is founde!j, even
if it is not always conscious of it. The murderer leaves a corpse behind a '
does not pretend that his victim has never existed; if he wipes out any traces,
they are those of his own identity, and not the memory and grief of t s
persons who loved his victim; he destroys a life, but he does not destroy
the fact of existence itself.
The Nazis, with the precision peculiar to them, used to register their
operations in the concentration camps under .the heading “under cover
the night (Nacht und Nebel).” The radicalism of measures to trea.t people:
if they had never existed and to make them disappear in the literal sen:
of the word is frequently not apparent at first glance, because botp-t
German and the Russian system are not uniform but consist of a series:
categories in which people are treated very differently. In the case of' Ge
many, these different categories used to exist in the same camp, but witho
coming into contact with each other; frequently, the isolat}on between t
categories was even stricter than the isolation from the outside world, Thu:
out of racial econsiderations, Scandinavian nationals during the war we

*'This happened in Germany toward the end of 1942, whereupon Himmler served
¢ to all camp commandants “1o veduce the death rale at all costs,” Far it had
ed out that of the 136,000 new urrivals, 70,000 were already dead on reaching
2.camp or died immedintely thereafter, See Nuzi Conspiracy, 1V, Annex Il.—Later
eports from Soviet Russian camps unanimously confirm that after 1949—that is, when
n was still alive—the death rate in the concentration camps, which previously had
hed up to 60 per cent of the inmaotes, was systematicully lowered, presumably due
general and acute labor shortage in the Soviet Union. This improvement in living
ons should not be confused with the crisis of the regime after Stalin's death
jich, churacteristically enough, first made itself felt in the concentration camps. Cf,
elm Sterlinger, Grenzen der Sowjetmacht, Wiirzburg, 1955. :

192 Rousset’s book contains many such “insights™ into bumaun “nature:“ based chiel
on the observation that afler a while the mentality of the inmates is scarcely. d
tinguishable from that of the camp puards. )

113 1n order to avoid misunderstandings it may be sppropriate o add that with:t
invention of the hydropen bomb the whole war question has undergone anut'her-
cisive change. A discussion of this question is of course beyond the theme of this bo
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The incredibility of the horrors is closely bound up with their economic use-
lessness, The Nazis carried this uselessness to the point of open anti-utility
when in the midst of the war, despite the shortage of building material and
rolling stock, they set up enormous, costly extermination factories and trans-
ported millions of people back and forth.'3 In the eyes of a strictly utili-
tarian world the obvious contradiction between these acts and military ex-
pediency gave the whole enterprise an air of mad unreality. :

This atmosphere of madness and unreality, created by an apparent Jack
of purpose, is the real iren curtain which hides all forms of concentration
cemps from the eyes of the world, Seen from outside, they and the things
that happen in them can be described only in images drawn from. a life after
death, that s, a life removed from earthly purposes. Concentration camps
can very aptly be divided into three types corresponding to three . basic
Western conceptions of a life after death: Hades, Purgatory, and Hell, Te
tHades correspond -those relatively mild forms, once popular even. in non-

iotalitarian countries, for getting undesirable elements of all sorts—refapgees,
stateless persons, the asocial and the unemployed—out of the way; as DP
mps, which are nothing other than camps for persons who have become
¢ superfluous and bothersome, they have survived the war. Purgatory is rep-
resented by the Soviet Union's labor camps, where neglect is combined
with chaotic forced labor. Hell in the most literal sense was embodied by
those types of camp perfected by the Nazis, in which the whole of life was
thoroughly and systematically organized with a view to the greatest possible
torment. -

. All three types have one thing in common: the human masses sealed off
inthem are treated as if they no longer existed, as if what happened to them
were no longer of any interest to anybody, as if they were already dead and
some evil spirit gone mad were amusing himself by stopping them for a
while between life and death before admitting them to eternal peace.

It is not so much the barbed wire as the skillfully manufactured unreality
of those whom it fences in that provokes such enormous crueltics and ulti-
mutely makes extermination look like a perfectly normal measure. Every-

ng that was done in the camps is known to us from the world of perverse,
malignant fantasies, The difficult thing to understand is that, like-such fan-
asies, these gruesome crimes took place in a phantom world, which, how-
ever, has materialized, as it were, into a world which is complete with all sen-
ual data of reality but lacks that structure of consequence and responsibility
vithout which reality remains for us a mass of incomprehensible data. The
sult is that a place has been established where men can be tortured and
laughtered, and yet neither the tormentors nor the tormented, and least of

There are no parallels to the life in the concentration camps. Its horror
can never be fully embraced by the imagination for the very reason that it .
stands outside of life and death. It can never be fully reported for the very. -
reason that the survivor returns to the world of the living, whigh makes it
impossible for him to believe fully in his own past experiences. ']t is as tl:lough :
he had a story to tell of another planet, for the status of the inmates in the
world of the living, where nobody is supposed to know if they are alive or
dead, .is such that it is as though they had never been born. Therefore.all
parallels create confusion and distract attention from what is essential: _
Forced labor in prisons and penal colonies, banishment, slavgry,'z_lll seem for -
a moment to offer helpful comparisons, but on closer examination lead no-
where. ) )

Forced labor as a punishment is limited as to time and intensity. The
convict retains his rights over his bodyj; he is not absolutely tortured and he
is not absolutely dominated, Banishment banishes only from one part of the
world to another part of the world, also inhabited by human b‘emgs; it does
not exclude from the human world altogether. Throughout history slavery
has been an institution within a social order; slaves were not, like concen-
tration-camp inmates, withdrawn from the sight and hence the protection of
their fellow-men; as instruments of labor they had a definite pnce‘and as
property a definite value. The concentration-camp inmate has no price, be_—:
cause he can always be replaced; nobody knows to whom 113 beloqgs, be=
cause he is never seen. From the point of view of normal society h; is absg-
lutely superfluous, although in times of acute labor shortage, as in Russia
and in Germany during the war, he is used for work. )

The concentration camp as an institution was not establ'xshed fqr the sake
of any possible labor yield; the only permanent economic function of the
camps has been the financing of their own supervisory apparatus; thus fl‘Dl:l_l
the economic point of view the concentration camps exist mostly for their
own sake. Any work that has been performed could have been done mus:h-
better and more cheaply under different conditions.!3® Especially Russia;
whose concentration camps are mostly described as forced-]abqr camps be
cause Soviet bureaucracy has chosen to dignify thems with this name, re:
veals most clearly that forced labor is not the primary issue; forced labor
is the normal condition of all Russian workers, who have no freedon_1 of
movement and can be arbitrarily drafted for work to any place at any time.:

13 Gep Kopon, op. cit., p. 58: “A large purt of !hg work exacted in the concentra~
tion camps was useless, either it was superfluous or il was 50 m[scrahly plnnne:.ll that
it had to be.done over two or three times." Also Bcnelhc_:lm. op. cit., pp. 831-32: “New
prisoners particularly were forced to perform nm_lscnsncal lasks, . They felt de-
based . . . and preferred even hurder work when it prqduced something useful. . .
Even Dallin, who has buill his whole book on the t'hesas l!'mt lh‘c purpose of Russian
camps is to provide cheap labor, is forced 1o adml[. the inefficiency of camp Iahe]_r.—
ap. cit,, p. 105.—The current theories sbout the Russian camp systemn as an economic
mensure for providing & cheup labor supply would slan.d clearly refuted if recent
ports on mass amnesties and the abolition of concentrilion camps should prove fo-
true. For if the camps had served un impprl:_ml cronomic purpose, the regime cel
tainly could not have afforded their rapid liguidution without gruve consequences: [
the whole economic system.

“" Apart from the millions of people whom the Nazis transported fo the ‘ex-
ination camps, they constanily attempted new colonization plans—transported
mmans from Germany or the accupied territories to the East for colonization pur-
iposes, This was of course a serious handicap Ffor military actions and economiic ex-
iplnitation. For the numerous discussions on these subjects and the constant conflict be-
tween the Nazi civilian hierarchy in the Enstern occupied territories 'and the "SS
4 it_:r_?rchy see especially Vol. XXIX of Trial of the Mujor War Criminals, Nuremberg,
1947,
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form the whole penal system into a system of concentration camps.™!
The inclusion of criminals is necessary in order to make plausible thg

TOTALITARIANISM

propagandistic claim of the movement that the institution exists for asocial -

elements.”* Criminals do not properly belong in the concentration camps;
if only because it is harder to kill the juridical person in a man who is guilty
of some crime than in a totally innocent person. If they constitute a perma

nent category among the inmates, it is a concession of the totalitarian state

to the prejudices of society, which can in this way most readily be accus-
tomed to the existence of the camps. In order, on the other hand, to keep
the camp system itseif intact, it is essential as long as there is a penal sys

tem in the country that criminals should be sent to the camps only on com--
pletion of their sentence, that is when they are actually entitled to their..
freedom. Under no circumstances must the concentration camp become @

calculable punishment for definite oficnses. :

The amalgamation of criminals with all other categories has moreover the:

advantage of making it shockingly evident to all other arrivals that they have:
landed on the lowest level of society. It soon turns out, to be sure, thal
they have every reason to envy the lowest thief and murderer; but mean:
while the lowest level is o good beginning. Marcover it is an effective means
of camouflage: this happens only to eriminals and nothing worse is happen
ing than what deservedly happens to criminals.

The criminals everywhere constitute the aristocracy of the camps. (In:

Germany, during the war, they were replaced in the leadership by the Com=-

munists, because not even a minimum of rational work could be performed

under the chaotic conditions created by a criminal administration. This was.

merely a temporary transformation of concentration camps into forced-labor
camps, i1 thoroughly atypical phenomenon of limited duration.) ™ What

places the criminuls in the leadership is not so much the affinity between-

supervisory personnel and criminal elements—in the Soviet Union appar-
ently the supervisors are not, like the S5, a special elite trained to commit
crimes '¥'—us the fact that only criminals have been sent to the camp i

Y1 The shortuge of prison spuce in Russin has heen such that in the year 1925-26

only 36 per cent ol all court sentences could be carried out. See Dallin, op. cit., B

158 f.

Vi Y Gestupo and 58S have always attached greul importance to mixing the cate
gories of inmates in the camps, In no camp have the inmates belonged exclusively to
one category” (Kogon, op. cit., p. 19). .

In Russis, it has also been customury from the beginning 1o mix political prisone
und criminuls, During the first ten yeurs of Soviet power, the Left political groups en
joyed vertain privilepes; only with the full development of the totalitarian charaeler of
the regime “after the end of the twenties, the polilicals were even officially treated as
inferior 1o the common crimingls™ (Dallin, ap. ¢t p. 177 flL).

43 Rousset’s book suffers from his overestimation of the influence of the (}erma‘n.
Communists, who dominnted the internal administration of Buchenwald during the .

war.,

V4 See for instance the testimony of Mrs. Buber-Neumann {former wife of the Cer--
man Commmunist Heinz Meumann), who survived Soviet and German concentration”
evinced the sadistic strenk of the Nazis, , ., Our
Russiun puards were decent men and not sadists, but they faithfully fulfilled the re-

camps: “The Russinns never . . .

guiremenis of the inhuman system" {(Under Two Dictators).
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onnection with some definite activity. They at least know why they are in
;1 concentration camp and therefore have kept a remnant of their juridical
erson. For the politicals this is only subjectively true; their actions, insofar

s they were actions and not mere opinions or someone else’s vague suspi-~
ions, or accidental membership in a politically disapproved group, are as
rule not covered by the normal legal system of the country and not juridi-
ally defined,*40 '
To the amalgam of politicals and criminals with which concentration
amps in Russia and Germany started out, was added at an early date a
ird element which was soon to constitute the majority of all concentration-
amp inmates. This largest group has consisted ever since of people who had
bne nothing whatsoever that, either in their own consciousness or the con-
tsciousness of their tormenters, had any rational connection with their arrest.
n Germany, after 1938, this element was represented by masses of Jews,
Russia by any groups which, for any reason having nothing to do with
Liheir actions, had incurred the disfavor of the authorities, These groups,
gfinnocent in every sense, are the most suitable for thorough experimentation
in disfranchisement and destruction of the juridical person, and therefore
ey are both qualitatively and quantitatively the most essential category of

t camp population. This principle was most fully realized in the gas
ambers which, if only because of their enormous capacity, could not be
‘intended for individual cases but only for people in general. In this connec-

o

glion, the following dialogue sums up the situation of the individual: “For

hat purpose, may I ask, do the gas chambers exist?"—"For what purpose
ere you born?" 141 It is this third group of the totally innocent who in every
ase fare the worst in the camps. Criminals and politicals are assimilated to
is category; thus deprived of the protective distinction that comes of their
ving done something, they are utterly exposed to the arbitrary, The
dltimate goal, partly achieved in the Soviet Union and clearly indicated in
lie lust phases of Nazi terror, is to have the whole camp population com-
iposed of this category of innocent people.
. Contrasting with the complete haphazardness with which the inmates are
selected are the categories, meaningless in themselves but useful from the
andpoint of organization, into which they are usually divided on their ar-
iival, In the German camps there were criminals, politicals, asocial elements,
ligious offenders, and Jews, all distingnished by insignia, When the French
et up concentration camps after the Spanish Civil War, they immediately
introduced the typical totalitarian amalgam of politicals with criminals and
whe innocent (in this case the stateless), and despite their inexperience
proved remarkably inventive in creating meaningless categories of inmates, 47

'*7 Bruno Beltelheim, “Behavior in Extreme Situations,™ in Journal of Abnormal and
Sucinl Psychelogy, Vol. XXXVIII, No. 4, 1943, describes the self-esteem of the crim-
Is and the political prisoners as compared with those who have not done any-
thing. The latter “were leust able to withstand the initial shock," the first to disin-
tegrate, Bettelheim blames this on their middle-class origin,

.- ¢ Rousset, op. cit., p. 71.

-EH"'; Furdcondilions in French concentration camps, see Arthur Koestler, Scum of the

rth, 1941,
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Originally devised in order to prevent any growth of solidarity among the
inmates, this technique proved particularly valuable because no one could
know whether his own category was better or worse than someone else's.
In Germany this eternally shifting though pedantically organized edifice
was given an appearance of solidity by the fact that under any and all cir-
cumstances the Jews were the lowest category. The gruesome and grotesgue
part of it was that the inmates identified themselves with these categories,
as though they represented a last authentic remnant of their juridical person.
Even if we disregard all other circumstances, it is no wonder that a Com-
munist of 1933 should have come out of the camps more’ Communistic than
hc went in, a Jew more Jewish, and, in France, the wife of a Foreign Le-
gionary more convinced of the value of the Foreign Legion; it would seem
as though these categories promised some last shred of predictable treat-
ment, as though they embodied some last and hence most fundamental
juridical identity.

While the classification of inmates by categories is only a tactical, organ-
izational measure, the arbitrary selection of victims indicates the essential
principle of the institution. If the concentration camps had been dependent
on the existence of political adversaries, they would scarcely have survived
the first years of the totalitarfan regimes. One only has to take a look at
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the number of inmates at Buchenwald in the years after 1936 in order to .
understand how absolutely necessary the element of the innocent was for .

the continued existence of the camps. “The camps would have died out if in

making its -arrests the Gestapo had considered only the principle of oppo-.

sition,” ™8 and toward the end of 1937 Buchenwald, with less than 1,000
inmates, was close to dying out until the November pogroms brought more

than 20,000 new arrivals,"® In Germany, this element of the innocent was -

furnished in vast numbers by the Jews after 1938; in Russia, it consisted
of random groups of the population which for some reasan entirely uncon-

nected with their actions had fallen into disgrace.'™ But if in Germany the -

really totalitarian type of concentration camp with its enormous majority
of compietely “innocent™ inmates was not established until 1938, in Russia
it goes back to the early thirties, since up to 1930 the majority of the con-
centration-camp population still consisted of criminals, counterrevolution-
aries and ‘“politicals” (meaning, in this case, members of deviationist fac-
tions). Since then there have been so many innocent people in the camps
that it is difficult to classify them—persons who had some sort of contact
with a foreign country, Russians of Polish origin {particularly in the years
1936 to 1938), peasants whose villages for some economic reason were
liquidated, deported nationalities, demobilized soldiers of the Red Army
who happened to belong to regiments that stayed too long abroad as occu-
pation forces or had become prisoners of war in Germany, etc. But the

148 Kopon, ap. cif.. p. 6.

198 See Nazi Conspiracy, 1V, 800 . R

130 Baek and Godin, ap. cit., state explicitly that “opponents constituted only a
relatively smati proportion of the [Russian] prison population™ (p. 87}, and that there
was no connection whalever between “a man's imprisonment and sny offense” {p. 95).
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existence of a political opposition is for a concentration~-camp system only
a pretext, and the purpose of the system is not achieved even when, under
the most monstrous terror, the population becomes more or less voluntarily
co-ordiqated, i.e., relinquishes its political rights. The aim of an arbitrary
system is to destroy the civil rights of the whole population, who ultimately
become just as outlawed in their own country as the stateless and homeless.
The destruction of a man’s rights, the killing of the juridical person in him,
is a prerequisite for dominating him entirely. And this applies not only to
special categories such as criminals, political opponents, Jews, homosexuals,
on whom the early experiments were made, but to every inhabitant of a
lotalitarian state. Free consent is as much an obstacle to total domination
as free opposition.!®! The arbitrary arrest which chooses among innocent
people destroys the validity of free consent, just as torture—as distinguished
' from death—-destroys the possibility of opposition.

Any, even the most tyrannical, restriction of this arbitrary persecution to
certain opinions of a religious or political nature, to certain modes of in-
ellectual or erotic social behavior, to certain freshly invented “crimes,”
would render the camps superfluous, because in the long run no attitude
and no opinion can withstand the threat of so much horror; and above all
t would make for a new system of justice, which, given any stability at all,
i could not fail to produce a new juridical person in man, that would elude
he totalitarian domination. The so-called “Volksnutzen” of the Nazis, con-
tantly fluctuating (because what is useful today can be injurious tomorrow)
nd the eternally shifting party line of the Soviet Union which, being retro-
ctiye, almost daily makes new groups of people available for the concen-
tration camps, are the only guaranty for the continued existence of the con-
tentration camps, and hence for the continued total disfranchisement of man.

The next decisive step in the preparation of living corpses is the murder
f the moral person in man. This is done in the main by making martyrdom,
or the first time in history, impossible: “How many people here still believe
hat a protest has even historic importance? This skepticism is the real mas-
-terpiece of the §S. Their great accomplishment. They have corrupted all
- human solidarity. Here the night has fallen on the future. When no witnesses
~are left, there can be no testimony. To demonstrate when death can no
-longer be postponed is an attempt to give death a meaning, to act beyond
‘one’s own death, In order to be successful, a gesture must have social mean-
ng. There are hundreds of thousands of us here, all living in absolute soli-
:tude. That is why we are subdued no matter what happens,” 102

1a1 Br!.mo Bettelheim, “On Dachau and Buchenwald,” when discussing the fact that
..rlno.st prisoners "“made their pesce with the values of the Gestapo,” emphasizes that
this was not the result of propaganda . . . the Gestapo insisted that it would pre-
‘-vem_them from expressing their feelings anyway” (pp. 834-35),

H{mmler explicitly prohibited propaganda of any kind in the camps. “Education
-consists of discipline, never of any kind of instruction on an ideological basis,” “On
Organization and Obligation of the S8 and the Police,” in National-politischer Lehrgang
der Wehrmache, 1937, Quoted from Nazi Canspiracy, 1V, 616 ff.

'3 Rousset, op. cit., p. 464,
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off than themselves, and who now, as if in fulfillment of their wildest dreams,:
were in their power. This resentment, which never died out entirely in the
camps, strikes us as a last remnant of humanly understandable feeling.!™ -

The real horror began, however, when the SS took over the administration
of the camps. The old spontaneous bestiality gave way to an absolutely cold -
and systematic destruction of human bodies, calculated to destroy human.
dignity; death was avoided or postponed indefinitely. The camps were no
longer amusement parks for beasts in human form, that is, for men who.
really belonged in mental institutions and prisons; the reverse became true: .
they were turned into “drill grounds,” on which perfectly normal men were
trained to be full-fledged members of the 88,17

The killing of man’s individuality, of the uniqueness shaped in equal -
parts by nature, will, and destiny, which has become so self-evident a premise
for all human relations that even identical twins inspire a certain uneasiness,
creates a horror that vastly overshadows the outrage of the juridical-political
person and the despair of the moral person. It is this horror that gives rise

to the nihilistic generalizations which maintain plausibly enough that essen-
ially all men alike are beasts.'™ Actually the experience of the concen-
ration camps does show that human beings can be transformed into speci-
mens of tpe human animal, and that man's “nature” is only “human™
nsofar as it opens up to man the possibility of becoming something highly
unnatural, that is, a man. i

After murder of the moral person and annihilation of the juridical person,
he destruction of the individuality is ulmost always successful, Conceivably
ome laws of mass psychology may be found to explain why millions of
human beings allowed themselves to be marched unresistingly into the pas
hambers, although these laws would explain nothing else but the destruc-
ion of individuality. It is more significant that tHose individually condemned
o death very seldom attempted to take one of their executioners with them,
hat there were scarcely any serious revolts, and that even in the moment
f liberation there were very few spontuneous massacres of 88 men. For to
estroy individuality is to destroy spontaneity, man's power to begin some-
hing new out of his own resources, something that cannot be explained on
he basis of reactions to environment and events,'" Nothing then remains
ut ghastly marionettes with human faces, which all behave like the dog
n Pavlov's experiments, which all react with perfect reliability even when
oing to their own death, and which do nothing but react. This is the real
riumph of the system: “The triumph of the SS demands that the tortured
ictim allow himself to be led to the noose without protesting, that he re-
ounce and abandon himself to the point of ceasing to affirm his identity.
nd it is not for nothing. It is not gratvitously, out of sheer sadism, that the
S men desire his defeat. They know that the system which succeeds in de-
traying its victim before he mounts the scaffold . . . is incomparably the
est for keeping 2 whole people in slavery. In submission. Nothing is more
errible than these processions of human beings going like dummies to their
tath. The man who sees this says to himself: ‘For them to be thus reduced,
hat power must be concealed in the hands of the masters,” and he turns
way, full of bitterness but defeated.” 102

If we take totalitarian aspirations seriously and refuse to be misled by the

1+ Rousset, e, cir., p. 390, reports un SS-man haranguing a professor os follow.
“You used to be # professor. Well, you're no professor now. You're no big shot any
more. You're nothing but a little runt now. Just as [ittle as you can be. I'm the big
fellow now."

"% Kopon, op. cit,; p. 6, speaks of the possibility that the camps will be maintained
as training and experimental grounds for the S5. He also gives a good report on the
difference between the early camps administered by the SA and the later ones under
the 8. “None of these first camps had maore than a thousand inmates. . . . Life in
them bepgared all description. The accounts of the few old prisoners who survived
those years mpree Lhat there was scarcely any form of sadistic perversion that was

“not practiced by the SA men, Bul they were all acts of individual bestiality, there was
still no fully organized cold system, embracing masses of men. This was the accom:
plishment of the S§" {p. 7}. i :

This new mechanized system eased the feeling of responsibility us much as was
humanly possible. When, for instance, the order came to kill every day several hun:
dred Russian prisoners, the sliughter was performed by shooting through o hole wit
out seeing the victim. (See Ernest Feder, “Essai sur la Psychologic de la Terreur,” in
Synthéses, Brossels, 1946.) On the other hand, perversion was artificiaffy produced
in otherwise normal men. Roussel reports the follawing from a SS guard: “Usually
keep on hitting until [ ejaculate. 1 have a wifc and three children in Breslau. I used to
be perfectly normal. That's what they've made of me. Now when they give me.a
pass out of here, 1 don't go home. | don't dure look my wife in the face" (p. 273).
—The documenis from the Hitler ern contain numerous testimonials for the average
narmality of those entrusted with carrying out Hitler's program of extermination.
good collection is found in Léon Poliskov's “The Weapon of Antisemitism,” published;
by UNESCO in The Third Reich, London, 1955, Most of the men in the units used
for these purposes were not volunteers but had been drafted from the ordinary police
for these special assignments, But even trained SS-men found this kind of duty worse
than front-tine fighting, Tn his report of a mnss execution by the 85, un eyewitness
gives high praise to this troop which had been so “idealistic” that it was able to be
“the entire exiermination without the help of liguor.”

That one wanted to eliminate all personnl motives and passions during the
terminations™ and hence keep the cruelties to a minimum is revealed by the fact th
a group of doctors and enpineers entrusted with handling the gas installations were
making constunt improvements thut were not only designed to raise the productive
capacily of the corpse faclories but also to accelerate and ease the agony of dea

' This is very prominent in Rousset's work. “The social conditions of life in the
mps have transformed the great muss of inmates, both the Germans and the de-
ortees, repardless of their previous social position and educstion . . . into 4 de-
nnelréléz; rabble, entirely submissive 1o the primitive reflexes of the animal instinct”
P .

'*'In this context also belongs the nstonishing rarety of suicides in the camps. Suicide
curred far more often before urrest and deportation than in the camp itself, which
-of course partly expluined by the fact thut every attempt was made to prevent sui-
des which are, after all, spontaneous acts, From the statistical material for Buchen-
ald (Nazi Conspiraey, 1V, 800 §,) it is evident that scarcely more than onc-half
er cent of the deaths could be traced to suicide, that frequently there were only two
icides per year, although in the same yeuar the Lotal number of deaths reached 3,516,
¢ reports from Russinn camps mention the same phenomenon, Cf. for instance,
arlinger, ap. cit., p. 57.

M Rousset, op. cit., p. 525.
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is accepted. The insanity of such systems lies not only in their first premise
but in the very logicaiity with which they are constructed. The curious logi
cality of all isms, their simple-minded trust in the salvation value of stub

born devotion without regard for specific, varying factors, already harbors: .

the first germs of totalitarian contempt for reality and factuality.
Common sense trained in utilitarian thinking is helpless against this idec-

logical supersense, since totalitarian regimes establish a functioning world
of no-sense. The ideological contempt for factuality still contained the proud:.
assumption of human mastery over the world; it is, after all, contempt for:
reality which makes possible changing the world, the erection of the human :
artifice. What destroys the element of pride in the totalitarian contempt for’

reality (and thereby distinguishes it radically from revolutionary theorie
and attitudes) is the supersense which gives the contempt for reality it
copgency, logicality, and consistency. What makes a truly totalitarian devic
out of the Boishevik claim that the present Russian system is superior t
all others is the fact that the totalitarian ruler draws from this claim the logi
cally impeccable conclusion that without this system people never could
have built such a wonderful thing as, let us say, a subway; from this, he
again draws the logical conclusion that anyone who knows of the existenc
of the Paris subway is a suspect because he may cause people to doubt thaf
one can do things only in the Bolshevik way. This teads to the final concl
sion that in order to remain a loyal Bolshevik, you have to destroy the Paris
subway. Nothing matters but consistency.

With these new structures, built on the strength of supersense and driven
by the motor of logicality, we are indeed at the end of the bourgeois era of
profits and power, as well as at the end of imperialism and expansion. The
aggressiveness of totalitarianism springs not from lust for power, and if it
feverishly seeks to expand, it does so neither for expansion’s sake nor for
profit, but only for ideclogical reasons: to make the world consistent, to
prove that its respective supersense has been right. '

It is chiefly for the sake of this supersense, for the sake of complete con-
sistency, that it is necessary for totalitarianism to destroy every trace of
what we commonly cail human dignity. For respect for human dignity implies
the recognition of my fellow-men or our fellow-nations as subjects, as builders
of worlds or cobuilders of a common world. No ideology which aims at the
explanation of all historical events of the past and at mapping out the
course of all events of the future can bear the unpredictability which springs
from the fact that men are creative, that they can bring forward something
so new that nobody ever foresaw it.

What totalitarian ideologies therefore aim at is not the transformation
of the outside world or the revolutionizing transmutation of society, but
the transformation of human nature itself. The concentration camps are the
laboratories where changes in human nature are tested, and their shame-
fuiness therefore is not just the business of their inmates and those who run
them according to strictly “scientific” standards; it is the concern of ail
men. Sufiering, of which there has been always too much on earth, is not
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the issue, nor is the number of victims. Human nature as such is at stake,
and even though it seems that these experiments succeed not in changing
man but only in destroying him, by creating a society in which the nihilistic
banality of hono homini lupus is consistently realized, one should bear in
mind the necessary limitations to an experiment which requires global con-
trol in order to show conclusive results,

Until now the totalitarian belief that everything is possible seems to have
proved only that everything can be destroyed. Yet, in their effort to prove
that everything is possible, totalitarian regimes have discovered without
knowing it that there are crimes which men can neither punish nor forgive.
When the impossible was made possible it became the unpunishable, unfor-
pivable absolute evil which could no longer be understood and explained
by the evil motives of self-interest, greed, covetousness, resentment, Tust for
power, and cowardice; and which therefore anger could not revenge, love
could not endure, friendship could not forgive. Just as the victims in the
death factories or the holes of oblivion are no longer “human” in the eyes

“of their executioners,, so this newest species of criminals is beyond the pale

even of solidarity in human sinfulness.

It is inherent in our entire philosaphical tradition that we cannot conceive
of a “radical evil," and this is true both for Christian theology, which con-
ceded even to the Devil himself a celestial origin, as well as for Kant, the
enly philosopher who, in the word he coined for it, at least must have sus-

- pected the existence of this evil even though he immediately rationalized it
in the concept of a “perverted ill will" that could be explained by compre-

hensible motives. Therefore, we actually have nothing to fall back on in
order to understand a phenomenon that nevertheless confronts us with jts
overpowering realily and breaks down all standards we know. There is only
one thing that seems to be discernible: we may say that radical evil has

emerged in connection with a system in which all men have become equally
superfluous. The manipulators of this system believe in their own super-
fluousness as much as in that of all others, and the totalitarian murderers

are all the more dangerous because they do not care if they themselves are

alive or dead, if they ever lived or never were born. The danger of the corpse
factories and holes of oblivion is that today, with populations and home-
lessness everywhere on the increase, masses of people are continuously ren-
dered superfluous if we continue to think of our world in utilitarian terms.
Political, social, and economic events everywhere are in a silent conspiracy
" with totalitarian instruments devised for making men superflugus. The im-

plied temptation is well understood by the utilitarian common sense of the
masses, who in most countries are too desperate to retain much fear of
death, The Nazis and the Bolsheviks can be sure that their factories of

annihilation which demonstrate the swiftest solution to the problem of over-
‘population, of economically superfluous and socially rootless hiiman masses,

are as much of an attraction as a warning. Totalitarian solutions may welt
survive the fall of totalitarian regimes in the form of strong temptations
which will come up whenever it seems impossible to alleviate political, social,

or economic misery in a manner worthy of man,
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arian government, whether it has its own essence and can be compared with
‘and defined like other forms of government such as Western thought has
‘known and recognized since the times of ancient philosophy. If this is true,
hen the entirely new and unprecedented forms of totalitarian organization
nd course of action must rest on one of the few basic experiences which
en can have whenever they live together, and are concerned with public
‘offairs. If there is a basic experience which finds its political expression in
otalitarian domination, then, in view of the novelty of the totalitarian form
of government, this must be an experience which, for whatever reason, has
-never before served as the foundation of a body politic and whose general
\meod—-although it may be familiar in every other respect—never before
has pervaded, and directed the handling of, public affairs.

= Il we consider this in terms of the history of ideas, it seems extremely
nlikely. For the forms of government under which men live have been

essentially from other forms of political oppression known to us such as ery few; they were dlscovqred early, classified by the. Greeks and have
despotism, tyranny and dictatorship. Wherever it rose to power, it devel: iproved .ext'raordm'artly ]Ung'l“:e‘j.' If we apply these ﬁ_ndxngs, Wwhose fundag
oped entirely new political institutions and destroyed all social, legal and. mental idea, d‘?sP'Fe many variations, did not change in the twg and a hal
political traditions of the country. No matter what the specifically nationil: E ousand y e.ar_s' lt_mt’separa(e Plato from Kant, we are tempte A c;nce] to
tradition or the particular spiritual source of its ideology, totalitarian govern terpret totalitarianism ﬂ'r’.so“:‘.e modern form of tyranny, that is a lawless
ment always transformed classes into masses, supplanted the party system. vernment WhE,':e power is wiclded by one man. Arbitrary pohwe'r. unre-
- not by one-party dictatorships, but by a mass movement, shifted the center _slncted by law, wielded in the interest of the ru.ler. and host:lp to the interests
of power from the army to the police, and established a foreign policy openly' jof the governed, on one hand, fear as the principle of action, namely fear
directed toward world domination. Present totalitarian governments have I the pecple by the ruler and fear of the ruler by the people, on t‘hc other—

. developed from one-party systems: whenever these became truly totalitarian, these have been .the halimar k_s D.f tyranny throug_hout our tradition.
they started to operate according to a system of values so radically different Instead of saying that totalitarian government is unprec:_adentcd, We ¢ ?UId
from all others, that none of our traditional legal, moral, or common sense: tlso say that it has exploded the very alternative on which all definitions
utilitarian categories could any longer help us to come to terms with, or Pf the essence of povernments have been based in political phllosophy: that
judge, or predict their course of action, is the a‘it.ernauve between lawful and lawless government, between arbitrary
If it is true that the elements of totalitarianism can be found by retraci ind legitimate power. Th;_]t lawful government and legitimate power, on one
the history and analyzing the political implications of what we usually cal side, lawlessness and arbitrary power on the other, belonged together and
the crisis of our century, then the conclusion is unavoidable that this crisis Were inseparable has never been questioned. Yet, totalitarian rule confronts
is no mere threat from the outside, no mere result of some aggressive foreign us with a totally different kind of government. Tt defies, it is true, all positive
policy of either Germany or Russia, and that it will no mora disappear with' aws, even to the extreme of de_fyxr]g those which it has itself established (as
the death of Stalin than it disappeared with the fall of Nazi Germany. It may - n the case of the Soviet Constitution of 1936, to quote only the most out-

even be that the true predicaments of our time will assume their authentic tinding example) or which it did not carc to abolish (as in the case of
form—though not necessarily the cruelest—only when totalitarianism has he Weimar Constitution which the Nazi government never revoked). But

become a thing of the past. t operates neither without guidance of law nor is it arbitrary, for it claims
Itis in the line of such reflections ta raise the question whether totalitaridn o obey strictly and unequivocally those laws of Nature or of History from

government, born of this crisis and at the same time its clearest and only hich all positive laws always have been supposed to spring. o

unequivocal symptom, is merely a makeshift arrangement, which borrows - Itis the monstrous, yet seemingly unanswerable claim of totalitarian rule
its methods of intimidation, its means of organization and its instruments hat., _fﬂf from bem_g fﬂW]ﬂ_SS. It goes ta ‘tl]e sources of authority fro_m whm_h
of violence from the well-known political arsenal of tyranny, despotism and ipositive laws rece:vec} their ultimate legitimation, that far from being arbi-
dictatorships, and owes its existence only to the deplorable, but perha alrry it 1s more obedient to these suprahuman forces than any government
accidental failure of the traditional political forces—liberal or conservativ ver was before, and that far from wielding its power in the interest of one
national or socialist, republican or monarchist, authoritarian or democrati an, It 15 quite prepared to sucrifice everybody's vital immediate interests
Or whether, on the contrary, there is such a thing as the nature of total o the execution of what it assumes to be the law of History or the law of

CHAPTER THIRTEEN: Ideology aﬂd Terror:

A Novel Form of Government

IN THE PRECEDING chapers we emphasized repeatedly that the means of :
total domination are not only more drastic but that totalitarianism differs .
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Nalure, Its defiance of positive laws claims to be a higher form of lepitimacy
which, since it is inspired by the sources themselves, can do away with
petty legality. Totalitarian lawfulness pretends to have found a way to
establish the rule of justice on earth—something which the legality of
positive [aw admittedly could never attain. The discrepancy between legality
and justice could never be bridged because the standards of right and wrong
into which positive law transiates its own source of authority—*"natural
law™ governing the whole universe, or divine law revecaled in human history,
or customs and traditions expressing the law common to the sentiments of
all men—are necessarily peneral and must be valid for a countless and un-
predictable number of cases, so that each concrete individual case with its
unrepeatable set of circumstances somehow escapes it.

Totalitarian lawfulness, defying legality and pretending to establish the

direct reign of justice on earth, executes the law of History or of Nature .

without translating it into standards of right and wrong for individual be-
havior. It applies the law directly to mankind without bothering with the
behavior of men. The law of Nature or the law of History, if properly
executed, is expected to produce mankind as its end product; and this ex-

pectation lies behind the claim to global rule of ali totalitarian governments.
Totalitarian policy claims to transform the human species into an aclive -

unfailing carrier of a law to which human beings otherwise would only

passively and reluctantly be subjected. If it is true that the link between -

totalitarian countries and the civilized world was broken through the mon-
strous crimes of totalitarian regimes, it is also true that this criminality was

not due to simple aggressiveness, ruthlessness, warfare and treachery, but

to a conscious break of that consensus inris which, according to Cicero, con-
stitutes a “people,” and which, as international law, in modern times has
constituted the civilized world insofar as it remains the foundation-stone of
international relations even under the conditions of war, Both moral judg-
ment and legal punishment presuppase this basic consent; the criminal can
be judged justly only because he takes part in the consensus inris, and even
the revealed law of God can function among men only when they listen
and consent to it.

At this point the fundamental difference between the totalitarian and all
other concepts of law comes to light. Totalitarian policy does not replace

one set of laws with another, does not establish its own consensus furis, .

does not create, by one revolution, a new form of legality, Its defiance of all,

even its own positive laws implies that it believes it can do without any .

consensus furis whatever, and still not resign itself to the tyrannical state
of lawlessness, arbitrariness and fear. It can do without the consensus iuris
because it promises to release the fulfiliment of law from all action and will
of man; and it promises justice on earth because it ciaims to make mankind
itself the embodiment of the Jaw.

This identification of man and law, which seems to cancel the discrepancy
between legality and justice that has plagued legal thought since ancient
limes, has nothing in common with the lumen naturale or the voice of con-
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science, by which Nature or Divinity as the sources of authority for the fus

- naturale or the historically revealed commands of God, are supposed to

announce their authority in man himself. This never made man a walking

: embodimer‘it of the law, but on the contrary remained distinct from him as
- the authority which demanded consent and obedience. Nature or Divinity
- 25 the source of authority for positive laws were thought of as permanent and

eternal; positive laws were changing and changeable according to circum-

- stances, but th;y possessed a relative permanence as compared with the
much more rapidly changing actions of men; and they derived this perma-
- nence from the eternal presence of their source of authority. Positive laws,

therefore, are primarily designed to function as stabilizing factors for the
ever changing movements of men.

In the interpretation of tatalitarianism, all laws have become laws of
movement. When the Nazis talked about the law of nature or when the
Bolsheviks talk about the law of history, neither nature nor history is

- any longer the stabilizing source of authority for the actions of mortal men;

they are movements in themselves. Underlying the Nazis" belief in race
laws as the expression of the law of nature in man, is Darwin's idea of
man as the product of a natural development which does not necessarily

“stop w?th the present species of human beings, just as under the Bolsheviks'
“belief in cluss-struggle as the expression of the law of history lies Marx’s

‘notion of society as the product of a gigantic historical movement which
races according to its own law of motion to the end of historical times
when it will abolish jtself,

The difference between Marx's historical and Darwin's naturalistic ap-
proach has frequently been pointed out, usually and rightly in favor of
Marx, This has led us to forget the great and positive interest Marx took
it Darwin's theories; Engels could not think of a greater compliment to
Marx's scholarly. achievements than to call him the “Darwin of history.™?
If one considers, not the actual achievement, but the basic philosophies

. of both men, it turns out that ultimately the movement of history and the

movement of mature are one and the same. Darwin’s introduction of the
concept of development into nature, his insistence that, at least in the field
of biology, natural movement is not circular but unilinear, moving in an
infinitely progressing dircction, means in fact that nature is, as it were,
being swept into history, that natural life is considered to be historical. The
“natural” law of the survival of the fittest is just as much a historical law
and could be used us such by racism as Marx's law of the survival of the
most progressive class. Marx's class struggle, on the other hand, as the
driving force of history is only the outward expression of the development

In his funeral spcech o Marx, Engels said: “Just as Durwin discovered the law

of development of orpanjc life, s0 Marx discovered the law of development of human

chistory,” A similer comment is found in Engels’ introduction to the edition of the

[E Conrnunist Manifesto in 1890, and in his introduction to the Ursprung der Familie,

he once mure mentions “Darwin's theory af evolution” and “Marx's theory of surplus
value™ side by side.
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of productive forces which in turn have their origin in the “labor-power”
of men. Labor, according to Marx, is not a historical but a natural-
biological force—released through man’s “metabolism with nature” by
which he conserves his individual life and reproduces the species.? Engels
saw the affinity between the basic convictions of the two men very clearly
because he understood the decisive role which the concept of development
played in both theories. The tremendous intellectual change which took
place in the middle of the last century consisted in the refusal to view or
accept anything “as it is” and in the consistent interpretation of everything
as being only a stage of some further development. Whether the driving force
of this development was called nature or history is relatively secondary.
In these jdeclogies, the term “law™ itself changed its meaning: from ex-
pressing the framework of stability within which human actions and motions
can take place, it became the expression of the matian itself.

Totalitarian politics which proceeded to follow the recipes of ideologies
has unmasked the true nature of these movements insofar as it clearly
showed that there could be no end to this process. If it is the law of nature
to eliminate everything that is harmful and unfit to live, it would mean
the end of nature itself if new categories of the harmful and unfit-to-live
could not be found; if it is the Jaw of histary that in a class struggle certain
classes “wither away,” it would mean the end of human history itself if
rudimentary new classes did not form, so that they in turn could “wither
away” under the hands of totalitarian rulers. In other words, the law of
killing by which totalitarian movements seize and exercise power would
remain a law of the movement even if they ever succeeded in making all
of humanity subject to their rule.

By lawful government we understand a body politic in which positive
laws are needed to translate and realize the immutable ius naturale or the
eternal commandments of God jnto standards of right and wrong, Only
in these standards, in the body of positive laws of each country, do the
ing naturale or the Commandments of God achieve their political reality.
In the body politic of totalitariun government, this place of positive laws
is taken by total terror, which is designed to translate into reality the law
of movement of history or nature. Just as positive laws, though they
define transgressions, are independent of them—the absence of crimes in
any society does not render laws superfluous but, on the contrary, signifies
their most perfect rule—so terror in totalitarian government has ceased
to be a mere means for the suppression of opposition, though it is also
used for such purposes. Terror becomes total when it becomes independent
of all opposition; it rules supreme when nobody any longer stands in its
way. If lawfulness is the essence of non-tyrannical government and lawless-
ness is the essence of tyranny, then terror is the essence of totalitarian
domination.

TOTALITARIANISM

1 For Marx's lubor concept s “un elernal nsiure-imposed necessity, withont which
there can be no metubolism between mun und nuture, and therefore no life,” see
Capital, Vol T, Part |, ch. | and 5. The quoted passage is from ch. |, section 2.
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Terror is the realization of the law of movement; its chief aim is to
make it possible for the force of nature or of history to race freely through
mankind, unhindered by any spontaneous human action. As such, terror
seeks to “stabilize™ men in order to liberate the forces of nature or history.
It is this movement which singles out the foes of mankind against whom
terror is let loose, and no free action of either opposition or sympathy can
be permitted to interfere with the elimination of the “objective enemy” of
History or Nature, of the class or the race. Guilt and innocence become
senseless notions; “guilty” is he who stands in the way of the natural or
historical process which has passed judgment over “inferior races,”. over
individuals “unfit to live,” over “dying classes and decadent peoples.”
Terror executes these judgments, and before its court, all concerned are
subjectively innocent: the murdered because they did nothing against the
system, and the murderers because they do not really murder but execute
a death sentence pronounced by some higher tribunal. The rulers them-
. selves do not claim to be just ar wise, but only to execute historical or
natural laws; they do not apply laws, but execute a movement in accordance
with its inherent law. Terror is lawfulness, if law is the law of the move-
ment of some suprahuman force, Nature or History. Co

Terror as the execution of a law of movement whose ultimate goal is not
- the welfare of men or the interest of one man but the fabrication of man-
kind, eliminates individuals for the sake of the species, sacrifices the “parts”
. for the sake of the “whole.” The suprahuman force of Nature or History has
its own beginning and its own end, so that it can be hindered only by the

new beginning and the individual end which the life of each man actually is.
~ Positive laws in constitutional government are designed to erect boundaries
and establish channels of communication between men whose community
 is continually endangered by the new men born into it. With each new birth,
- a new beginning is born into the world, a new world has potentially come
- into being. The stability of the laws corresponds to the constant motion of
all human affairs, 2 motion which can never end as long as men are born
and die. The laws hedge in each new beginning and at the same time
assure its freedom of movement, the potentiality of something entirely new
and unpredictable; the boundaries of positive laws are for the political
existenice of man what memeory is for his historical existence: they guarantee
the pre-existence of a common world, the reality of some continuity which
transcends the individual life span of each generation, absorbs all new origins
and is nourished by them.

Total terror is so easily mistaken for a symptom of tyrannical government
because totalitarian government in its initial stages must behave like a
tyranny and raze the boundaries of man-made law. But total terror leaves
no arbitrary lawlessness behind it and does not rage for the sake of some
- arbitrary will or for the sake of despotic power of one man against all,
least of all for the sake of a war of all against ali. It substitutes for the boun-
daries and channels of communication between individeal men a band of
iron which holds them so tightly together that it is as though their plurality
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had disappeared into One Man of gigantic dimensions. To abolish the fences
of laws between men—as tyranny does—means to take away man's liberties
and destroy freedom as a living political reality; for the space between men
as it is hedged in by laws, is the living spuce of freedom. Total terror uses
this old instrument of tyranny but destroys at the same time also the law-
less, fenceless wilderness of fear and suspicion which tyranny leaves behind.
This desert, to be sure, is no longer a living space of freedom, but it still
provides some room for the fear-guided movements and suspicion-ridden
actions of its inhabitants.

By pressing men against each other, total terror destroys the space be-
tween them; compared to the condition within its iron band, even the desert
of tyranny, insofar as it is still some kind of space, appears like a guarantee
of freedom. Totalitarian government does not just curtnil liberties or abolish
essential freedoms; nor does it, at least to our Hmited knowledge, succeed
in eradicating the love for freedom from the hearts of man. It destroys the
one essential prerequisite of all freedom which is simply the capacity of
motion which cannot exist without space,

Total terror, the essence of totalitarian government, exists neither for
nor against men. It is supposed to provide the forces of nature or history
with an incomparahie instrument to accelerate their movement. This move-
ment, proceeding according to its own law, cannot in the long run be hin-
dered; eventually its force will always prove more powerful than the mast
powerful forces engendered by the actions and the will of men. But it can
be slowed down and is slowed down almost inevitably by the freedom of
man, which even totalitarian rulers cannot deny, for this freedom—irrele-
vant and arbitrary as they may deem it—is identical with the fact that men
are being born and that therefore each of them /s a new beginning, begins,
in a sense, the world anew. From the totalitarian point of view, the fact
that men are born and die can be only regarded as an annoying interference
with higher forces. Terror, therefore, as the obedient servant of natugal
or historical movement has to eliminate from the process not only freedom
in any specific sense, but the very source of freedom which is given with
the fact of the birth of man and resides in his capacity to make a new begin-
ning. In the iron band of terror, which destroys the plurality of men and
makes out of many the One who unfailingly will act as though he himself
were part of the course of history or nature, a device has been found not
only to liberate the historical and natural forces, but to accelerate them to
a speed they never would reach if left to themselves. Practically speaking,
this means that terror executes on the spot the death sentences which
Nature js supposed (o have pronounced on races or individuals who are “unfit
to live,” or History on “dying classes,” without waiting for the slower and
less efficient processes of nature or history themselves,

In this concept, where the essence of government itself has become mo-
tion, a very old problem of political thought seems to have found a solution
similar to the one already noted for the discrepancy between legality and
justice. If the essence of government is defined as lawfulness, and if it is
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understood that laws are the stabilizing forces in the public affairs of men
{as indeed it always has been since Plato invoked Zeus, the god of the boun-
daries, in his Laws), then the problem of movement of the body politic
and the actions of its citizens arises. Lawfulness sets limitations to actions,
but does not inspire them; the greatness, but also the perplexity of laws in
free societies is that they only tell what one should not, but never what one
. should do. The necessary movement of a body politic can never be found
in its essence if only because this essence—apain since Plato—has always
. been defined with a view to its permanence. Duration seemed one of the
. surest yardsticks for the goodness of a government. It is still for Montes-
: quien the supreme proof for the badness of tyranny that only tyrannies are
. liable to be destroyed from within, to decline by themselves, whereas all
i other governments arc destroyed through exterior circumstances, Therefore
. what the definition of governments always needed was what Montesquien
called a “principle of action” which, different in each form of government,
would inspire povernment and citizens alike in their public activity and
serve as a criterion, beyond the merely negative yardstick of lawiulness, for
© judging all action in public affairs. Such guiding principles and criteria of
action are, according to Montesquieu, honor in a monarchy, virtue in a re-
{ public and fear in a tyranny.
In a perfect totalitarian government, where all men have become One
' Man, where all action aims at the acceleration of the movement of nature
or history, where every single act is the execution of a death sentence which
Nature or History has already pronounced, that is, under conditions where
. terror can be completely relied upon to keep the movement in constant
. motion, no principle of action separate from its essence would be needed at
.all, Yet as long as totalitarian rule has not conquered the earth and with
the iron band of terror made each single man a part of one mankind, terror
:.in its double function as essence of government and principle, not of action,
- but of motion, cannot be fully realized. Just as lawfulness in constitutional
government is insufficient to inspire and guide men's actions, so terror in
otalitarian government is not sufficient to inspire and guide human behavior,
While under present conditions totalitarian domination still shares with
other forms of gpovernment the need for n puide for the behavior of its citi-
~zens in public affuirs, it does not need and could not even use a principle
of action strictly speaking, since it will eliminate precisely the capacity of
man to act. Under conditions of total terror not even fear can any longer
- serve as an advisor of how to behave, because terror chooses ils victims
without reference toindividual actions or thoughts, exclusively in accordance
with the objective necessity of the natural or historical process. Under to-
- talitarian conditions, fear probably is more widespread than ever before;
- but fear has lost its practical usefulness when actions guided by it can no
longer help to avoid the dangers man fears. The same is true for sympathy
- or support of the regime; for total terror not only selects its victims accord-
- ing to objective standards; it chooses its executioners with as complete
- a disregard as possible for the candidate’s conviction and sympathies. The
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consistent elimination of conviction as a motive for action has become a
matter of record since the great purges in Soviet Russia and the satellite
countries. The aim of totalitarian education has never been to instill con-
victions but to destroy the capacity to form any. The introduction of purely
objective criteria into the selective system of the SS troops was Himmler's
great organizational invention; he selected the candidates from photographs
according to purely racial criteria. Nature itself decided, not only who was
to be eliminated, but also who was to be trained as an executioner.

No guiding principle of behavior, taken itself from the realm of human
action, such as virtue, honor, fear, is necessary or can be useful to set into
motion a body politic which no longer uses terror as a means of intimida-
tion, but whoss essence iy terror. In its stead, it has introduced an entirely
new principle into public affairs that dispenses with human will to action
altogether and appeals to the craving need for some insight into the law
of movement according to which the terror functions and upon which, there-
fore, all private destinies depend,

The inhabitants of a totalitarian country are thrown into and caught in
the process of nature or history for the sake of accelerating its movement;
as such, they can cnly be executioners or victims of its inherent law. The
process may decide that those who today eliminate races and individuals
or the members of dying classes and decadent peoples are tomorrow those
who must be sacrificed. What totalitarian rule needs to guide the behavior
of its subjects is a preparation to fit cach of them equally well for the role
of exceutioner and the role of victim. This two-sided preparation, the sub-
stitute for a prineiple of action, is the ideclogy.

Ideologies—isms which to the satisfaction of their adherents can explain

everything and every occurence by deducing it from 2 single premise——are

a very recent phenomenon and, for many decades, played a negligible role
in political life. Only with the wisdom of hindsight can we discover in them
certain elements which have made them so disturbingly useful for totalitarian
rule. Not before Hitler and Stalin were the great political potentialities of
the ideologies discovered.

Ideologies are known for their scientific character: they combine the sci-
entific approach with results of philosophical relevance and pretend to be

scientific philosophy. The word “ideology” seems to imply that an idea

can become the subject matter of a science just as animals are the subject
matter of zoology, and that the suffix -logy in ideclogy, as in zoology, indi-
cates nothing but the logoi, the scientific statements made on it. If this were
true, an ideology would indeed be a pseudo-science and a pseudo-philos-
ophy, transgressing at the same time the limitations of science and the

limitations of philosophy. Deism, for example, would then be the ideology

which treats the idea of God, with which philosophy is concerned, in the sci
entific manner of theology for which God is a revealed reality. (A theology
which is not based on revelation as a given reality but treats God as an
idea would be as mad as a zoology which is no longer sure of the physical,
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tangible qxistence of animais.) Yet we know that this is only part of the
tru@h. Deism, though it denies divine revelation, does not simply make “sci-
enuﬁc_:“ statements on a God which is only an *idea,” but uses the idea of
F}od in order to explain the course of the world. The “ideas™ of isms—race
in racism, God in deism, etc.—never form the subject matter of the ideologies
and tht_a suffix -Iogy never indicates simply a body of “scientific™ statements,
An ideology is quite literally what its name indicates: it is-the logic.of
an idea. Its subject matter is history, to which the “idea™ is applied‘—\f.he
1:esult of this application is not a body of statements about somet.hing"that
is, but the unfolding of a process which is in constant change. The idealogy
treats the course of events as though it followed the same “law” as the
logical exposition of its “idea.” Ideologies pretend to know the mysteries
of the whole historical process—the secrets of the past, the intricacies of
§he present, the uncertainties of the future—because of the logic inherent
in their respective ideas. s
Ideologies.are never interested in the miracle of being. They are historical,
cnnce;ned with becoming and perishing, with the rise and fall of cultures,
even ‘sf .they try to explain history by some “law of nature.” The word
race” in racism does not signify any genuine curiosity about the human
races as a fleld for scientific exploration, but is the “idea™ by which. the
movement of history is explained as one consistent process. T
The “idea” of an ideology is neither Plato’s eternal essence grasped by
the eyes of the mind nor Kant's regulative principle of reason but has
become an instrument of explanation. To an ideology, history does not
appear in the light of an idea (which would imply that history is seen
syb specie of some ideal eternity which itself is beyond historical mo-
tion) but as something which can be calculated by it. What fits the “idea”
into this new role is its own “logic,” that is a movement which is the con-
sequence of the “idea™ itself and needs no outside factor to set it into mo-
tion. Racism is the belief that there is 2’ motion inherent in the very idea
of race, just as deism is the belief that a motion is inherent in the very
notion of God. s
The movement of history and the logical process of this notion are sup-

i posed to correspond to each other, so that whatever happens, happens ac-

E:Drding to the logic of one “idea.” However, the only possible movement
in t_he realm of logic is the process of deduction from a premise;” Dialectical
logic, with its process from thesis through antithesis to synthesis which in
turn becomes the thesis of the next dialectical movement, is not different
in pqnciple, once an ideology gets hold of it; the first thesis becomes the
premise and its advantage for ideological explanation is that this dialectical
dev:ge can explain away factual contradictions as stages of one identical,
consistent movement, o -
As soon as logic as a movement of thought—and not as a necessary con-
trol of thinking—is applied to an idea, this idea is transformed into a prem-
ise. Ideological world explanations performed this operation long.beforé
it became so eminently fruitful for totalitarian reasoning. The purely nega-
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tive coercion of logic, the prohibition of contradictions, became *produg-
tive” so that a whole line of thought could be initiated, and forced upon the
mind, by drawing conclusions in the manner of mere argumentation. This
argumentative process could be interrupted neither by a new idea (which
would have been another premise with a different set of consequences) nor
by a new experience. Ideologies always assume that one idea is sufficient to
explain everything in the development from the premise, and that no experi-
ence can teach anything because everything is comprehended in this con-
sistent process of logical deduction. The danger in exchanging the necessary
insecurity of philosophical thought for the total explanation of an ideclogy
and its Weltanschauung, is not even so much the risk of falling for some
usually vulgar, always uncritical assumption as of exchanging the freedom
inherent in man’s capacity to think for the strait jacket of logic with which
man can force himself almost as violently as he is forced by some outside
ower.
P The Weltanschauungen and ideologies of the nineteenth century are not
in themselves totalitarian, and although racism and communism have be-
come the decisive ideologies of the twentieth century they were not, in
principle, any “more totalitarian” than the others; it happened because the
elements of experience on which they were originally based—the struggle
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between the races for world domination, and the struggle between the classes -

for political power in the respective countries—turned out to be politically

more important than those of other ideologies. In this sense the- ideological
victory of racism and communism over all other isms was decided before:
the totalitarian movements tock hold of precisely these ideclogies. On the.
other hand, all ideologies contain totalitarian elements, but these are

fully developed only by totalitarian movements, and this creates. the de-

ceptive impression that only racism and communism are totalitarian in-
character. The truth is, rather, that the real nature of all ideologies was -
revealed only in the role that the ideology plays in the apparatus of totali--

tarian domination, Seen from this aspect, there appear t.hre.c specifically
totalitarian elements that are peculiar to all idcological thinking.

First, in their claim to total explanation, ideologies have the tendency to ~
explain not what is, but what becomes, what is born and passes away. They -

are in all cases concerned solely with the element of motion, that is, with

history in the customary sense of the word. Ideologies are always oriented:

toward history, even when, as in the case of racism, they seemiqgly Proc?.ed
from the premise of nature; here, nature serves merely to explain hlston.cal
matters and reduce them to matters of nature. The claim to total explanation
promises to explain all historical happenings, the total explanation of the
past, the total knowledge of the present, and the reliable prediction of the

future. Secondly, in this capacity ideological thinking becomes independent. -

of all experience from which it cannot learn anything new even if it is a
question of something that has just come to pass. Hence ideological think-

ing becomes emancipated from the reality that we pergeive with our fwa ¢
senses, and insists on a “truer™ reality concealed behind all percepuble_-
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_ things, dominating them from this place of concealment and requiring a

sixth sense that enables us to become aware of it. The sixth sense is pro-
vided by precisely the ideology, that particular ideclogical indoctrination
which is taught by the educational institutions, established exclusively for
this purpose, to train the “political soldiers” in the Ordensburgen of the
Nazis or the schools of the Comintern and the Cominform. The propaganda
of the totalitarian movement also serves to emancipate thought from expe-
rience and reality; it always strives to inject a secret meaning inlo every
public, tangible event and to suspect a secret intent behind every public
political act. Once the movements have come to power, they proceed to
change reality in accordance with their ideological claims. The concept of
enmity is replaced by that of conspiracy, and this produces a mentality in
which reality—real enmity or real friendship—is no longer experienced and
understood in its own terms but is automatically assumed to signify some-
thing else.

Thirdly, since the ideologies have no power to transform reality, they
achieve this emancipation of thought from experience through certain meth-
ods of demonstration. Ideological thinking orders facts into an absolutely
logical procedure which starts from an axiomatically accepted premise, de-
ducing everything else from it; that is, it proceeds with a consistency that
exists nowhere in the realm of reality. The deducing may proceed lopically
or dialectically; in either case it involves a consistent process of argumenta-
tion which, because it thinks in terms of a process, is supposed to be able
to comprehend the mavement of the suprahuman, natural or historical proc-
esses. Comprehension is achieved by the mind's imitating, either logically or
dialectically, the laws of “scientifically” established movements with which
through the process of imitation it becomes integrated, Ideological argu-
mentation, always # kind of logical deduction, corresponds to the two afore-
mentioned elements of the ideologies—the element of movement and of
emancipation from reality and experience—first, because its thought move-
ment does not spring from experience but is self-generated, and, secondly,

-~ because it transforms the one and only point that is taken and accepted from
- experienced reality into an axiomatic premise, leaving from then on the

subsequent argumentation process completely untouched from any further
experience. Once it has established its premise, its point of departure, expe-
riences no longer interfere with ideological thinking, nor can it be taught
by reality,

The device both totalitarian rulers used to transform their respective
idealogies into wenpons with which each of their subjects conld force him-
self into step with the terror movement was deceptively simple and incon-
spicuous: they took them dead seriously, took pride the one in his supreme
gift for “ice cold reasoning™ (Hitler) and the other in the “mercilessness of
his dialectics,” and proceeded to drive ideological implications into extremes
of logical consistency which, to the onlooker, looked preposterously “primi-
tive” and absurd: a “dying class™ consisted of people condemned 1o death;
races that are “unfit to live™ were to be exterminated. Whoever agreed that
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there are such things as “dying classes” and did not draw the comse-
quence of killing their members, or that the right to live had something to
do with race and did not draw the consequence of killing “unfit races,” was
plainly either stupid or a coward. This stringent logicality as a puide to
action permeates the whole structure of totalitarian movements and govern-
ments. It is exclusively the work of Hitler and Stalin who, aithough they
did not add a single new thought to the ideas and propaganda slogans of
their movements, for this reason alone must be considered ideologists of the
greatest importance,

What distinguished these new totalitarian ideologists from their prede-
cessors was that it was no longer primarily the “idea” of the ideology—the
struggle of classes and the exploitation of the workers or the strupple of
races and the care for Germanic peoples—which appealed to them, but the
logical process which could be developed from it. According to Stalin,
neither the idea nor the oratory but “the irresistible force of logic thoroughly
overpowered [Lenin's] aucdience.” The power, which Marx thought was
born when the idea seized the masses, was discovered to reside, not in the
idea itself, but in its logical process which “like 2 mighty tentacle seizes
you on all sides as in a vise and from whose grip you are powerless to tear
yourself away; you must either surrender or make up your mind to utter
defeat.” Only when the realization of the ideological aims, the classless
society or the master race, was at stake, could this force show itself. In the
process of realization, the original substance upon which the ideologies based
themselves as long as they had to appeal to the masses—the expleoitation of
the workers or the national aspirations of Germany—is gradually lost, de-
voured as it were by the process itself: in perfect accordance with “ice cold
reasoning” and the “irresistible force of logic,” the workers lost under Bol-
shevik rule even those rights they had been granted under Tsarist oppression
and the German people suffered a kind of warfare which did not pay the
slightest regard to the minimum requirements for survival of the German
nation. It is in the nature of ideological politics—and is not simply a be-
trayal committed for the sake of seif-interest or lust for power—that the real
content of the ideclogy (the working class or the Germanic peoples), which
originally had brought about the “idea” (the struggle of classes as the law
of history or the struggle of races as the law of nature), is devoured by the
logic with which the “idea” is carried out.

The preparation of victims and executioners which totalitarianism requires
in place of Montesquieu’s principle of action is not the ideology itself—
racism or dialectical materialism—abut its inherent logicality. The most per-
suasive argument in this respect, an argument of which Hitler like Stalin was
very fond, is: You can't say A without saying B and C and so on, down to
the end of the murderous alphabet. Here, the coercive force of logieality

# Stulin’s speech of lanuary 28, 1924; quoted from Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. 1,
B- 33, Moscow, 1947.—It is interesting to nole that Stalin's “logic” is among the few
qualities that Khrushchev pruises in his devastating speech ut the Twentieth Party
Congress.
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seems to have its source; it springs from our fear of contradicting ourselves.
To the extent that the Bolshevik purge succeeds in making its victims con-

H fess to crimes they never committed, it relies chiefly on this basic fear and

argues as follows: We are all agreed on the premise that history is a struggle
of classes and on the role of the Party in its conduct. You know therefore
that, historically speaking, the Party is always right (in the words of Trot-
sky: “We can only be right with and by the Party, for history has provided
no other way of being in the right.”). At this historical moment, that is in
accordance with the law of history, certain crimes are due to be commit-
ted which the Party, knowing the law of history, must punish. For these
crimes, the Party needs criminals; it may be that the Party, though knowing
the crimes, does not quite know the criminals; more important than to be
sure about the criminals is to punish the crimes, because without such
punishment, History will not be advanced but may even be hindered in its
course. You, therefore, either have committed the erimes or have been
called by the Party to play the role of the criminal—in either case, you have
objectively become an enemy of the Party. If you don't confess, you cease
to help History through the Party, and have become a real enemy.—The
coercive force of the argument is: if you refuse, you contradict yourself and,

through this contradiction, render your whole life meaningless; the A which

you said dominates your whole life through the consequences of B and C
which it logically engenders.

Totalitarian rulers rely on the compulsion with which we can compel our-
selves, for the limited mobilization of people which even they still need;
this inner compulsion is the tyranny of logicality against which nothing
stands but the great capacity of men to start something new. The tyranny of
logicality begins with the mind’s submission to logic as a never-ending proc-
ess, on which man relies in order to engender his thoughts. By this submis-
sion, he surrenders his inner freedom as he surrenders his freedom of
mavement when he bows down to an outward tyranny. Freedom as an inner
capacity of man is identical with the capacity to begin, just as freedom as a

. political reality is identical with a space of movement between men. Over
: the beginning, no logic, no cogent deduction can have any power, because
 its chain presupposes, in the form of a premise, the beginning. As terror

is needed lest with the birth of each new human being a mew beginning

- arise and raise its voice in the world, so the self-coercive force of logicality

is mobilized lest anybody ever start thinking—which as the freest and purest

~of all human activities is the very opposite of the compulsory process of
 deduction. Totalitarian povernment can be safe only to the extent that it
- can mobilize man's own will power in order to force him into that plgantic
- movement of History or Nature which supposedly uses mankind as its

material and knows neither birth nor death.

The compulsion of total terror on one side, which, with its iron band,
presses masses of isolated men together and supports them in a world which
has become a wilderness for them, and the self-coercive force of logical
deduction on the other, which prepares each individual in his lonely isola-
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tion against all others, correspond to each other and need each other in
order to set the terror-ruled movement into motion and keep it moving. Just
as terror, even in its pre-total, merely tyrannical form ruins all relationships
ble.twean men, so the self-compulsion of ideclogical thinking ruins all rela-
tionships with reality. The preparation has succeeded when people have lost
contact with their fellow men as well as the reality around them; for to-
gether with these contacts, men lose the capacity of both experience and
thought. The ideal subject of totalitarian rule is not the convinced Nazi or
the convinced Communist, but people for whom the distinction between Fact
and fiction {i.e., the reality of experience) and the distinction between true
and false (i.e., the standards of thought) no longer exist.

TOTALITARIANISM

The question we raised at the start of these considerations and to which-
we now return is what kind of basic experience in the living-together of
men permeates a form of government whose essence is terror and whose -
principle of action is the logicality of ideological thinking. That such a com- -

pinaticm was never used before in the varied forms of political domination
is obvious. Still, the basic experience on which it rests must be human and
koown to men, insofar as even this most “original™ of all political bodies
has been devised by, and is somehow answering the needs of, men.

It has frequently been observed that terror can rule absolutely only aver
men who are isolated against each other and that, therefore, one of the
primary concerns of ali tyrannical government is to bring this isolation about.
Isolation may be the beginning of terror; it certainly is its most fertile
ground; it always is its result. This isolation is, as it were, pretotalitarian; its
hallmark is impotence insofar as power always comes fram men acting to-
gether, “acting in concert™ (Burke); isalated men are powerless by definition.

Isolation and impotence, that is the fundamental inability to act at all,
have always been characteristic of tyrannies. Political contacts between men
are severed in tyrannical government and the human capacities for action
and power are frustrated. But not all contacts between men are broken and
not all human capacities destroyed. The whole sphere of private life with
the capacities for experience, fabrication and thought are left intact. We
know that the iron band of total terror leaves no space for such private
life and that the self-coercion of totalitarian logic destroys man's capacity
for experience and thought just as certainly as his capacity for action,

What we call isolation in the political sphere, is called loneliness in the
sphere of social intercourse. Isolation and loneliness are not the same. I
can be isolated—that is in a situation in which I cannot act, because there
is nobody who will act with me—without being lonely; and I can be lonely
—that is in a situation in which I as a person feel myself deserted by all
human companionship—without being isolated. Isolation is that impasse
into which men are driven when the political sphere of their lives, where
they act together in the pursuit of a common concern, is destroyed. Yet iso-

lation, though destructive of power and the capacity for action, not only

lIeaves intact but is required for all so-called productive activities of memn.

e
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Man insofar as he is /omo fuber tends to isolate himself with his work,
that is to leave temporarily the realm of politics. Fabrication (poiesis, the
making of things}, as distinguished from action {praxis) on one hand and
sheer labor on the other, is always performed in a certain isolation from
common concerns, no. matter whether the result is a piece of craftsman-
ship or of art. In isolation, man remains in contact with the world as the
human artifice; only when the most elementary form of human creativity,
which is the capacity to add something of one's own to the common waorld,
is destroyed, isolation becomes altogether unbearable, This can happen in a
world whose chief values are dictated by labor, that is where all human
activities have been transformed into laboring. Under such conditions, only
the sheer effort of labor which is the cflort to keep alive is left and the rela-
tionship -with the world as a human artifice is broken. Isolated man who

‘lost his place in the political realm of action is deserted by the world of

things as well, if he is no longer recognized us homo faber but treated as an
animal laborans whose necessary “metabolism with nature™ is of concern to
no one. Isolation then becomes loneliness. Tyranny based on isolation gen-
erally leaves the productive capacities of mun intact; a tyranny over “labor-
ers,” however, as for instance the rule over slaves in antiquity, would

-gutomatically be a rule over lonely, not only isolated, men and tend to be

totalitarian.

While isolation concerns only the political realm of life, loneliness con-
cerns human life as a whole. Totalitarian government, like all tyrannies,
certainly could not exist without destroying the public realm of life, that is,
without destroying, by isolating men, their political capacities. But totali-
tarian domination us a form of government is new in that it is not content
with this isalation and destroys private life as well. Tt bases itself on lone-
liness, on the experience of not belonging to the world at all, which is among
the most radical and desperate experiences of man.

Loneliness, the common ground for ‘terror, the essence of totalitarian
government, and for ideclogy or logicality, the preparation of ils execu-
tioners and victims, is closely connected with uprootedness and superflu-
pusness which have been the curse of modern masses since the beginning
of the industrial revolution and have become acute with the rise of imperi-
alism at the end of the [ast century and the break-down of political institu-
tons and social traditions in our own time. To be uprooted means to have
no place in the world, recognized and guaranteed by others; to be super-
fluous means not to belong to the world at all. Uprootedness can be the
preliminary condilion for superfiuousness, just as isolation can (but must
not) be the preliminary cendition for loneliness. Taken in itself, without
consideration of its recent historical causes and its new role in politics,
loneliness is at the same time contrary to the basic requirements of the
human condition wnd one of the fundamental expericnces of every human
life. Even the experience of the materially and sensually given world depends
upon my being in contact with other men, upon our common sense which
regulates and controls all other senses and without which each of us would
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be enclosed in his own particularity of sense data which in themselves are
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unreliable and treacherous. Only because we have common sense, that is.

only because not ane man, but men in the plural inhabit the earth can we
trust our immediate sensual experience. Yet, we have only to remind our-
selves that one day we shall have to leave this common world which will
£0 on as before and for whose continuity we are superfluous in order to
realize loneliness, the experience of being abandoned by everything and
everybody.

Loneliness is not solitude. Solitude requires being alone whereas lone-
liness shows itself most sharply in company with others. Apart from a few
stray remarks—usually framed in a paradoxical mood like Cato's statement
(reported by Cicera, De Re Publica, 1, 17): numquam minus solum esse
quart cum solus esset, “never was he less alone than when he was alone,”
or, rather, “never was he less lonely than when he was in solitude™—it seens
that Epictetus, the emancipated slave philosopher of Greek origin, was the
first to distinguish between loneliness and solitude. His discovery, in a way,

was accidental, his chief interest being neither solitude nor loneliness, but-

being alone (monos) in the sense of absolute independence. As Epictetus
sees it (Dissertationes, Book 3, ch. 13) the lonely man {eremos) finds him-
self surrounded by others with whom he cannot establish contact or to
whose hostility he is exposed. The solitary man, on the- contrary, is alone
and therefore “can be together with himself” since men have the capacity
of “talking with themselves.” In solitude, in other words, I am “by myself,”
together with my self, and therefore two-in-one, whereas in loneliness I am
actually one, deserted by all others. All thinking, strictly speaking, is done
in solitude and is a dialogue between me and myself; but this dialogue of
the two-in-one does not lose contact with the world of my fellow-men be-
cause they are represented in the self with whom I lead the dialogue of
thought. The problem of solitude is that this two-in-one needs the others in
order to become one again: one unchangeable individual whose identity
can never be mistaken for that of any other, For the confirmation of my
identity I depend entirely upon other people; and it is the great saving grace
of companionship for solitary men that it makes them “whole” again, saves
them from the dialogue of thought in which one remaing always equivocal,
restores the identity which makes them speak with the single voice of one
unexchangeable person.

Solitude can become loneliness; this happens when all by myself [ am
deserted by my own self. Solitary men have always been in danger of lone-
liness, when they can no longer find the redeeming grace of companionship
to save them from duality and equivocality and doubt. Historically, it seems
as though this danger became sufficiently great to be noticed by others and
recorded by history only in the nineteenth century. It showed itself clearly
when philosophers, for whom alone solitude is a way of life and a condi-
tion of work, were no longer content with the fact that “philosophy is only
for the few” und began to insist that nobody “understands™ them. Character-
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stic in this respect is the anecdote reported from Hegel's de?l‘hbed which
pedly could have been told of any great philosopher before him: “Nobody
s understood me except one; and he also misunderstood.” Conversely,
here is always the chance that a lonely mar finds himself and'start_s tl}e
hinking dialogue of solitude. This seems to have happened to Nletz_sche in
ils Maria when he conceived Zarathustra. In two poems (*'Sils Maria” a_nd
‘Aus hohen Bergen™) he tells of the empty expectation and the yearning
aiting of the lonely until suddenly “um Mittag war's, da wurde Eins.zu
wei . ./ Nun feiern wir, vereinten Siegs gewiss,/ das Fest der Feste;/
reund Zarathustra kam, der Gast der Giste!” (“Noon was, when Cne
ecame Two . . . Certain of united victory we celebrate the feast of feasts;
vfriend Zarathustra came, the guest of guests.”) .

© What makes loneliness so unbearable is the loss of one's own self which
ccan be realized in solitude, but confirmed in its identity only by the trust-
ing and trustworthy company of my equals. In this situation, man loses
‘trust in himself as the partner of his thoughts and that elementary confidence
in the world which is necessary to make experiences at all. Self and world,
“eapacity for thought and experience are lost at the same time. o
The only. capacity of the human mind which needs neither- tht? self nor
-the other nor the world ir order to function safely and which is as mdep_end-
ent of experience as it is of thinking is the ability of logical reasoning whose .
premise i the self-evident. The elementary rules of cogent evidence, the
truism that two and two equals four cannot be perverted even under the
conditions of absolute loneliness. It is the only reliable “truth” human be-
ings can fall back upon once they have lost the mutual guarantee, the com-
mon sense, men need in order to experience and live and know their way
in a common world, But this “truth” is empty or rather no truth at ali,
because it does not reveal anything. {To define consistency as truth as some
modern logicians do means to deny the existente of truth.) Under the con-
ditions of loneliness, therefore, the self-evident is no longer just a means of
the intellect and beging to be productive, to develop its own lines qf
©: “thought.” That thought processes characterized by strict self-evident logi-
cality, from which apparently there is no escape, have some connection
with loneliness was once noticed by Luther (whose experiences in the phe-
nomena of solitude and loneliness probably were second to no one's and
who once dared to say that “there must be a God because man needs one
¢ being whom he can trust™) in a little-known remark on the Bible 'Sext it
is not good that man should be alone™: A lonely man, says Luther, alwag's:
deduces one thing from the other and thinks everything to the worst.
The famous extremism of totalitarian movements, far from haymg any-
thing to do with true radicalism, consists indeed_ in this “thmlgmg‘every—
thing to the worst,” in this deducing process which always arrives at the
worst possible conclusions. o

4 “Ein soicher (sc. einsamer) Mensch folgert immer ejns etts dem‘ andern und f‘enk(
afles zum Argsten.” In Erbanliche Schriften, *Warum die Einsamkeit zu flichen?
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What propares men for totalitarian domination in the non-totalitarian
world is the fact that loneliness, once a borderline experience usually suf-
fered in certain marginal sociul conditions like old uge, has become an every-
day experience of the evergrowing masses of our century. The merciless
process into which totalitarianism drives and organizes the masses looks
like a suicidal escape from this reality. The “ice-cold reasoning” and the
“mighty tentacle” of dialectics which “seizes you as in a vise” appears like
a last support in a world where nobody is reliable and nothing can be relied
upon. It is the inner coercion whose only content is the strict avoidance of
contradictions that seems to confirm a man’s identity outside all relationships
with others. It fits him into the iron band of terror even when he is alone,
and totalitarian domination tries never to leave him alone except in the
extreme situation of solitary confinement. By destroying all space between
men and pressing men against each other, even the productive potentialities

of isolation are annihilated; by teaching and glorifying the logical reasoning:
of loneliness where man knows that he will be utterly lost if ever he lets
go of the first premise from which the whole process is being started, even .

the slim chances that loneliness may be transformed into solitude and logic
into thought are obliterated. If this practice is compared with that of tyranny,

it seems as if a way had been found to set the desert itself in motion, to lat

loose a sand storm that could cover all parts of the inhabited earth.
The conditions under which we exist today in the field of politics are

indeed threatened by these devastating sand storms, Their danger is not-
- that they might establish a permanent world, Totalitarian domination, like .

tyranny, bears the perms of its own destruction. Just as fear and the im-
potence from which fear springs are antipolitical principles and throw
men into a situation contrary to political action, so loneliness and the

logical-ideological deducing the worst that comes from it represent an anti-

social situation and harbor a principle destructive for all human living-

together, Nevertheless, organized loneliness is considerably more dangerons. -

than the unorganized impotence of all those who are ruled by the tyrannical
and arbitrary will of a single man, Its danger is that it threatens to ravage
the world as we know it—a world which everywhere seems to have come
to an end—before a new beginning rising from this end has had time to
assert itself.

Apart from such considerations—which as predictions are of little avail
and less consolation—there remains the fact that the crisis of our time and
its central experience have brought forth an entircly new form of govern-
ment which as a potentiality and an ever-present danger is only too likely
to stay with us from now on, just as other forms of government which came
about at different historical moments and rested on different fundamental

experiences have stayed with mankind repardless of temporary defeats—-

monarchies, and republics, tyrannies, dictatorships and despotism.
But there remains also the truth that every end in history necessarily con-

tains a new beginning; this beginning is the promise, the only “message”
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which Fhe end can ever produce. Beginning, before it becomes a historical
“event, is the supreme capacity of man; politically, it is identical with man’s
reedom. Initium wut esset homo creatus est—>‘that a beginning be made

an was created” said Augustine.’ This beginning is guaranteed by each
ew birth; it is indeed every man.

#De Civitate Dei, Book 12, chapier 20.
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