Normal
page 3

Excerpt from blog, "Hitler's problem: lack of authenticity": 

http://www.counterrevolution.net/vfr/archives/001130.html
Previously my eyes had just glanced over the long exchange involving F. Salzer, and I kept picking up odd and disturbing things about it without being able to justify my impressions. Now I've gone more carefully through this long discussion, and see that my superficial impressions were, unfortunately, correct. Let's look at some of F. Salzer's statements.

"Mr. Newland and others have been pushing along a very good point, the Times story demonstrates just how pervasive is the notion which drove Hitler himself. The entire pantheistic notion that men are subsumed in the State and a person's value is derived through the state.

"Under this pantheistic notion personhood ceases to exist and natural rights and natural law have no place. Nazi national socialism was certainly not unique, the entire notion of nation states is based in the same principle. This pervasive nationalism, so intimately bound to socialist pantheism affects every major nation."—F. Salzer.

What I detect here is a bizarre attempt, apparently driven by libertarian or anti-statist ideology, to equate Hitlerian evil with a belief in the state. Hitler, we know, embarked on a course of tyranny, war, and the destruction of human beings which he exercised through his total control of the German state; but, according to Mr. Salzer, "the entire notion of nation states is based in the same principle." The suggestion here is to equate the Nazi regime with all existing national governments. This has the simultaneous effect of making all national states seem evil and illegitimate, while lessening the actual evil of Nazism.

"Hitler was a child of his times, the Times article is a product of the same time; and while Hitler was perhaps far more vicious than most, he perhaps was only more powerful. Can we honestly know he was far more vicious than those beneath him?"—F. Salzer.

Again we see the ideological, relativist mindset at work; the real villain is not Hitler's drive for power, his intent to destroy the rule of law and crush all opposition, his divinization of the German race, and his dehumanization of the Jews as the enemy of all things German. No, all THAT is merely a function of the REAL problem, which is "the times," namely the 20th century with its belief in the state. Which, by the way, all of us equally participate in. And therefore Hitler is just like us.

"The firebombing of Tokyo was no less vicious than the gas ovens, it only received better press."—F. Salzer 

There are no words to condemn this statement sufficiently. 

"If Hitler's motive was vengeance, AS SOME CONTEND [emphasis added], then they are morally equal, if it was on the other hand pragmatic and eugenic, vengeance is the greater evil per se." [i.e., then the "vengeance" of the bombing of Tokyo is a greater evil than the Holocaust.]—F. Salzer.

The mind reels at this. In reality, the purpose of the bombing of Japan was to get the Japanese government—one of the most aggressive, cruel, and murderous regimes in history—to surrender. And the moment that it did surrender, peace descended on the land, the U.S. helped Japan rebuild itself and construct a decent government and Japan became a strong, stable, peaceful ally of the U.S. All of this suggests, not a motive of vengeance on the part of the U.S. against the Japanese, but a motive of defeating a criminal militarist regime that COULD BE DEFEATED BY NO OTHER MEANS THAN MASSIVE FORCE. 

Further, since F. Salzer calls it unjust, what would HE have counseled the U.S. to do instead? A person who denounces the very means by which a society has preserved itself from defeat at the hands of a cruel and expansive tyranny, while offering no feasible alternative of his own, is a nihilist, in the same sense that (as David Horowitz has written) Marxists who denounce free enterprise and the American political system and the lives of ordinary people in that system, but who have nothing to offer in its place but slavery and tyranny, are nihilists whose only end is the destruction of the human good that actually exists. 

But it gets worse. What Salzer is saying here is that it is only "contended" that Hitler's motive against the Jews was hatred or vengeance, while, he continues, it is equally possible that Hitler's motive was "pragmatic and eugenic." Pragmatic and eugenic? What kind of mind would describe the darkness that engulfed Europe in such terms? Furthermore, since he believes the bombing of Japan was motivated by vengeance, it would follow that the bombing of Japan was worse than Hitler's mass murder of European Jewry. 

"But my contention was that Great Britain's act of unjust vengeance is a more grievous remote cause than Hitler's remote eugenic cause."—F. Salzer.

The need for any guesswork is over. F. Salzer has made his position explicit. There is a word for the type of mind that could describe the dehumanization and destruction of European Jewry in such antiseptic, abstract terms, but I won't use it here.

Finally, in response to Unadorned's question whether his anti-state philosophy would allow distinct nations to exist, F. Salzer replies that it's the large size of states that makes them objectionable, and that he believes in something along the lines of the Athenian polis. Here again, we see the subordination of morality and common sense to ideology. F. Salzer prefers the small state, he thinks it's the only moral form of state, and that the large state is inherently evil, from all of which it follows that the citizens of a large state are necessarily engaged in an evil enterprise simply by virtue of being citizens of a large state, and, of course, they are much more evil if they use deadly force to defend themselves from an aggressor who can be defeated in no other way. 

In fact, the bombing of Japan (or of Dresden—I tend to agree from that the bombing of Dresden was wrong and probably a war crime, largely because it was not necessary) was not the expression of a "state"—it was the expression of people—OUR people, the people of America and Britain—who were facing the greatest threat to their civilization, their freedom, and their very existence they had ever known, and who therefore had no choice but to defeat the enemy completely. But to all this, to the common experience of the people of Great Britain and the United States in the greatest crisis of their history, Salzer is cold and deaf. The only calculations that exist for him is statism, and in terms of statism, there's no essential difference between America and Britain on one side and Nazi German and Imperial Japan on the other. The ideological mind, whatever its bête noire, whether it's the state (libertarians), or bourgeois capitalism (Marxists), or the Jews (Nazis), exhibits no normal human understanding of people living in an actual society and of the concerns of responsible leaders dealing with real-world problems. For the ideologist, every act and phenomenon must be evaluated solely in terms of its closeness to the particular evil thing that the ideologist has singled out as the source of all problems in the world and therefore seeks to destroy. 

F. Salzer is free to reply if he chooses, and others of course are free to continue their discussions with him, but I have nothing further to say to him. 

Posted by: Lawrence Auster on January 20, 2003 10:21 PM 
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