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Racist ideology, like anti-Semitism, is an important element in the German case that 

has been widespread since the XVIIth century. Until the beginning of the XXth century, 

however, nothing seems to indicate as predictable the theories that will form the basis of the 

Barbarian Utopia of the 1930s. The topicality of this article lies upon the fact that the 

disappearance of the totalitarianism has created the space needed to expand studies related 

to the Holocaust and the role played by the regimes in Eastern European countries in the 

interwar period. The anti-Semitic problem is a topic of wide interest of research even today, 

because Holocaust research in general, and its impact on the Jewish people in particular, 

has conditioned the emergence of theoretical, practical and cognitive studies. Moreover, 

from a historiographical point of view, the analysis of this phenomenon in the newly created 

conjuncture offers the possibility to avoid stereotypes and the distorted understanding of the 

political phenomenon that led to the greatest monstrosity of the XXth century. 

Thus, the analysis of recent studies is of great importance and very up-to-date, because 

it tries to find an answer on the Holocaust by focusing on public opinion in Germany and the 

transformation of the image of the Jews, between 1933 and 1945, in the collective imagery, 

trying to argue that the motivation of Holocaust was purely ideological, rooted in a world 

existing only in the Nazi imagination, where an international Jewish conspiracy to control 

the world was opposed to a parallel "Aryan" mission, because no genocide up till now had 

been based completely on myths, on an abstract, non-pragmatic ideology - which was then 

implemented by very rational and pragmatic means. 

Keywords: fascism, nazism, totalitarian regimes, extreme right, anti-Semitism, the 

Holocaust, discrimination, concentration camps, Jews, racist laws, Gestapo, extermination 

through work, deportation, ghetto, genocide. 

 
PERSPECTIVE PRIVIND ANTISEMITISMUL ȘI 

„CHESTIUNEA GERMANĂ” ÎN ROMÂNIA 
 

Ideologia rasistă, ca şi antisemitismul, reprezintă în cazul german elemente importate 

difuzate începând cu secolul al XVII-lea. Pană la începutul secolului XX nimic nu pare însă a 

indica drept predictibilă teoriile ce vor sta la baza Utopiei Barbare a anilor 1930. 

Actualitatea reiese din faptul că dispariția totalitarismului au creat spaţiul necesar extinderii 

studiilor legate de Holocaust şi rolului jucat de regimurile din ţările Europei de Est în 

perioada interbelică. Problema antisemită constituie un subiect de interes amplu de 

cercetare şi în zilele noastre, deoarece cercetării Holocaustului în general, şi a impactul lui 

asupra poporului evreu, în particular a condiționat apariția unor studii cu caracter teoretic, 

practic şi cognitiv. Mai mult, din punct de vedere istoriografic, acest analiza acestui fenomen 

în noua conjunctură creată oferă posibilitatea evitării unor stereotipuri şi înţelegerea 

deformată a fenomenului politic ce a condus la cea mai mare monstruozitate a secolului XX.  
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Astfel, analiza studiilor recente sunt de mare importanţă şi foarte actuale, deoarece 

încercă să găsească un răspuns cu privire la Holocaust focalizându-se asupra opiniei publice 

din Germania şi a transformării imaginii evreului între 1933 şi 1945 în imaginarul colectiv, 

încercând să argumenteze că totuși motivația de bază a Holocaustului era pur ideologică, 

înrădăcinată într-o lume existentă numai în imaginația nazistă, unde unei conspirații 

evreiești internaţionale de a controla lumea i se opunea o misiune “ariană” paralelă, 

deoarece nici un genocid de până în ziua de azi nu fusese bazat atât de complet pe mituri,  pe 

o ideologie abstractă, ne-pragmatică - care a fost apoi pusă în aplicare prin mijloace foarte 

raționale şi pragmatice. 

Cuvinte–cheie: fascism, nazism, regimuri totalitare, extrema dreaptă, antisemitism, 

Holocaustul, discriminare, lagăre de concentrare, evrei, legi rasiste, Gestapo, exterminare 

prin muncă, deportare, ghetou, genocid. 

 

ПЕРСПЕКТИВЫ ОТНОСИТЕЛЬНО АНТИСЕМИТИЗМА 
И «НЕМЕЦКИЙ ВОПРОС» В РУМЫНИИ 

 
Расистская идеология, как и антисемитизм, является импортированным 

элементом в немецком случае, широко распространенным ещё с XVII века. Однако до 

начала XX-го века ничто не указывало на предсказуемость теории, которые лягут в 

основу варварской утопии 1930-х годов. Проблема антисемитизма является 

предметом широкого научного интереса даже сегодня, так как исследования 

Холокоста в целом и его влияния на еврейский народ в частности обусловили появление 

теоретических, практических и когнитивных исследований. Более того, 

анализированные с историографической точки зрения, этого явления во вновь созданной 

конъюнктуре позволяет избежать стереотипов и искаженного понимания 

политического феномена, приведшего к небывалых размеров чудовищности XX-го века. 

Таким образом, анализ последних исследований имеет большое значение и 

актуален, ввиду того что предпринимается попытки найти ответ на вопрос о 

Холокосте, сосредоточивая внимание на общественном мнении в Германии и на 

трансформации образа еврея в период с 1933 по 1945 год в коллективном воображении, 

на доказательстве того что мотивация Холокоста была сугубо идеологическая, уходя 

корнями в мир, существующий только в нацистском воображении, где 

международному еврейскому заговору с целью контроля над миром противостояла 

параллельная «арийская» миссия, так как до настоящего времени считается, что 

геноцид не проводился, а основан полностью на мифах, на абстрактной, 

непрагматической идеологии, реализованной очень рациональными и прагматическими 

средствами. 

Ключевые слова: фашизм, нацизм, тоталитарные режимы, крайний правый, 

антисемитизм, Холокост, дискриминация, концентрационные лагеря, евреи, расистские 

законы, гестапо, истребление трудом, депортация, гетто, геноцид. 

 
PERSPECTIVES SUR L'ANTISÉMITISME ET 

LA «QUESTION ALLEMANDE»  EN ROUMANIE 
 

L'idéologie raciste, comme l'antisémitisme, représente dans le cas allemand des 

éléments importés diffusés depuis le XVIIIe siècle. Jusqu'au début du XXe siècle, cependant, 

rien ne semble indiquer la prévisibilité des théories qui sous-tendent l'utopie barbare des 

années 1930 et celle de l'entre-deux-guerres. Le problème antisémite est un sujet de 

recherche très intéressant encore aujourd'hui, car la recherche sur l'Holocauste en général, 

et son impact sur le peuple juif en particulier, a conditionné l'émergence des etudes 
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théoriques, pratiques et cognitives. De plus, du point de vue historiographique, l’ analyse de 

ce phénomène dans la nouvelle conjoncture créée offre la possibilité d'éviter les stéréotypes 

et la compréhension déformée du phénomène politique qui a conduit à la plus grande 

monstruosité du XXe siècle. 

Ainsi, l'analyse des études récentes est d'une grande importance et très actuelle, car 

elle cherche une réponse sur l'Holocauste en se concentrant sur l'opinion publique en 

Allemagne et la transformation de l'image du juif entre 1933 et 1945 dans l'imaginaire 

collectif, en essayant de faire valoir que la motivation L'Holocauste était purement 

idéologique, enraciné dans un monde existant uniquement dans l'imaginaire nazi, où une 

conspiration juive internationale pour contrôler le monde était opposée par une mission 

«aryenne» parallèle, car aucun génocide à ce jour basé si complètement sur des mythes, sur 

une idéologie abstraite et non pragmatique - qui a ensuite été mise en œuvre par des moyens 

très rationnels et pragmatiques. 

Mots-clés: fascisme, nazisme, régimes totalitaires, extrème droite, antisémitisme, 

Holocauste, discrimination, camps de concentration, Hébreu, lois racistes, Gestapo, 

l'extermination par le travail, déportation, ghetto, génocide. 

 

Some historians perceive the Jewish 
hatred to be an ‘eternal’ racism that, in 
spite of the minor shifts in its formulation, 
can be traced back over two millennia as a 
central and unchanging component of the 
European culture. While such lines of 
continuity certainly can be found (for 
example, in the mythical view of the Jews 
as deicide), such an essential approach 
tends to overlook the extent to which anti-
Jewish prejudice itself has changed 
radically according to the historical 
context. 

The anti-Semitism has been a part of 
the Romanian history ever since the 
establishment of the state. Discussing the 
roots of the virtual anti-Semitic consensus 
in the interwar Romania1, the authors of 
the „Final Report”2 of the International 
Commission on the Holocaust in Romania 
explicitly state that “the anti-Semitism that 
manifested itself in Romania between the 
two world wars grew directly from seeds 
sewn at the major turning points of the 
country’s development starting in the mid-
XIXth century”3. As a modern 
phenomenon replacing the previous 
religious anti-Judaism, the anti-Semitism 

 
1 HITCHINS, K. The Romanians 1774-1866. 
Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1996, p. 162. 
2 Ibidem, p. 163. 
3 Ibidem, p. 166. 

appeared at this time throughout Europe4, 
and Romania was no exception. Its 
development needs to be placed in the 
context of a significant migration of Jews 
to the Romanian principalities after the 
Treaty of Adrianople (1829), which has 
opened up the opportunities for trade in the 
territories that later have become the Old 
Kingdom of Romania. The 'German 
Question', as referred today, has been 
avoided and hidden in the past. If this issue 
is still spoken and analyzed today, as 
something that is reduced to a problem of 
aggression, then it is because there is a 
hope of a restoration of the status quo in 
Europe. In order to succeed to reach this 
goal, a civil war was needed. A civil war 
that swept the continent, which emerged as 
necessary to “restore” the idea of war in 
the direction of the XIXth century as a 
purely national conflict, where there were 
more countries than movements and more 
people than governments to suffer the 
defeats and to obtain the victories.  

The literature devoted to the 'German 
question' was to be largely read as a 
revised and corrected edition of the 
propaganda of the last war, which merely 
embellished the official point of view by 
appropriate historical knowledge, that was 

 
4 IANCU, C. Jews in Romania 1866-1918: From 

Exclusion to Emancipation. New York, Columbia 
University Press, 1996, p. 77. 
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certainly no more and no less than its 
German counterpart. 

According to Bauer, comparing Hitler 
with Napoleon or with Bismarck was 
done, in one case as well as in other cases, 
to excuse Hitler and to use the greatest 
freedoms as regards the historical roles of 
Napoleon and Bismarck. Napoleon, in 
spite of everything, continued to live in the 
memory of Europe as the military chief of 
armies animated by the distorted image of 
the French Revolution; Bismarck was no 
better or worse than most statesmen of the 
different European nations: they all played 
the game of power politics in the interests 
of their nation, but their ends were clearly 
defined, and clearly limited. Although, he 
tried to extend the borders of Germany, 
Bismarck never dreamed to annihilate any 
of the rival nations. He unwillingly 
accepted Lorena's incorporation into the 
Reich, yielding to Moltke's strategic 
reasons, but did not want foreign thorns 
within the German frontiers, and did not 
harbor the ambition to reduce foreign 
people to the condition of dominated 
races5. 

Ideologically, Nazism had no basis in 
tradition, and we would do better to 
recognize the danger posed by the radical 
denial of the whole tradition that was the 
main distinctive feature of the Nazism 
from the beginning, unlike what happened 
with Italian fascism, in its first phase 
Kennedy6. 

The very monstrosities of the Nazi 
regime should have warned us: we were 
here before anything we could not explain 
referring to the history, although in the 
darkest periods because never, neither in 
Antiquity, nor in the Middle Ages, nor in 
modern times, destruction was a clearly 
formulated program, and its execution was 
never superiorly organized, bureaucra-
tized, systematized in such terms. 

 
5 BAUER, Y. A History of the Holocaust. New 
York, Franklin Watts, 1982. p.102.  
6 LINDEMANN, A. S. Antisemitism: a history. 
London, Oxford University Press, 2010, p.28.  

It is true that the Nazis sometimes 
used the language of militarism, just as 
they used that of the nationalism; they 
used the languages of all existing 'isms', 
including those of socialism and 
communism, which did not stop them 
from liquidating socialists, communists, 
nationalists, militarists, and so many 
“companies” they considered dangerous. 
Contrary to what one might think, the 
Nazism did in fact mean the overthrow of 
all German and European traditions, both 
good and bad. 

When the Nazis claimed the famous 
Fronterlebnis, they did not only arouse the 
memories of the Volksgemeinschaft 
(people's community) of the trenches but 
revived the seduction of a time when the 
individual enjoyed an exacerbated power 
to act and intervene Verheyen7.  

The only tangible psychological sense 
of the 'German question' revealed that the 
real difficulty lay not in the German 
national character, but in the disintegration 
of that character, or at least in the fact that 
it no longer played any part in the German 
politics. 

The truth is that the national state, 
which was the very symbol of the 
sovereignty of the people, no longer 
represented the people, incapable of 
securing their internal and external security 
or because Europe had become too small 
for this form of organization, or because the 
European people had overflowed the 
organization of their national states, the 
truth was that these peoples no longer 
behaved like nations and had ceased to be 
accessible to national sentiments. For the 
most part, they felt reluctant to enter into a 
national war, albeit by safeguarding their 
own independence Muller8. 

The naivety of the European people, 
who in many cases let the Nazis invade 

 
7 The downfall of the anti-Semitic political parties 

in imperial Germany. New Haven, Yale U. Press, 
1975, 335 p. 
8 MACMASTER, N. The Rise of Political Anti-

Semitism. In: Racism in Europe 1870–2000, 
Macmillan Education UK, 2001, pp.86-114. 
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their countries because the Nazi lies 
touched on certain fundamental truths, cost 
them an unreasonable price. However, 
they learned at least one great lesson: none 
of the old forces that produced the vortex 
of emptiness was as terrible as the new 
force that broke out of this emptiness and 
whose purpose was to organize people 
according to their law, that is, the law of 
destruction. 

It was therefore natural that the 
„German question”9, as the experts put it, 
raised very little interest in European 
resistance, in which it was immediately 
understood that the old insistence on the 
'German question' had only served to 
obscure the 'Ideological war' and thus 
putting Germany out of the law would 
prevent any possible solution to the 
European issue. 

Those who knew intimately the 
Europe during the two wars must have 
experienced a certain shock when they saw 
the speed, with which the same people 
who, a few years before, had not been 
interested in the questions of the political 
forms, which, at that time, had discovered 
the conditions of the future of the Europe. 
Under the Nazi oppression, they not only 
re-learned the sense of freedom, but 
regained respect for themselves, while at 
the same time they manifested a new will 
to assume responsibility10. 

The return of the governments from 
exile could quickly put an end to the new 
feeling of the European solidarity because 
the very existence of these governments 
depended on the restoration of the status 
quo, therefore they tended irresistibly to 
weaken and disperse the resistance 
movements and aimed at destroying the 
political renaissance of the European 
people Kennedy. 

 
9 LINDEMANN, A. S. Antisemitism: a history. 
London, Oxford University Press, 2010, p.102.  
10 NAGY-TALAVERA, N. The Green Shirts and 

Others: A History of Fascism in Hungary and 

Romania. Stanford, Hoover Institutions Press, 
1970, p. 37. 

Therefore, there was nothing to be 
expected of the restoration, since in case of 
its revenge, the process of the last thirty 
years could begin, and this time at a greatly 
accelerated pace, because restoration must 
begin with the 'German question'. The 
vicious circle that characterized all 
discussions of the „German question”11 
clearly showed how the realism and 
political powers were utopian when applied 
to the real problems of our time. Having 
said this, there was no alternative to these 
outmoded methods, which would not even 
be able to preserve peace, let alone liberty, 
but the path chosen by the European 
resistance. 

The monstrous perversity of those 
who established such equality exceeds the 
capacities of human understanding, but the 
innocence of those who died in this 
equality is likewise monstrous and exceeds 
human justice. The gas chambers were 
worse than anything, and before them the 
most abominable criminal was as innocent 
as a newborn. As for the maxims of the 
kind „better to suffer evil than to commit 
it”12, they could not more easily bear the 
monstrosity of such innocence. What 
mattered, therefore, was not so much those 
who by chance of birth were thus 
condemned to death without having 
committed any crime for, just as the others 
were spared from the death, since we 
know well that guilt and innocence ceased 
to be products of human behavior. No 
crime imaginable would justify a similar 
punishment, nor could any sin have 
coincided with a hell where both the saint 
and the sinner saw themselves as equals 
reduced to the status of future corpses. 

After entry into the death factories 
(concentration camps, gas chambers) 
everything became accidental and was 
completely beyond the control of both 
those who inflicted suffering and those 

 
11 BAUER, Y. A History of the Holocaust.  New 
York, Franklin Watts, 1982. p.12.  
12 Antisemitism: historical encyclopedia of 

prejudice and persecution. Santa Barbara, CA: 
ABC-Clio Press, Vol. 1, 2005, p. 189. 
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who endured it. As a result, there were 
many cases in which those who had 
inflicted the suffering became victims. 
This is the most conspicuous picture of 
what was the evillest in the history of 
mankind, to the extent that the destruction 
was so cruel that even today we still 
shudder to describe it and accept it as an 
event that was possible to be achievable a 
century ago. Our capacity for under-
standing cannot accept such a terrible 
crime against humanity, and so we still 
feel horror and shame for this massacre of 
millions of people today. 

Behind the horror of the German 
genocide was an inflexible logic, the 
characteristic of certain paranoid systems 
in which everything chained with an 
absolute necessity. Hence that such 
systems are called crazy not only by their 
starting point but in their own logic that 
unfolded independently of all the facts 
without taking into account the reality that, 
for its part taught us that whatever our 
actions could not bring them to the fruition 
in an absolutely perfect way. In other 
words, it was not only the non-utilitarian 
character of the camps themselves but the 
absurdity of “punishing” totally innocent 
people, more precisely, the inability to 
wrest the useful work from them in terms 
of their living conditions, the futility of 
terrorizing a population that was already 
completely subdued, which gave the 
concentration camps their particular and 
disturbing qualities, but also their anti-
utilitarian function, the fact that the 
priority emergencies of military activities 
could not have interfered or inflicted 
“demographic policies”13. 

The ambition to rule the world was 
not synonymous with the monopoly of the 
totalitarian governments, and thus we 
could explain it as something characteristic 
of an unbridled appetite for power. All of 
these aspects of the totalitarian 
governments, atrocities and crimes that 

 
13 MACMASTER, N. Anti-Semitism in the Nazi 

Era. In: Racism in Europe 1870–2000 Macmillan 
Education UK, 2001, p.140. 

took place had a common feature that 
distinguishes them from the phenomenon 
that we are addressing here, unlike the 
concentration camps, since these had a 
well-defined objective. The motives were 
clear and the means of achieving the end 
were utilitarian in the common sense of the 
term. 

The difficulty we experience when 
trying to understand the institution of 
concentration camps and to discover a 
place in the memory of human history is 
precisely the result of the absence of a 
similar utilitarian criteria, an absence 
which, more than anything else, is 
responsible for the unreal aspect that 
surrounded this institution and all that is 
referred to it14. 

In the context of totalitarian terror, the 
extermination camps appeared as a 
paroxysmal form of the concentration 
camps. In Romania, like elsewhere, the 
extermination touched on human beings 
who were already “dead” for all practical 
purposes. That being said, the 
concentration camps existed long before 
totalitarianism that made them the central 
institution of government, which 
distinguished themselves by the fact that 
they were not criminal institutions and did 
not have detainees accused of a crime 
because they had first of all to take charge 
of the „undesirable element”15, that is to 
say persons who, for one reason or 
another, had lost their legal identity and 
their place under the law of the country in 
which they were located. 

It is interesting to note that the 
totalitarian concentration camps, initially 
set up for the individuals who had 
committed a “crime”16, more precisely, for 
those who opposed the established regime, 
increased in number as the political 
opposition diminished, to spread in the 

 
14 MENDELSOHN, E. The Jews of East Central 

Europe Between the World Wars. Bloomington, 
Indiana University Press, 1987, p.174. 
15 Antisemitism in the modern world. Anthology of 

texts. Lexington, MA.: D.C. Heath, 1990, p. 79. 
16 Ibidem. 
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moment in which the reservoir of 
individuals actually hostile to the regime 
was coming to an end. 

The complete neutralization of the anti-
Nazi opposition took place, it seems, in 
January 1934; at least that was the opinion 
of the Gestapo and the Nazi superiors. 

The concentration camps were again 
filled in 1938 after the mass arrests carried 
out during the events of November, 
targeting all German male Jews. 

Only a limited number of prisoners, 
generally survivors of previous years, could 
be considered as opponents of the regime. 
The percentage of criminals sent to the 
camps after having served a prison 
sentence, and the elements classified as 
antisocial, homosexual, homeless, irregular, 
etc. was much higher. But most individuals 
who constituted the mass of the camp 
population could not be considered to be 
composed of opponents of the regime: 
innocents from all points of view, they were 
not guilty of either political convictions or 
criminal acts. 

Another characteristic of the camps 
established by Himmler under SS law: their 
permanence. Compared with Buchenwald, 
which housed more than 80,000 prisoners 
in 1944, all previous camps lose their 
importance, thus making more evident the 
permanent nature of the gas chambers 
whose costly equipment made it almost 
essential to hunt for new “materials” for the 
manufacture of corpses17. 

The prisoners were given numerous 
internal administration tasks and were 
forced to mistreat their fellow prisoners in 
roughly the same way as before the SS, and 
over time and with the institutionalization 
of the system, torture and ill-treatment have 
made the prerogative of the so-called 
kapos. 

These measures were neither incidental 
nor relevant to the extent of the camps: in 
several cases, the SS were expressly ordered 

 
17 MACMASTER, N. Anti-Semitism in the Nazi 

Era. In: Racism in Europe 1870–2000, Macmillan 
Education UK, 2001, p.141. 

to leave the prisoners with the task of 
executions, which, in parallel, in ordinary 
camps, the massacre in the form of mass 
executions became increasingly mechanized. 

What is harder to imagine and more 
horrible to understand was the absolute 
isolation that separated the fields from the 
outer world, as if those with their 
occupants were no longer part of the world 
of the living. This isolation, already 
characteristic of all previous forms of the 
concentration camps, but now brought to 
the point of maximum perfection under the 
totalitarian regimes, is hardly comparable 
to the isolation of prisons, ghettos or 
forced labour camps, because the prisons, 
ghettos and forced labour (slavery) never 
ceased to be an integral part of the 
structures of societies, unlike the 
concentration camps, which did not allow 
any kind of contact with the outside world 
and where segregation was exercised over 
families, hence the families in question 
constitute a kind of closed society and an 
appearance of coexistence and belonging 
to the community. 

Both in Romania and Germany, at the 
time, the ultimate goal of totalitarian 
governments consisted not only of the 
ostensible ambition to confiscate a global 
power in the long run but also in the never 
acknowledged and yet accomplished 
attempt to completely dominate man. The 
concentration camps were the laboratories 
of an experience of total domination, and 
since human nature was what it was, such 
an objective could only be achieved in the 
extreme circumstances of a human-made 
hell18. 

Complete domination was consumed 
when the human person, who was always a 
particular mixture of spontaneity and 
conditioning, which had been transformed 
into a fully conditioned being and whose 
reactions could be foreseen, even if they 
were leading to certain deaths Gulea19. 

 
18 KALLIS, A. Genocide and Fascism: The 

Eliminationist Drive in Fascist Europe. New York, 
Routledge, 2009, p. 120.  
19 Ibidem, p. 120. 
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The disintegration of the personality of 
the Jews can be understood in several 
stages: the first is at the time of arbitrary 
arrest with the destruction of the legal 
person and this, not because of the injustice 
constituted by the detention but because the 
detention has no relation whatsoever with 
actions or opinions of the detained person. 

The second stage of the destruction 
concerned the moral person and took place 
through the separation between the person 
and the rest of the world, a separation that 
rendered meaningless, empty and ridiculous 
martyrdom. 

Finally, the last stage explained the 
destruction of one's individuality and was 
effected through the permanent 
institutionalization of torture, hence the 
ultimate result was the reduction of human 
beings to the lowest common denominator 
of “identical reactions”, or to the 
disintegration of the very identity of each of 
these innocent men who died at the hands 
of the Nazi military and executors and of 
the totalitarian ideologies of Nazism20. 

The unreality that prevailed in the 
hellish experience was so vividly 
experienced by the occupants of the camp 
that it made both the guards and the 
prisoners forget the murder perpetrated on 
one or more persons, and the non-utilitarian 
character of the institution constituted a 
heavy difficulty for a scientific approach. 

For common sense accustomed to 
thinking in terms of utility, and for which 
both good and evil have a meaning, they 
are deeply disturbed by the madness of a 
world where the innocent was punished, not 
the criminal, where the labor was not aimed 
at productivity and where crimes did not 
benefit and did not even aim to benefit its 
authors. 

All this program of destruction and 
extermination associated with a demented 
logic has been deduced from the premises 
of racism, which was even more 
embarrassing, since the super-ideological 
sense that reigned over a fabricated, 

 
20 Ibidem, p. 121. 

meaningless universe explained 'everything' 
and therefore did not explain anything. Yet, 
it was certain that those who perpetrated 
these unprecedented crimes did so in the 
interest of their ideology, which they 
thought was based on science, experience, 
and the laws of life Vasile L21. 

We found out that the executioners 
had complete absence of the remorse, even 
elementary. After the end of the war, when 
a sign of self-accusation could have been 
useful to them in court, and their 
statements were constantly repeated, 
according to which the responsibility for 
the crimes was attributable only to certain 
higher authorities, seemed to indicate that 
the fear of responsibility was not only 
stronger than the conscience, but that in 
certain circumstances it was even more 
intense than the fear of death. And even if 
they knew that the objective of the 
concentration camps was to serve as 
laboratories with the purpose of reducing 
individuals to the bundles of reactions 
conditioned by fear and terror, which made 
possible the spread of Jews extermination. 

The general atmosphere of the 
unreality witnessed by the survivors of the 
German genocide depicts uniformly the 
terror of the concentration camps, although 
this does not allow us to see and feel what 
these survivors felt in their body and soul. 

In Romania and not only, the common 
sense was confused by actions that were 
not inspired by either passion or utility, 
and where our morals felt incapable of 
facing these crimes that were not foreseen 
by the Ten Commandments. They, 
therefore, felt apprehensive when judging 
and condemning the criminals of the 
extermination of the Jews, hence they 
(judges) realized that it was absurd to 
condemn to the gallows a murderer who 
participated in the manufacture of corpses, 
with no other possibility to refuse to 
execute these innocent men, which showed 
them that they were facing crimes to which 

 
21 IANCU, C. Jews in Romania 1866-1918: From 

Exclusion to Emancipation. New York, Columbia 
University Press, 1996, p. 78. 
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no punishment seemed to be possible, just 
and proper, since the death penalty was the 
limit of any punishment. 

However, we must realize and 
emphasize that the greatest danger to the 
understanding of our history is the too 
natural tendency of the historian to 
delineate analogies, hence it is true that 
Hitler did not resemble Genghis Khan and 
was no worse than any other criminal but 
yes, he was entirely different. To conclude, 
what remains unprecedented is neither the 
murderer himself / herself, nor the number 
of his / her victims22, nor even the number 
of persons who have participated in the 
commission of such crimes, but the 
ideological absurdity that provoked them, 
the mechanical aspect of their execution, 
and the minutely programmed 
manifestation of a world of agonizers 
where they had felt nothing. 
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