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death,” von Tippelskirch replied, “A
difficult question,”™?

The fifth rationalizatior: was the most
sophisticated of all. It was also a last-
ditch psychological defense, suited par-
ticularly to those who saw through the
self-deception of superior orders, im-
personal duty, the shifting moral stand-
ard, and the argument of powerless-
ness. It was a rationalization also for
those whose drastic activity or high
position placed them out of reach of
orders, duty, moral dividing lines, and
helplessness. It was the jungle theory.

Oswald Spengler once explained this
theory in the following words: “War
is the primeval policy of all living
things, and this to the extent that in
the deepest sense combat and life are
identical, for when the will to fight is
extinguished, so is life itself.”s! Himm-
ler remembered this theory when he
addressed the mobile killin{:{ personnel
at Minsk. He told them to look at na-
ture: wherever they would look, they
would find combat. They would find it
among  animals and among plants.
Whoever tired of the fight went
under 82

From this philosophy Hitler himself
drew strength in moments of medita-
tion. Once at the dinner table, when
he thought about the destruction of
the Jews, he remarked with stark
simplicity: “One must not have mercy
with people who are determined by
tate to perish [Man diirfe kein Mitleid
mit Leuten haben, denen das Schicksal
bestimmt habe, zugrunde zu gehen|.”™?
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So far we have pointed out how the
G(ffmans overcame their administra-
tive and psychological obstacles; we
have dealt with the internal problems
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of the bureaucratic machine. But the
internal technocratic and moral con-
flicts do not fully explain what hap-
pened. In a destruction process  the
perpetrators do not play the only role;
the process is shaped by the victims,
too. It is the interaction of perpetrators
and victims that is “fate.” We must
therefore discuss the reactions of the
Jewish community and analyze the
role of the ]e\,vs il"l their own destruc-
tion.

When confronted by force, a group
can react in five ways: by 1‘(esista1n(r?-‘
by an attempt to alleviate or nullity
the threat (the undoing reaction), by
evasion, by paralysis, or by compliance,
Let us consider each in turn.

The reaction pattern of the Jews is
characterized by almost complete lack
of resistance. [n marked contrast to
German propaganda, the documentary
evidence of Jewish resistance, overt or
submerged, is very slight. On a Eu-
ropean-wide scale the Jews had no re
sistance organization, no blueprint for
armed action, no plan even for psycho-
logical warfare. They were completely
unprepared. In the words of Anti-
Partisan Chief and Higher SS and Po-
lice: Leader Russia Center von dem
Bach, who observed the Jews and killed
them from 1941 to the end:

Thus the misfortune came about.

I am the only living witness but

I must say the truth. Contrary to the
opinion of the National Socialists that
the Jews were a highly organized group.
the appalling fact was that they had no
organization whatsoever. The mass of
the Jewish people were taken com-
pletely by surprise. They did not know
at all what to do; they had no direc-
tives or slogans as to how they should
act. That is the greatest lie of anti-
Semitism because it gives the lie to the
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old slogan that the Jews are conspiring
to dominate the world and that they
are so highly organized. In reality
they had no organization of their own
at all, not even an information service.
If they had had some sort of organiza-
tion, these people could have been
saved by the millions; but instead they
were taken completely by surprise.
Never before has a people gone as un-
suspectingly to its disaster. Nothing
was prepared. Absolutely nothing. It
was not so, as the anti-Semites say, that
they were friendly to the Soviets. That
is the most appalling misconception of
all. The Jews in the old Poland, who
were never communistic in their sym-
pathies, were, throughout the area of
the river Bug eastward, more afraid of
Bolshevism than of the Nazis. This
was insanity. They could have been
saved. There were people among them
who had much to lose, business people;
they didn’t want to leave. In addition
there was love of home and their old
experience with pogroms in Russia.
After the first anti-Jewish actions of the
Germans, they thought now the wave
was over and so they walked back to
their undoing.!

The Jews were not oriented toward
resistance. They  took up resistance
only in a few cases, locally, and at the
last moment. Measured in  German
casualties, Jewish armed opposition
shrinks into insigniticance. The most
important engagement was fought in
the Warsaw ghetto (16 dead and 85
wounded on the German side, inclnd-
ing collaborators).” In Galicia sporadic
resistance resulted in some loses to SS
and Police Leader Katzmann (8 dead,
12 wounded).* In addition, there were
clashes between Jewish partisans and
German forces in other parts of the
Sast, and occasional acts of resistance
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by small groups and individuals in the
ghettos and killing centers. It is doubt-
ful that the Germans and their collab-
orators lost more than a few hundred
men, dead and wounded, in the course
of the destruction process. The num-
ber of men who dropped out because
of disease, nervous breakdowns, or
court martial proceedings was probably
greater. The Jewish resistance effort
could not seriously impede or retard
the progress of destructive operations:
The Germans brushed that resistance
aside as a minor obstacle, and in the
totality of the destruction process it
was of no consequence.

The second reaction was the attempt
to avert the full force of the German
destructive measures. This attempt
was carried out in three forms. One
was the petition — the appeal. By ap-
pealing, the Jews sought to transfer
the struggle from a physical to an in-
tellectual and moral plane. If only the
fate of the Jews could be resolved with
arguments rather than with physical
resources and physical combat — so
Jewry reasoned — there would be
nothing to fear. In a petition by Rabbi
Kaplan to French Commissioner Xavier
Vallat this Jewish mentality becomes
absolutely clear. Among other things,
the Rabbi pointed out that a pagan or
an atheist had the right to defame
Judaism, but in the case of a Christian.
did not such an attitude appear “spirit-
ually illogical as well as ungrateful?”
To prove his point, Kaplan supplied
many learned quotations. The letter
is as though it were not written in the
twentieth century. It is reminiscent of
the time toward the close of the Middle
Ages when Jewish rabbis used to dis-
pute with representatives of the Church
over the relative merits of the two re-
ligions.

Yet in various forms, some more
eloquent than others, the Jews appealed
and petitioned wherever and whenever

4. See pp. 398-99.



