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INTRODUCTION 

This thesis deals with genocide, and the reason this 

writer has chosen it as a topic is because he has found it to 

be a phenomenon which is not characteristic of just the 20th 

century. Too often the extermination of the Jews and Kulaks 

in the 20th century is viewed as something which is unique; 

as a phenomenon which has never happened before; that somehow 

the extermination of the Jews and Kulaks in the 20th century 

is quite different from the liquidation of the Huguenots in 

the 17th century, or of the Anabaptists in the 16th century. 

It is the contention of this thesis that genocide is not a 

too rare phenomenon in collective insanity; that the 

ideological justification for the extermination of the Jews 

and Kulaks in the 20th century has a likeness and a similarity 

to other cases of mass extermination pre-dating the age of 

mass democracy and technology. 

What is genocide, and how is it different from other 

types of large scale murder? Because of the subject matter 

the topic cannot be dealt with without causing a controversy. 

For instance, the term itself has to be defined and used 

properly, and that in turn involves almost endless debate as 

to when it is to be used, how it is to be used, and when 

something similar to genocide is something else. The word 

"genocide" comes from two Greek words, "genos" (meaning race) 

v 
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and "-cide'', meaning killer of. Thus genocide by this 

definition is the killing of a race. The term "genocide', is of 

recent origin. It came into use during World War II, under the 

Hitler regime, and it had a specific meaning. It referred to 

the attempt by the Nazis to exterminate the European Jews. 

The term had a limited meaning in that it referred to extermi

nation based on racial criteria. There is a problem with this 

usage. For one, the Jews do not constitute a race. The Jews 

are an ethnic group with a set of religious beliefs which 

gives them an identity which differentiates them from other 

groups. Furthermore, the Jews are part of a larger grouping 

which has been defined as Semitic, and this group includes the 

Arabs. Consequently, to refer to the extermination of the Jews 

by the Nazis as being part of a racial policy, is a misapplica

tion of the term. Nevertheless, regardless of the fact that 

the Jews do not constitute a race, the Nazis exterminated 

millions of them in the name of racial purity. If race was 

not the logical reason why the Jews were exterminated, then it 

had to be something else, and this is to be found in ideology. 

The Nazis had an ideology, and in this ideology they set up a 

tautology on what constituted race. By their definition the 

Jews constituted a race and subsequently the Jews were to be 

exterminated. Thus, although the Jews were exterminated for 

racial reasons, the concept of race was determined by the 

ideological precepts of the Nazis. The key factor, then, in 

the genocide of the Jews by the Nazis was ideological. 
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There is another problem with using the definition of 

genocide as being the killing of a race; it is too limited. 

If we are to use genocide with such a restricted meaning , then 

because of its limited reference, sizable numbers of people 

who were exterminated for reasons other than race, as for 

example the millions of Russian Kulaks, are excluded, by 

definition, from being the object of a genocidal policy. This 

would be true regardless of the fact that the Kulaks, as the 

Jews, were also exterminated because of ideological reasons. 

After World War II, and prompted by the horrors of 

the genocide perpetrated on the Jewish people, an attempt was 

made to redefine and broaden the meaning of the term. As a 

result, the term took on a new significance. At the Genocide 

Conference held in 1949, the term "genocide" took on an 

expanded meaning. Article II of the Genocide Convention 

defines genocide as: 

" ••• Any of the following acts committed with intent 
to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnic, 
racial, or religious group as such: (a) Killing 
members of the group; (b) Causing serious bodily or 
mental harm to members of the group; (c) Deliberately 
inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated 
to bring about its physical destruction in whole or 
in part; (d) Imposing measures intended to prevent 
births within the group; (e) Forcible transferring 
children of the group to another group."l 

There is a problem with this definition in that it is too 

encompassing. The definition as a whole, this writer accepts, 

1The International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences 
defines genocide under "International Crimes." 
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and will use. However, he takes exception with certain parts 

of it. The clause, " ••• with intent to destroy, in whole or in 

part, a national, ethnic, racial, or religious group ••• ", 

could be interpreted to mean that to destroy them means to 

kill them, or it could be interpreted to mean that a nation, 

as the United States, in its efforts to assimilate people of 

a different ethnic background, did in fact practice genocide 

on them in that the government tried to destroy their ethnic 

identity. As this writer intends to use it, the clause means 

either to kill them or to inflict serious bodily harm on 

members of the group. Another section to which I take 

exception, is part (b) "Causing serious .•• mental harm to 

members of the group." By this definition the Soviet Union 

could be accused of practicing genocide on the Russian masses 

by its anti-religious propaganda, for it, in effect, could be 

argued that it "caused serious mental harm" by eroding the 

conception of a supernatural religious authority, which too 

many of the masses depended on in order to tolerate the 

drudgeries of life. 

Certainly a broader definition of the term was needed 

than the one that was used in the original conception, and the 

reasons why will become evident in the following paragraphs. 

What differentiates genocide from simple murder? As the term 

was first applied, it was used in reference to Jews being 

killed for racial reasons. That, in itself, does not tell us 

much, for Jews historically have always been murdered; if not 



for racial reasons, then for ethnic and religious reasons-

pogroms are nothing new. The key factor then has to be some

thing which differentiates genocide from a simple pogrom, and 

that factor is the magnitude of the killings. Because the 

magnitude of the killings of the Jews by the Nazis dwarfed by 

comparison the worst pogroms in history, the previous term 

was inadequate in fully describing the scope of the crime, 

ix 

and therefore a new word was needed. In the final analysis 

then, genocide has a certain property which is lacking in other 

types of killings, and that property is the magnitude of the 

killings. 

The magnitude of the killings has to be qualified, for 

if magnitude is an important property of genocide, then it can 

be applied to other examples of large scale murder, which may 

have been done for other than racial reasons. For example, 

do the 10 to 15 million Kulaks exterminated by the Soviet 

government, during the early 1930's, constitute a case of 

genocide? What about the hundreds of thousands of witches and 

Anabaptists who were killed during the late Middle Ages, or 

the hundreds of thousands of Greeks who died during the 

Iconoclastic Controversy, does each of these cases constitute 

genocide? If they do, because of the magnitude of the killings, 

then where does one draw the line between genocide and the 

high death rates due to wars? For instance, if the Kulaks and 

Jews constitute a case of genocide because quantitatively 

their deaths were so horrendous, then by definition could not 



World War I also be classified as a case of genocide--for 10 

million Europeans died in that war. Obviously the two cannot 

be equated, for what is lacking here is the intent; the 

millions of innocent people who died in World War I died as 

casualties of war, not because it was the intention of any 

government to liquidate them as a racial, ethnic, or religious 

group. Genocide then must have some aspect or property which 

differentiates it from other types of large scale murders, 

and that aspect or property can be found in the ideological 

justification of the mass murder. 

Ideology adds a new element which is lacking in other 

types of large scale murder, in that when large numbers of 

people are being liquidated for ideological reasons, the 

executors are no longer subjected to restraints which would be 

found in other types of large scale murder; the genocide of 

X 

the group becomes an all encompassing policy to which everything 

becomes subordinate, including pragmatism. For example, in 

World War I the belligerent nations were restrained in the type 

of warfare which they conducted by international agreement, 

whereas the Nazis on the other hand, and in spite of the fact 

that they were losing World War II, persisted in exterminating 

the Jews; the Nazi ideology called for the extermination of the 

Jews as being an imperative policy to which everything was 

subordinated, including the war. Ideology then, along with the 

magnitude of the killings, is the property which differentiates 

genocide from simple mass murder. 



xi 

To define and use the term "ideology" is to open up a 

Pandora's Box. Seldom has there been a word which is more 

controversial than ideology. Subsequently, it would be mean

ingless to go through all the definitions of the term. Rather, 

a few definitions will be presented in order that the reader 

may understand how the writer of this thesis intends to use 

the term. Raymond Aron defines ideology as : 

" ••• A pseudo-systematic formulation of a total 
vision of the historical world." 

In this context this writer wholeheartedly agrees with the 

definition. In the five case studies of genocide which will be 

dealt with in this thesis, all of them have as a common 

denominator this meaning of ideology. The clause, " ••• a total 

vision of the historical world", is characteristic of this 

ideology. Christian theology, Communism, and Nazism all claim 

to be dealing in historical perspectives. Christian theologians 

claim that history is but a means which God uses in fulfilling 

His grand designs. Communism (Marxism and Leninism) claims 

that the class conflict is historically inevitable, that the 

meaning of history is its culmination in the classless society. 

As in theology, the historical end of man's misery is to be 

found in Utopia--a secular one for Marx, and a spiritual one 

for theologians. Nazism also deals in historical perspectives 

(along with biological ones). For the Nazis, the meaning of 

history is the meaning of racial purity. Unlike theology, 

which claims that man's misery is caused by the "Original Sin", 

and unlike Marx, who claims that the misery of the world is 
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caused by economic exploitation, the Nazis claim that the 

deplorable conditions of the world are due to miscegenation, 

and furthermore, they prophesied a Utopia when racial purity 

is reestablished. In addition to a total vision of the 

historical world, ideology, as this writer shall use it, has 

other characteristics. 

Edward Shils claims that: 

Ideologies are characterized by a high degree 
of explicitness of formulation over a very wide 
range of objects with which they deal ••.• 
Complete individual subservience to the ideology 
is demanded of those who accept it, and it is 
regarded as essential and imperative that their 
conduct be completely permeated by it .••• All 
adherents of the ideology are urgently expected 
to be in complete agreement with each other •••• 2 

In this context this writer shall also use the term, but one 

qualification must be made in order to prevent any misunder

standing. The clause, " ••• Complete individual subservience 

to the ideology is demanded of those who accept it", is 

inapplicable to my case studies in the sense that there is not 

any reservation made for people who will not "accept it." 

In fact, the reason for genocide is precisely that there were 

people who would not, or could not, accept the ideology, and 

consequently were exterminated because by their very existence 

they constituted a threat to the social order which was based 

on ideological precepts. 

2chaim I. Waxman, "Introduction", in Chaim I. Waxman 
ed. The End of Ideology Debate, New York, N. Y. ~ Simon and 
Schuster, 1968, p. 4. 
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And last, this writer shall use Daniel Bell's 

definition, which he considers as the best overall definition 

of the term as I intend to use it. Daniel Bell states: 

A total ideology is an all-inclusive system of 
comprehensive reality, it is a set of beliefs, 
infused with passion, and seeks to transform the 
whole of a way of life. This commitment to ideology-
the yearning for a 'cause', or the satisfaction of 
deep moral feelings--is not necessarily the 
reflection of interests in the shape of ideas. 
Ideology, in this sense ••• is a secular religion •••• 
Ideology is the conversion of ideas into social 
levers •••• It is the commitment to the consequence 
of ideas •••• What gives ideology its force is its 
passion •••• For the ideologue, truth arises in 
action, and meaning is given to experiences by the 
'transforming moment•.3 

This definition is particularly applicable for it defines the 

relationship of the believer with his ideology. For the 

ideologue, whether he is a Jesuit or a Communist, is dedicated 

to action. His fanaticism transgresses everyone's rights. 

For him, it is not enough to believe and then remain passive, 

but rather, he must be involved in action. To deny him action 

is to deprive the ideologue of the meaning of life; everything 

and everyone must become a part of, and subordinate to, the 

movement. In this sense an ideology is a secular religion, 

and the similarities will become apparent in the following 

chapters. 

3naniel Bell, "The End of Ideology in the West", 
in Waxman, ~·cit., p. 96. 
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In the final analysis, then, we have two properties 

of genocide: 

(a) The magnitude of the number of people 

exterminated; 

(b) And the ideological justification for the 

extermination. 

With genocide defined, and its properties investigated, there 

remains the question of why was a particular ideology charac

terized by genocide. What causality brings about genocide, 

for after all there have been ideological movements which 

have been devoid of mass murder. Italian fascism was ideo

logical, and certainly no one could accuse Mussolini 

(regardless of his many faults) of having ever practiced 

genocide. It is the contention of this writer that the 

causality of genocide can be attributed to a social system 

under a great deal of stress and strain. The study of the 

causality of genocide brings to the fore significant questions, 

for example, what were the historical, social, political, 

and economic factors, and what bearing did these factors have 

on a particular ideology? 

The question is of significance, for factors common 

to two countries, may materialize in different ends. For 

example, anti-Semitism has long been a domestic factor in 

both Germany and France, and yet it materialized in Germany 

in the form of genocide, whereas in France, and if we are to 

believe Hannah Arendt, in the final analysis most French 



anti-Semites collaborated with the Jews to prevent their 

deportation to the extermination camps. 4 These questions, 

along with others, will be answered in the following 

chapters. 

The five case studies of genocide will deal with 
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the Iconoclastic Controversy, the witches, the Anabaptists, 

the Kulaks, and the Jews. We will begin with the Iconoclastic 

Controversy. 

4Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem, New York, 
N.Y.: The Viking Press, Inc., 1965, pp. 162 -165. 



CHAPTER I 

THE ICONOCLASTIC CONTROVERSY 

In the year 726 A.D. the Byzantine Emperor Leo III 

(717-741 A.D.) issued an edict banning the use of icons. 

As a result of his actions he unwittingly set in motion a 

controversy which was to convulse Byzantine society for 120 

years. The Imperial Edict ordering the destruction of the 

icons was met with an unanticipated resistance, and as a 

result, the response took on cataclysmic proportions. The 

Iconoclastic controversy constitutes a case of genocide for 

the following reasons: (a) The magnitude of the numbers of 

people killed and maimed runs into the hundreds of thousands 

(b) the justification for the genocide was rationalized in 

theological terms; (c) And last, the cause of the genocide 

is attributed to a society under a great deal of stress and 

strain. 

The controversy which lasted from 726 to 843 A.D. was 

ostensibly based on a dispute in theology, which was in turn 

viewed in dogmatic terms. Dogma, however, by itself, is 

rarely the cause of a sustained genocidal policy--pragmatism, 

at least over a long period of time, usually wins out. For 

genocide to have been sustained for such a long period of 

time, there had to have been other factors, economic, 

1 



sociological, political, and psychological. These factors 

materialized in the form of a theological dispute, and in 

turn found expression in genocide. 

2 

Theological disputes were not new to Byzantium, in 

fact on six occasions the Emperors were forced to convene 

oecumenical councils, and on various other occasions, synods, 

in order to settle those disputes. Although there remained 

dissidents who refused to abide by the dictates of those 

councils and synods, and although those dissidents were 

harassed by Imperial authorities, they were nevertheless 

seldom exterminated, at least over a prolonged period of 

time. Why, then, was the Iconoclastic Controversy character

ized by so much bloodshed? Before a hypothesis of the 

causation of genocide is presented, a short history of the 

Iconoclastic Controversy would be in order. 

Ostensibly the cause of the controversy was over the 

relationship of religious icons to the dogma of the Church. 

Icons by themselves are religious pictures, done either in 

painted or mosaic form. The icons were used as an artful 

expression, by the masses and clergy, of venerated figures 

within the Church. The use of icons was a characteristic of 

the Church in the east (including those areas which were not 

subject to Byzantine political control: such as the Ukraine, 

Ethiopia, and in the 8th century, Armenia and the Crimia). 

In the west, with the exception of Italy, they enjoyed little 

popularity. The use of icons was not sanctioned by Imperial 



Decree nor by Canon Law, rather, they were maintained through 

tradition. The masses, for their part, enjoyed the icons 

because of their aesthetic value as works of art, and because 

they portrayed the saints of the Church--nothing more. The 

belief in the Holy Trinity was not threatened by them, the 

hierarchical structure of the Church was not threatened by 

them, nor was the relationship of the Emperor to both the 

Church and State threatened by them. 

By the eighth century, however, the use of the icons 

had gone through a transformation. The masses began to view 

the icons as something that was more than coporeal; as objects 

which were endowed with supernatural qualities of their own. 

As a result, the icons took on different characteristics in 

the eyes of their beholders : (a) because they were viewed as 

objects which had supernatural powers, one only had to possess 

one, or even touch one, and it would work as an amulet; (b) 

they were viewed as representing Saints who had divine power 

in their own right; thus one could by-pass the Trinity and 

pray directly to the Saints for not only intercession, but 

also for granting one's prayers directly.! 

As time went on, Imperial authorities were receiving 

distressing reports of thefts of icons, of people W1o had 

touched icons and become hysterical, of people who had scraped 

1Bertha Diener, Imperial Byzantium (Boston, Mass. : 
Little, Brown and Company, 1938), pp. 130-135, 136-140. 

3 
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paint from icons and as a result walked around as if possessed 

by some demon, and last, and worst of all, there were reports 

of whole communities turning to the saints as if they were gods 

in their own right. 2 It was this last incident, a reversion 

to a neo-paganism, which disturbed the Imperial authorities 

the most, for a rejection of Christianity in its purest form 

threatened the fabric of a Roman-Christian society (the reasons 

why will be dealt with later). 

By the year 726 A.D. the situation had reached epi-

demic proportions, and the authorities, consisting of the 

military, the higher clergy, and the bureaucracy of the state, 

demanded action. The government, not realizing that the 

hysteria on the part of the masses over the icons was a 

symptom of something deeper, chose to deal with the problem 

by removing that which they considered was the cause--namely 

the icons. 3 

One of the by-products of the controversy was the 

economic dislocation to the empire, which was tremendous. 

Regardless of the cost, however, the Imperial authorities 

2L • OC. Cl t. 

3Part of the motivation, to be sure, was economic. 
The monastaries over a period of centuries had accumulated 
a vast amount of wealth, and the use of icons was an 
effective instrument used by the monks to accumulate further 
wealth. Charles Diehl, Byzantium: Greatness and Decline 
(New Brunswick, New Jersey: Rutgers University Press, 1957) 
p. 167. 
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were willing to throw pragmatism to the winds--conformity was 

more important--a principle which was to be repeated several 

times throughout history. Superficially the cause of the 

controversy was theological, but in reality it was the mani

festation of deeper and more serious causes. 

Byzantine society by the 8th century was under a 

great deal of stress and strain. There was great social 

unrest due to turmoil caused by economic dislocation and 

constantly shifting borders. The economic, religious, and 

political security of the previous four centuries had given 

way to insecurity and unrest. The prosperity of the past 

had given way to grinding taxation and encroaching feudalism 

of the present. The monopoly of man's soul, in the form of 

Orthodox Christianity, had given way to competition; competi

tion in the form of Islam, and competition in the form of 

heresy--which then made theological conformity to the Church 

and State seem imperative for the Imperial authorities. And 

politically, the concept of a Christian Roman Empire was 

slowly eroding, being replaced by a Greek Empire {Greek in the 

sense of being Hellenistic and not Hellenic) 4 and the Greek 

4There is a vast difference between Hellenic and 
Hellenistic culture. Hellenic culture is the culture of 
classical Greece--the Greece of Plato, of Homer, of Aristotle, 
and of Sophicles, etc., whereas Hellenistic culture is the 
by-product of Alexander The Great's conquest. Hellenistic 
culture is a synthesis of Greek, Egyptian, and Summerian 
culture with a Greek veneer. The difference between the two 
cultures can be seen in many fields, especially in art; 
Hellenic art tends to represent the ideal, whereas Hellinistic 
art tends to show emotion and movement. 



Orthodox Church. In short, the very nature of the universal 

Christian Roman society was in a state of transformation. 

The Christian Roman Empire was a theocracy, and it 

began with Constantine The Great (313-337 A.D.). As one of 

the greatest pragmatists of all times, Constantine had the 

foresight to realize that the future of the Roman Empire was 
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in jeopardy. After centuries of civil war, barbarian inva

sions, economic and social dislocation, reforms had to be 

in~tiated. For one, the Empire was overextended. 5 For 

another, there was no unifying force around which the popula

tion could rally--the principle of Caesaro-Papism was in 

disrepute as a result of the civil wars. 6 

5From about 200 A.D. and on, and for some unexplain
able reason, the western provinces suffered a drastic decrease 
in population. To this day there remains a controversy as to 
why. Some historians have played on the theme that barbarian 
invaders undercut the psychological security of western Romans, 
which materialized in a declining birthrate. Another theory, 
which has much merit to it, explains the declining birthrate 
in terms of lead poisoning--western Romans cooked in pewter 
pots. Regardless of the reason, the west was marked by a 
loss of population at a time of barbarian invasions which 
necessitated a large population from which to draw the mili
tary levees, and to procure the taxes needed to support the 
field armies. 

6The principle of Caesaro-Papism was established as 
the result of conquests of Alexander The Great (336-323 B.C.). 
Because Alexander'~ domains encompassed people of so many 
diverse religions and ethnic backgrounds, a central unifying 
force was needed. Thus Alexander became both the political 
head and the religious head of his empire--religious. in the 
sense that he was declared a god. As a result of this prin
ciple, Roman Emperors became gods in the Roman Panthenon. 
For a fascinating study of Alexander and the effects he had 
on European, and on India's civilization, see W.W. Tarn's 
Alexander The tsrea t (Boston, Mass. : Beacon Press, 1956). 
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Constantine, after dispensing with his competitors, 

brought in the necessary reforms. For one, the capital was 

moved to Constantinople. This was a realistic move in that 

the majority of the population, along with most of the wealth 

and culture, was centered in the eastern half of the empire. 

This, in effect, allowed the Emperors a greater degree of 

control. Second, Christianity had made its peace with Caesar. 

The Church, appreciating the benefits of a stable political 

order, in which it could more easily proselytize the Faith, 

submitted to the authority of the Emperor. This is made 

evident by the following quotation from Constantine, "You 

others are Bishops within the Church, whereas I am the 

divinely appointed Bishop-General outside the Church."7 

Constantine, for his part, and always the pragmatist, saw in 

the Church both a rallying point for the Roman population 

and a means of social control. As a result of the Decree of 

Milan (311 A.D.) Christianity was first tolerated, and then 

7constantine was quite a character--and always the 
pragmatist. While he was Bishop-General of the Christian 
Church, he was also Pontifex Maximus of the Roman Empire 
(and subsequently viewed as a god in the Roman Pantheon by 
Pagans). In addition, although Constantine died as a 
Christian (and subsequently canonized as Saint Constantine 
by the Church), he waited almost to the moment of his death 
before he consented to be baptized--and then he was baptized 
into the Arian rite--the rite which had been declared 
heretical by the very council which Constantine had convened 
in 332 A.D. to deal with heresy. Diener,~· cit., p. 27-32. 



made the state religion of the Empire. 8 As both the Church 

and State viewed it, a new millennium was ushered into 

existence. And last, Constantine tacitly decided to 

retrench: western provinces which could not be maintained 

were to be abandoned until the time would come when they 

could effectively be reconquered and held. 

8 

This is an important point of the new' policy--the 

State never gave up the concept of the Roman Empire, nor the 

claim to the western territories; retrenchment was only 

temporary and done for the sake of expediency. The concept 

of one emperor, one universal empire, and one Catholic Church 

was to occupy the minds of Emperors, Popes, Patriarchs, and 

Romanized westerners for centuries to come. The empire had 

taken on the aspects of a religious institution, and in a 

sense, there was a dualism between heaven and earth. Just as 

heaven was ruled by the Holy Trinity, so was the earth. The 

Empire was indissoluble, for it was ordained by God; the 

Church was infallible, for it followed in the path of Christ; 

8
there is some debate whether Christianity was 

established as the official religion of the state under 
Constantin~. After all, at the time of Constantine, 
Christianity consisted at best of only lOt of the population 
of the Roman Empire. The Cambridge Medieval Histor~ gives 
27 Feb. 380 A.D. as the date when Christianity waseclared, 
by the edict of Theodosius (379-395 A.D.), to be the official 
religion of the state. Cambridge University, The Cambridge 
Medieval History, Vol. IV, Part I, P. 43. 



and the Emperor was consecrated by the Holy Spirit to rule 

as God's Vicar on earth. The masses in the east always 

expected the reconquest of the western provinces, and the 

Roman population in the west, although subjected to the rule 

of the barbarians for centuries, never lost sight of the 

idea of the Roman Empire--and always awaited deliverance. 

9 

As a result of Constantine's policies the Roman 

Empire again became a viable political force. In the east 

both Persia and Byzantium had reached an unofficial accord 

about their respective borders, which was to be maintained 

until the Moslem onslaught; 9 Egypt, with its rich grain belt, 

was still firmly within the Empire; the barbarians appearing 

on the Danube, although they were irksome, were nevertheless 

manageable; Byzantium was still able to exert its political 

muscle on Gothic Italy; and last, the Vandals maintained a 

tenuous hold on Romanized West Africa. Economically the 

Empire was also revised. Constantinople became the silk 

manufacturing center of Europe,lO and cities such as 

9Although there was an unofficial accord between 
both empires, this did not stop either empire from making 
forays into each other's territory to gain a short term 
advantage. For example, when Constantinople was faced with 
a crisis, Persia would usually take advantage of the 
situation by invading Byzantine territory, and agreeing to 
withdraw once Constantinople would agree to pay a tribute 
for a few years. 

10This became possible because some Nestorian Monks 
(Nestorians were heretics) had smuggled silkworms out of 
China. The worms in turn were '• bred only in Constantinople, 
giving Byzantium a monopoly on the silk trade. 
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Alexandria, Antioch, Thessalonica, Thebes, Corinth, Ephesus, 

and Nicaea vied with one another as trade and cultural centers 

second only to the city of Constantine. 

With its renewed vigor, after two centuries of 

retrenchment and convalescence, the Emperors began the much 

anticipated reconquest, reaching the pinnacle of success under 

Justinian The Great (527-567 A.D.). The idea of the indivisi

bility of both the Empire and Church must again be emphasized. 

For as late as the reign of Justinian (120 years after the 

first sack of the city of Rome), the idea still captivated 

mens' minds. Two examples should illustrate this: (a) In 

547 A.D. Justinian The Great, as head of both the Roman State 

and the Church, summoned to Constantinople Pope Vigilius. 

Although the Papacy had ceased to be under Byzantine political 

jurisdiction for centuries, the Pope felt compelled to go, 

even though he was aware that he had incurred the displeasure 

of the Emperor and subsequently expected to be harassed. 11 

He came because the Basileus had summoned him and it was his 

duty to obey; (b) In 800 A.D. Pope Leo III had consecrated 

Charlemagne as Holy Roman Emperor--Emperor of the Western 

Roman Empire: Although duly anointed by the Pope, Charlemagne 

did not feel confident and comfortable in his new title until 

it had been confirmed in Constantinople. Consequently, he 

11Robert Browning, Justinian and Theodora (New York, 
N. Y.: Praeger Publishers, Inc., 1971), pp. 221-233. 
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went to great pains to receive recognition. He persisted, 

offering to return to Byzantium, Venice, the maritime cities 

of !stria, Liburnia (Croatia), and Dalmatia, just for the 

recognition by Constantinople of the right to use a single 

word, "Basileus", in official documents.l2 Michael I (811-

813 A.D.) agreed in 812 A.D., however, with a qualification. 

Michael recognized Charlemagne's right to use the title 

Basileus, but in the sense that he was an Augusti, in the 

tradition of the precedent set by Diocletian, the principle 

of partitionment, whereas for himself, Michael reserved the 

title of Basileus t~n Rhomaionl3 (Emperor over all the 

Romans). Charlemagne for his part swallowed this--his actions 

being analogous to those of Henry IV when he stated that 

Paris was worth a mass. 14 

The comfortable feeling among the Roman aasses, in 

both Europe, Asia, and Africa for the indivisibility of the 

Empire never faltered. The subjugation of the western 

12cambridge, ~· cit., pp. 96-97. 

l3Dimitri Obolensky, The Byzantine Commonwealth, 
Eastern Europe, 500-1453 (New York, N.Y.: Praeger Publishers, 
Inc., 1971), p. 108. 

14Henry IV was a Protestant, who, upon assuming the 
throne of France, had to convert to Catholocism. Once King 
of France, he proclaimed the Edict of Nantes in 1598 which 
granted toleration to Protestants. In 1685 Louis XIV 
revoked the edict causing the extermination and flight of up 
to 25\ of the population of France. For verification of the 
figure see Due de Saint-Simmon, The Ase of Mafnificence 
(New York, N.Y.: Capricon Books Edit1on, 196 ), p. 281. 



provinces by barbarians was merely an inconvenience to be 

tolerated for a few centuries. By analogy, Roman society 

resembled Chinese society in that regardless of whether a 

man spoke Mandarin or Cantonese, regardless of whether he 

came from the Han or the Sinking, he was Chinese; a member 
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of a cultural unit which was indivisible. Thus after two 

centuries of retrenchment, when Justinian The Great sent his 

legions into West Africa, Italy, and Spain, he did so not as 

another Greek--in the tradition of Alexander The Great, bent 

on the path of new conquests, but rather, he did it as 

Justinian, Roman Emperor, successor to Augustus and Tiberius, 

Vespasian and Trajan, Marcus Aurelius and Constantine, bent 

on the policy of reconquering territories which were Roman. 

By the 8th century, however, all that had changed, 

for Byzantine society was in a state of transformation. 

After two centuries of growth, in which the dream of the 

reconstituted Roman Empire almost materialized, Byzantium 

was struck with a series of traumatic experiences from whence 

she could never recover. First, there was the rise of 

Islam, whose expansion under competent Arab commanders 

permanently denied to Byzantium the recently reconquered 

Western African provinces, along with Spain; Egypt, with its 

rich grain productions; Jerusalem, with its psychological 

significance for Christians; and last, contest for the 

domination of Syria, for centuries to come. Although after 

the disaster of 717-718 A.D., as a result of which the Arabs 



were never again to seriously challenge Byzantium,15 their 

brothers in arms who had conquered the Persian Empire were 

in a position to constantly threaten the Byzantines--which 

they did on more than one occasion. 16 The unofficial 

13 

accord reached between pre-Islamic Persia and Constantinople 

was breached. In the following centuries Persia was to be 

a dire threat to Byzantium, and conversly, Byzantium, in its 

endeavor to remove permanently the Persian thorn, on many 

occasions almost brought Persia to the brink of extinction. 

In the process of combating Persia, Byzantium acquired 

Armenia (the usual staging area for Byzantine thrusts at the 

jugular vein of Persia). The Persian menace, however, was 

not permanently removed until the appearance on the scene of 

Ghengis Khan. 

Third , on the Balkan frontier appeared a host of 

barbarians, which increasingly drained Byzantine money and 

manhood. First the Croats, then the Avars, then the Russians, 

followed by the Bulgarians, the Serbs, the Pechenegs, the 

Cumans, and so on. Although Byzantium was eventually able 

15The Arabs sent 180,000 men in 2500 ships to conquer 
Constantinople. Arab sources claim that the expedition cost 
the Moslems the lives of 150,000 men. Cambridge, ~· cit., 
p. 63. -

16The policy of attempting to destroy Byzantium was 
carried out by the Persian dynasty of the Emirs. 



to civilize and Christianize these barbarians, and in the 

case of Bulgaria and Serbia, annex them to the Empire, this 

all took time and was not to be accomplished for centuries. 

In the meantime they added to the many strains challenging 

Byzantine society. 

14 

Fourth, the economic dislocation brought about both 

by the shrinking of the Empire and by the host of enemies 

who constantly penetrated the borders on the north, east, 

south, and west,17 was aggravated by the Imperial Govern

ment's necessity to expand its military might while the tax 

base was shrinking. This could only be accomplished by 

grinding taxation from which few were immune. The taxation, 

in turn, caused impoverishment for the masses, and as the 

masses became more impoverished they became despondent, and 

in desperation began selling themselves as serfs to the 

landed aristocracy for security. 18 Thus Byzantium by the 

8th century was slowly evolving from an urban based mercan

tile society, to a land-based rural and feudal society. 19 

17some of these invaders penetrated deeply into 
Byzantine territory. At one time, for example, the Slavs 
overran most of the Peloponnese and settled there, and it 
took Constantinople almost two hundred years to assimilate 
them as Greeks. Obolensky, ~·cit., pp. SS-56. 

18niehl, ~· cit., pp. 91-92. 
19Ibid., pp. 152-153. 
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In all fairness to the Empire, it must be pointed 

out that the government was the victim of circumstances. 

Byzantium, for over 700 years (678-1453 A.D.) was fighting 

for its survival, which necessitated a full wartime economy. 

It might also be added that no nation or empire (with the 

possible exception of Ethiopia) has fought for so long 

against such formidable odds as Byzantium. And last, it 

might also be added that Byzantium has the distinction of 

being Europe's longest lasting empire. 

Fifth, with the territorial disintegration brought 

about by the growth of Islam, the nature of the Roman 

Empire changed. As long as only the less populated western 

provinces were lost, there remained a realistic possibility 

that some day they would be reintegrated into the Empire. 

However, with the loss of both the western provinces, along 

with Egypt, Palestine, and half of Syria, Constantinople gave 

up any realistic hope of ever regaining them. As a result, 

the Empire became less Roman and more Greek--or better put, 

more parochial. This is illustrated in 867 A.D. when legal 

documents were no longer published in Latin, but rather 

only in Greek. 20 As far as Constantinople was concerned, it 

was tacitly accepted that from that date the Empire ceased 

to be Roman and officially became Greek. 

20The Procheiron and the Ehanagose were compiled 
under Basil I (867-886 A.D.) and t e Bas1lika under Leo VI 
(886-912 A.D.). 
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Sixth, the constitution of the Roman Empire changed. 

In Roman times, cities had enjoyed a legal autonomy which 

bordered on a federal relationship with the capital (which is 

one reason why they remained so loyal to Rome). Beginning 

with the reign of Justinian The Great, however, the autonomy 

of the cities was increasingly restricted to the point where 

it became non-existent. 21 Thus, by the period of the 

Iconoclastic Controversy, the Roman government had evolved 

from that of a constitutional system to that of a theocratic 

despotism, similar to a government of the Orient rather than 

one of a European nomenclature. 

Seventh, the military began to encroach on the pre

rogatives of the civil administrators. This was unintended 

but also unavoidable. The Imperial Authorities, in order to 

make for a more efficient military system, divided the Empire 

into themes (military districts), with a military governor 

(strategoi) in charge of each theme. Consequently, within 

each theme if there was a disagreement between military and 

civilian authorities, the military could usually exert 

pressure and get its way. 

Eighth, and last, the unity of the Church was in 

question. The Church in the east was theologically and 

philosophically orientated, a product of the rich cultural 

tradition of Hellenism; and in the matter of politics, since 

2loiehl, ~· cit., pp. 65-68. 
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there was never any question about the relationship of the 

Church to the State, the Church was non-secular. In the west, 

however, conditions were different. It was the Church which 

contained the remaining vestige of an educated Roman elite, 

and it was the Church, which for centuries was forced to deal 

with barbarian overlords, not the Roman armies sent from 

Constantinople. Because of these factors the Church began to 

assume a secular role, and those in the Church, once they 

acquired political power, were reluctant to give it up. 

Also, since the Church in the west was forced to fill a vacuum 

left by Roman retrenchment, the Church became less religious 

and far more pragmatic, while its counterpart in the east, as 

a defense it seems, against the disasters facing the Empire, 

withdrew into an environment which was more monastic and 

theological and less realistic. 22 

This was the state of Byzantine society at the beginning 

and during the period of the Iconoclastic Controversy. In 

direct contrast to the past it was now frustrated, insecure, 

shrunk, and taxed to death. Thus the Iconoclastic Controversy 

was in reality the manifestation of all these problems. The 

22The official schism between the Catholic and 
Orthodox Church does not occur until 1054 A.D., however, the 
rift was noticeable long before that date. In 956 A.D., for 
example, Vladimir chose the Greek Orthodox faith for his 
people (Russians), but he did so after he had sent emissaries 
to both Rome and Constantinople to study the different forms 
of Christianity. To be sure, Vladimir's actions in choosing 
the Greek Church were also dictated by politics. 
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Edict of 726 A.D. merely acted as a catalyst for the release 

of social discontent. In a sense, the social system in its 

frustration and impotency in dealing with the changes of the 

world, seemed to be content in turning upon itself. A state 

of collective insanity ensued in which the society was content 

in consuming its own members, with long-term dire results.23 

As the Golden Age of Byzantium eclipsed, the demand 

for theological conformity took on imperative necessity. By 

challenging the Emperor over the edict of 726, the society 

was challenging the whole system. What was in question, as 

viewed by the Imperial authorities, was the Emperor's prerog

ative to rule as the agent of God.24 If the masses disobeyed 

by challenging the Emperor, they were challenging God, and to 

challenge God is also to challenge His Church, as founded by 

His son. Emperors in the past had been deposed because of 

unpopular policies, but in the 8th century conditions were 

different. In the past, although Emperors were deposed, the 

23some of the long term dire results included perma
nently antagonizing the Papacy. In 732 A.D. Leo III had 
transferred the dioceses of South Italy and Illyricum from 
papal jurisdiction to the jurisdiction of the Patriarch of 
Constantinople (the Pope had opposed the Iconoclastic poli-
cies of Leo III). It was an act for which the Papacy never 
forgave Constantinople. Joan M. Hussey, The Byzantine World 
(London, England: Hutchinson's University Library, 1957), p. 32. 

24 The Iconophiles began to challenge the right of the 
Emperor to legislate in matters of theology. Saint John 
Damascene stated the Iconophiles position eloquently when he 
said, "We are obedient to the Emperor in things concerning 
our daily life, in tribute, taxes and payments which are his 
due; but in ecclesiastical government we have our pastors, 
preachers and exponents of ecclesiastical law." To the 
Emperor this was rank heresy. Normal H. Baynes, The Byzantine 
Empire (London, England: Oxford University Press, 1925) 
pp. 92-93. 



19 

institution remained intact; the legitimacy of the institution 

was never in question, only the qualifications of a particular 

Emperor were. By the 8th century, however, the insecurity of 

the social system found its way into the institution of the 

Emperor, and in a sense there was a constitutional crisis 

symbolized by the resistance to the edict of Leo III. By 

analogy, the institution of the emperor closely parallels 

the institution of an American president. Presidents one 

year may be heroes and the following year villains, witness 

President Lyndon Baines Johnson or presidents for a few years 

may be suspected and scorned, and in the following years 

adorned with an almost religious mystique--witness the 

attitude changes following the death of President John F. 

Kennedy. 

In the past Imperial Authorities could, at best, 

tolerate divergent sects, however, by the 8th century they 

could not. For toleration was a luxury which Imperial 

Authorities felt could not be indulged in; for in their 

endeavor to rationalize the disasters befalling the Empire, 

they thought in theological terms. The Empire was ordained 

by God, and yet it was shrinking; the Church was infallible, 

and yet half of the eastern provinces had converted to Islam. 

This phenomenon could only be explained in terms of theology. 

God had forsaken the Empire for the Empire no longer reflected 

the true light of His Son's teachings. The Empire for too 

long had tolerated unbelievers and heretics, and only if the 
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Empire purged itself--cleansed itself of neo-paganism--would 

God again bestow His grace on the Empire; only after conform

ity was established would God permit the ushering in of the 

millennium. The course of action needed was obvious, and it 

was up to God's Vicar on earth, the Basileus, to implement 

the policy which would find favor with God. Thus, in the name 

of God, in the name of theological conformity, Leo III, 

acting as God's Vicar, issued his edict in 726 A.D. 

The reaction to the edict was tremendous. Initially 

the protest against the edict was passive, but it eventually 

led to violence, which then prompted the Iconoclasts to 

resort to extermination. In the controversy, the opposition 

to the Imperial authorities came to be called the Iconophiles, 

whereas their opponents were referred to as the Iconoclasts-

the breakers of images. In some cases the dissent was 

organized by members of the higher clergy; if for no other 

reason but to save those icons which were works of art. But, 

for the most part the resistance was organized by monastic 

orders.25 The Iconoclasts, for the most part, consisted of 

those who were part of the established elites, and who had a 

monopoly on the organization of the state and of the use of 

force; the Imperial Bureaucracy, the hierarchy of the Church, 

and the military. Although initially the masses reacted 

25 Enno Franzius, Historf of The Byzantine Empire 
(New York, N.Y.: Funk & Wagna1 s, 1967), p. 149. 
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passively, by refusing to comply with the edict and by 

countering the edict with theological essays, they soon 

resorted to stronger modes of protest, such as riots. As 

resistance stiffened, so did the determination of the Imperial 

authorities, and the net result was that the emperors 

employed increasingly repressive measures in order to force 

compliance. For example, military courts were set up, public 

informers were subsidized by the government , and the Church 

excommunicated those who would not comply. 

The actions of the government only served to strengthen 

the determination of the Iconophiles to resist, as a result, 

the Imperial authorities were forced to resort to sheer terror 

as an instrument for forcing conformity. Leo III, for example, 

had the university at Constantinople with its voluminous works, 

including the works of Homer done on sheep skin, burned to the 

ground with Iconophiles trapped inside. In addition, 

Iconophiles were herded into the Hippodrome in Constantinople, 

to be subjected to the vile abuses of the mob. In other cities 

artisans caught in the act of producing icons had their hands 

amputated. In the countryside the military roamed, hacking 

to death dissenters, burning icons (along with a few thousand 

monks), desecrating monastaries, and giving nuns the option of 

either marriage or instant death. It was the most vicious 

period of atrocities and dissent in Byzantine history. 

As the Imperial authorities employed a greater degree 

of terror and violence, the Iconophiles resisted with equal 
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violence. On an unprecedented scale, all over the Empire 

riots and rebellions occured. Such centers of resistance, for 

instance, as Athens and Thessalonica, attracted to its gates 

thousands who would defy the Emperor,26 and Athens went as 

far as sending a rebel fleet to Constantinople.27 In other 

cases usurpers to the throne, backed by the Iconophiles, 

raised rebel armies, which led in 821 A.D. to the extermina

tion of some eighty thousand Iconophiles. 28 Hundreds of 

thousands of people--perhaps even millions--died as a result 

of the controversy, while at least 60,000 people fled for 

their lives into exile (mostly to Italy).29 The effects of 

the edict were not limited just to the empire, for it had 

repercussions outside of Byzantium as well. No one was 

26Diehl, ~· cit., p. 167. 
27It is also interesting to note that the Empress 

Irene, a woman who ended the controversy temporarily in 787 
A.D. was from Athens. Diener, ~· cit., p. 141. 

28 In 820 A.D. a Slavic officer named Thomas assumed 
the Imperial Purple and the name of Constantine. Backed by 
the Iconophiles from Asia Minor, he led a rebel army of eighty 
thousand men to Constantinople, to meet disaster in 821 A.D. 
at the hands of Michael II (820-829 A.D.). Interestingly 
enough he was crowned by the Patriarch of Antioch, and 
recognized by the Moslem Khalif Mamun. Franzius, ~· cit., 
p. 162. 

29Rene Guerdan, Byzantium Its Triumahs and Tragedy 
(London, England: George Allen & Unwin, Lt ., 1954), pp. 
Sl-52. 
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immune from the effects of the controversy, even the Papacy in 

Rome was forced into the issue (the Papacy supported the 

Iconophiles), accelerating the already deteriorating relation

ship between Rome and Constantinople. 

The intensity with which the Iconoclasts carried out 

their policy of theological conformity and genocide of those 

who would not comply, fluctuated. When chaos threatened the 

Empire, the Imperial authorities were forced to retrench, at 

least temporarily. The persecutions, however, lasted for a 

120 year period, and the eras of the greatest terror and 

killings occurred under Leo III (717-741 A.D.) and Constantine 

VI (780-797 A.D.). There was a temporary respite in 797 A.D. 

under the Empress Irene (797-802 A.D.),30 but the controversy, 

along with the genocide, did not permanently abate until 

843 A.D. 

Summary 

Based upon the criteria established in the introduction 

of this thesis, the Iconoclastic Controversy constitutes a 

case of Genocide. Genocide was defined as having the magnitude 

30niehl, ~·cit., p. 136. The groundwork for the end 
of the controversy progressed greatly under the Empress Irene 
(797-802 A.D.) who was incensed by the iconoclastic persecu
tion under her son, Constantine VI (780-797 A.D.). Prompted 
by the persecutions, Irene stagged a successful coup, and then 
had her son (the deposed Emperor) blinded in the very room in 
which he had been born. For her efforts on behalf of the 
Iconophiles, she was later canonized as Saint Irene. 
Diener, ~· cit., pp. 140-147. 
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of the killings as an important property, and in the case of 

the Iconoclastic Controversy, hundreds of thousands of people 

were killed in addition to hundreds of thousands more who 

were harassed and who had bodily harm inflicted on them for 

their religious beliefs. Furthermore, in the introduction, 

ideology was defined as a secular religion, and consequently 

shares the same common attributes of a theology. In this 

context, the role played by theology as being part of the 

policy of genocide, is applicable. During the Iconoclastic 

Controversy it was shown that the killings and maimings were 

justified on theological grounds, and ostensibly the cause 

of the genocide was theological. And last, the contention 

that the cause of the genocide is attributed to a social 

system under a great deal of stress and strain, has also borne 

out. During the 8th century Byzantium was experiencing 

unparalleled shocks to its social system. In the next chapter 

the criteria used in establishing the Iconoclastic Controversy 

as a case of genocide will also be used in dealing with the 

genocide of the witches and Anabaptists. 



CHAPTER II 

THE WITCHES AND ANABAPTISTS 

From the 14th to 16th century hundreds of thousands 

of people were killed for the alleged crime of committing 

heresy. The people killed were classified under two 

categories: (a) witches; and (b) Anabaptists. As in the 

case of the Iconoclastic Controversy, the extermination of 

the witches and Anabaptists constitutes a case of genocide 

for the following reasons: (a) the magnitude of the number 

of people killed and maimed runs into the hundreds of 

thousands; (b) the justification for the genocide was 

rationalized in theological terms; and (c) the cause of the 

genocide can be attributed to a society under a great deal 

of stress and strain. 

The extermination of the witches and Anabaptists was 

ostensibly based on the crime of heresy. Dogma, however 

as was the case during the Iconoclastic Controversy, was not 

the cause of a sustained genocidal policy, but rather other 

factors were, such as economic, sociological, political, and 

psychological. These factors materialized in the form of 

heresy, and in turn found expression in genocide. Before a 

hypothesis of the causality of genocide is presented, a short 

history of the witches and the Anabaptists would be in order. 

25 

1; 
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The crime of being a witch consisted of forming part 

of a conspiracy, inspired by the anti-Christ to undermine the 

foundation of a Christian society. 1 The anti-Christ went by 

a host of names such as Satan, Lucifer, the Devil, the Prince 

of Darkness, and others. Women were usually accused of being 

witches, but in some time periods and in some regions, men 

were also accused. To be a witch was a crime punishable in 

the Church by excommunication, and punishable as a result by 

secular authorities through execution. 2 The specific acts 

on which the accused could be convicted included those of 

casting a spell, practicing magic, contriving to gain converts 

to the cause of the Devil, causing death, and so on. In 

dealing with witches, since the crime belonged to the cate

gory of heresy, it was the prerogative of the ecclesiastical 

courts; the Courts of Inquisition. 

The Anabaptist movement grew out of the millenarian 

movement which had existed in Western Europe for centuries. 

The millenarian sects were Christians who in relation to the 

1As time went on the specific charge of being a witch 
was reserved for women, however, men could be, and were, 
convicted as accomplices. 

2In dealing with heresy the Church did not want to 
soil its hands, consequently, whenever the Church convicted 
a person of heresy, it was tantamount to a death sentence 
in that the secular authorities would execute the convicted 
person automatically. In a sense, when the Church courts 
convicted, they were withdrawing the protection of the 
Church, protection from the secular authorities. 



rest of Christian society, appeared as deviants. The 

millenarians were people who felt that they were on a 
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messianic mission. Some of these sects, for example the 

Flagellantes, indulged in masochistic acts of inflicting pain 

on one another, of taking pleasure in being beaten by members 

of the group. Other sects, such as the Anabaptists, had a 

vision of Christianity which they attempted to transform into 

reality, by creating God's heavenly kingdom on earth. 3 The 

established authorities could tolerate most of the millen-

arian sects, because collectively these sects were too few in 

number to seriously challenge the existing social order. 

They could not tolerate the Anabaptists however, for they 

were too numerous, and they threatened the fabric of a 

Christian Western European society. 

In dealing with the millenarian sects, the authorities 

displayed a different attitude than they did when dealing 

with the witches. The millenarian sects at their worst were 

heretics, people who were misguided, but nevertheless, people 

who had the option of recanting their heresies. In the case 

of the witches, however, although they were also viewed in 

terms of heresy, their crime was unforgiveable for it took on 

5The millenarian sects tended to be anti-capitalistic. 
They would demand, for example, the secularization of Church 
property, the confiscation of all income derived either from 
landed property or from trade, etc. Norman Cohn, The 
Pursuit of The Millennium (New York, N.Y.: Oxford-rnBiversity 
Press , ' 19 7 0) , p • 12 2 • 
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the aspects of a conspiracy, and in dealing with conspirators 

one was never quite sure that their recantation was real, 

that their recantation was not but an expedient measure 

designed to allow the conspirator another opportunity to 

further subvert the society. 

For several centuries the trial of the witches 

occurred in isolated areas and on few occasions. By the 15th 

century, however, the witch hunts reached epidemic propor

tions. The witch hunts were characterized by mass hysteria, 

by people claiming to be the victim of a witches' curse, 

and by people acting as if possessed by some demon. 

Innocent people were accused, and they in turn implicated 

other innocent people until the society became paranoid, 

charging and counter-charging hundreds of thousands of people 

of non-existing crimes. 4 The Courts of Inquisition became 

in reality a processing station for the fire stakes; for in 

view of the magnitude of the number of people accused, the 

Courts could not efficiently handle the case load; even if 

the Judges were sincere in their intent to ferret out 

evidence and to do justice. To compound the difficulties 

which the Courts of Inquisition faced, there was the 

problem of the millenarian sects which culminated in the 

Anabaptist movement during the Reformation period (1517-

1559 A.D.). 

4Jeffrey Burton Russell, Witchcraft in the Middle 
Ages (Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press, 1972), 
pp. 158-159, 203-204. 

' ,, 
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From the established authorities' point of view, the 

crimes of the Anabaptists were numerous: For one, they 

believed in communalism during a period of time in which 

society was based on feudalism and emerging mercantilism; 5 

second, they believed in equality during a time when society, 

both in the Church and State, was organized along hierarchical 

lines; 6 third, in matters of sex and marriage, their views 

varied from free love to polygamy, during a period of time 

when society was based on the concept of monogamy; 7 fourth, 

they were pacifists at a time when the survival of Western 

Europe was at stake; 8 and fifth, and viewed as the most 

serious, the Anabaptists rejected infant baptism, at a time 

when Western Europeans could not conceive of a society which 

was not Christian. 

It was not so much what the Anabaptists believed 

which made them the object of a genocidal policy, but rather, 

it was the fact that they had an appeal to so many converts. 

5 
Cohn,~· cit., p. 255. 

6Ibid., p. 274. 
7Polygamy was usually an entirely male prerogative, 

and women were executed under the charge of bigamy for having 
more than one husband. Ibid., p. 275. 

8sattler, for example, during his trial stated, "If 
the Turk comes he shall not be resisted, for it is written, 
Thou shalt not kill." G. R. Elton, Reformation Europe 
1517·1559 (New York, N. Y.: Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc., 
1963), p. 96. 
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The authorities not only viewed the Anabaptist movement in 

terms of heresy, but also as a real threat to the nature of 

their society. As for the phenomenal growth of the movement, 

the authorities rationalized that something grotesque was 

responsible, that somehow those converts were under undue 

influence, and that once they had the opportunity to recant 

their heresy, they would see the evil of their beliefs. If 

they chose not to recant, then they must be exterminated so 

as not to contaminate the rest of society. The authorities, 

as in the case of Byzantium, not realizing that the Anabap

tists, along with the witches in the preceeding century, were 

the manifestation of something deeper , chose to remove the 

threat of the movement by exterminating them.9 

Superficially the cause of the extermination of the 

witches and Anabaptists was theological, but in reality it 

was the manifestation of deeper and more serious causes. 

Western European society of the 14th, 15th, and 16th 

centuries was under a great deal of stress and strain. There 

was great social unrest due to turmoil caused by economic 

dislocation, wars, the Plague, and the Reformation. The 

9Part of the fear for the Anabaptists resulted from 
the revolutionary activity which some of the Anabaptists 
engaged in. For example, the city of MUnster was taken over 
by Jan Bockleson and his Anabaptists (1534-1536 A.D.), as a 
result of which they terrorized the Catholics and Lutherans 
if they chose not to convert. This helped to fan the fear 
and hatred of the Anabaptists. Most Anabaptists, however, 
did not engage in such revolutionary activity. Ibid., 
pp. 100-102. ----
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economic, religious, and political security of the previous 

centuries had given way to insecurity and unrest. In short 

the very nature of Medieval European society was in a state 

of transformation. 
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The nature of Western European society was 

Christian. Men thought as Christians, identified Christian

ity with the Roman Catholic Church, and would not tolerate 

those who would deviate from the norm, such as the Jews. 

Although the concept of the Roman Empire had long lost its 

mystique (except in the Church) the concept of a Christian 

domain was still strong enough to captivate men's minds; 

witness the zeal with which the Moors were driven from 

Granada. During the Middle Ages Western Europe had been 

invaded repeatedly by barbarians, but in spite of this the 

nature of Western society remained in tact. Unlike the 

Moslems, who once they conquered an area, would conquer it 

totally by attempting to force their religion on the 

conquered, the barbarians who overran Western Europe ruled 

as overlords, leaving the essence of the social system alone. 

Furthermore, those invaders could be, and were, assimilated. 

The laborious process of civilizing and christianizing, of 

course, took time, but time was a dimension in which Western 

Europe could afford to indulge. 

Western Europe in a sense was isolated but also 

insulated. Although she could not enjoy the military and 

political protection of Byzantium in dealing with the 
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barbarians, she could nevertheless sit securely behind a 

Byzantine shield when confronted by the forces of Islam. 

Not only did Byzantium provide a shield in the east, but the 

Pyrenees, as a result of Charles Martell's victory at Tours, 

provided one from the south. Christian Western Europe, 

isolated and insulated, did not fear the dire threat to its 

social system of Islam. Furthermore, Western Europe, although 

it had ceased to be Roman, did manage to remain Christian, 

and also, after experiencing the Dark Ages, Western Europe 

was recuperating. First, the barbarian overlords were 

assimilated and christianized. Second, the staging areas 

for the barbarian invasions, i.e., Germany, Scandinavia, and 

the Upper Danube Valley, were also duly Christianized and 

civilized. And third, Western Europe was ringed on the east 

by Slavic nations which had been Christianized by Byzantium 

(except for Poland which was Christianized by the west). 

In the relative security of insulation and isolation, Western 

Europe again became a viable society. This is evident in many 

ways. For one, the declining birth rate, which was a 

distressing characteristic of the Western Roman provinces, 

was reversed. And second, what had been at one time a rural 

land-based slave society saw the embryonic development of 

urban areas, mostly in Germany. 10 To be sure, the 

lOrtaly, of course, had great urban areas, but it 
should be pointed out that Italy, of all the former western 
provinces of the Roman Empire, had the longest and closest 
contacts with Byzantium, and the growth of Italy's cities was 
accelerated by her contacts with Constantinople. 
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cantankerous nobility still delighted in making war on one 

another, but for the most part they had only a peripheral 

effect on the growth of a Western European civilization. 

Western Europe existed in a state of relative security, a 

state conducive to the growth of a Western European culture, 

and a state which was in marked contrast to the Dark Ages of 

the 8th, 9th, and lOth centuries. 

Starting with the 14th century, however, all that 

changed. The relative security and optimism of the preceeding 

centuries was jeopardized by a series of events of cataclysmic 

proportions. Europe, in these three centuries, was exper

iencing shocks similar in magnitude to those which affected 

Byzantium during the 7th and 8th centuries. First, there 

was a recurrence of the bubonic plague, decimating a great 

part of Europe's population; second, there was the fall of 

Constantinople. The city of Constantine, the second Rome, 

after a full millennium of existence fell in 1453 A.D. to a 

revitalized Islam under the leadership of the Ottoman Turks; 

third, the Roman Catholic Church, the only remaining vestige 

of Imperial Rome which survived to confront the barbarian 

invasions of Western Europe, was undermined by the Reformation, 

which had the effect of permanently changing the nature of 

Western European Christianity. 

The bubonic plague, the Black Death, recurred in 

1348-49 A.D. Spreading throughout Europe, it took its toll. 

It is estimated that perhaps as much as one third of the 



population of Western Europe died in the plague.ll Urban 

areas, with their commercial and cultural importance, were 

initially hit the hardest. The city of Florence alone is 

estimated to have lost 100,000 people in the first year. 
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The economic and social dislocation can be imagined. The 

increase in Western European population, which had taken 

centuries to materialize, was terminated in a few years. The 

decline in population and the resulting dislocation of the 

economy of Western Europe came at a time when there was 

actually a need to increase tax revenues in order to cope with 

the new Islamic threat.12 

The threat of Islam was real. Although the Moslems 

took a defensive posture in Spain, in Eastern Europe the 

Moslems displayed an aggressive expansionism. Conquering the 

last vestiges of the Byzantine Empire, which included Greece, 

Asia Minor, and Macedonia, the Turks went on to overrun 

Bulgaria, Serbia, Dalmatia, Rumania, the Crimea, Transylvania, 

Hungary, and to threaten Austria on many occasions--culminating 

in the siege of Vienna in September of 1529 A.D. under 

Sulaiman The Magnificent (1520-1566 A.D.). The threat to 

llcohn, ~· cit., p. 131. 
12The Black Death created a chronic shortage of labor 

which should have benefited the lower classes through the 
principle of supply and demand. However, because of legal 
restrictions regulating wages and prices, the lower classes 
were not able to fully exploit their position. Ibid., p. 198. 
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Vienna came very close to success; the Turks were forced to 

retreat only after the timely appearance of Tamerlain on the 

Turks' eastern border.l3 

Aggravating the stress and strain of Western European 

society, strains caused by high taxes and the wars with the 

Turks, was the Reformation. The Reformation was long overdue. 1 

For centuries the Roman Church had ceased to be only a reli-

gious institution. The Church was secular, involving itself 

in the politics of states in a manner which would have never 

been tolerated in Byzantium. The Church, and especially the 

Papacy, was corrupt, and as Luther not so eloquently put it, 

"He (the Pope) :is accompanied by three or four thousand on 

Mules, as much as any emperor or king. Did Christ and St. 

Paul go on foot, in order that their Vicar might have the more 

pomp and pride to display."14 As for the theological assump

tions, the Church had long discarded the theology of St. 

Augustine, the theology based on the principle of predestina

tion, and assumed the theology based on the postulate that 

salvation could be gained by Sacraments and the purchasing 

13El ton, ~·, cit. , pp. 81-:82, 84. 

14John Dillenberger, ed., Martin Luther (Garden 
City, New York: Anchor Books Doubleday & Company, Inc., 
1961), p. 424. 
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of Certificates of Indulgences.lS As a result, the Church 

had become secular, materialistic, and corrupt to a degree 

which has few parallels in history. Everything and anything 

could be bought for a price--whether it was a man's salvation 

or the toleration of minor sects. 

The Church had been corrupt for centuries, therefore, 

the question arises as to why, at this particular time in 

history, was the Reformation first started, and then so 

successful. It could be argued that until the Reformation, 

few were aware of or concerned with the corruption; however, 

upon investigation, that hypothesis has little merit. The 

Humanists, (for example, Erasmus 1466-1536 A.D.) had been 

conscious of the faults in the Church and had endeavored to 

reform the Church from within.l 6 The success of the Reforma-

tion was due to other things. In a society which was regres

sing, it seems, back to the Dark Ages in a society under a 

great deal of stress and strain, men in desperation turned to 

religion to fulfill some psychological and spiritual need 

15saint Augustine's concept of predestination has 
to be qualified. Augustine believed in predestination, but 
he also believed in free will, which still made the use of 
Sacraments mandatory. His theory was based on the postulates 
that although man was predestined, he still had free choice. 
It became a matter of man sinning necessarily (which is 
predestined) but nevertheless he did it voluntarily. 

16Elton, ~· cit., pp. 30-31. 



which the Church in its present state was incapable of 

satisfying. 17 
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When Martin Luther (1483-1546 A.D.) nailed the 95 

Theses to the door of Wittenberg Cathedral in 1517 A.D., he 

did more than challenge the corruption of the Catholic 

Church; his actions acted as a catalyst for the release of 

social frustrations which, for centuries, had been supressed. 

Luther unwittingly set in motion a social revolution as 

evidenced by first the Peasants' Revolt of 1524-25 A.D., and 

then in the rapid growth of the Anabaptist movement which 

reached its apogee in 1536 A.D. Luther, once he became 

conscious of the magnitude of his act, retrenched, becoming 

in turn the spiritual founder of German autocracy; but by 

then it was too late. Once the forces of a social revolution 

were set in motion, and in this case as in all cases dealt 

with so far, they were couched in religious terms, it could 

only end by accommodation or repression. 

Luther's challenge at Wittenberg, and his humble 

defiance at the Diet of Worms in 1521 A.D., kindled an 

interest in theology which soon developed into a schism. 

Part of the reason for the success of the revolt against the 

Papacy, to be sure, was the encouragement of Luther by 

Germanic princes who could not help but gain with the weak

ening of the power of the Pope and his secular arm, the Holy 

Roman Emperor. But that by itself was not enough. The masses 

17cohn, ~· cit., pp. 282-83. 
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had to give at least their tacit approval, otherwise the 

threat of excommunication or interdiction would be enough to 

bring any secular leader to his knees; as evidenced by the 

Holy Roman Emperor Henry IV (1056-1106 A.D.) doing penance to 

Pope Gregory VII (1073-1085 A.D.) at Canossa in 1077 A.D. by 

standing in his bare feet, in the snow, while dressed in rags. 18 

The masses supported the Reformation for it initially gave them 

hope for an alleviation from their miseries and the coming of 

the millennium. In pursuit of the millennium the peasants, 

largely inspired by Luther, revolted. The revalt was more than 

just a jacquerie, it was a large scale rebellion of the poor 

against privilege and of the socially discontented against all 

forms of authotity. As a result of the revolt some 100,000 

peasants were killed. 19 The revolt, which was conceived in 

religious fervor, was ruthlessly put down. But from the re

maining masses of those who had once partaken in a revolutionary 

act (and by the very nature of indulging in such an act, the 

centuries old psychological conditioning of obedience to 

authority was shattered) would rise the Anabaptist movement. 

18c. Warren Hollister, Medieval Europe A Short History 
(New York, New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1964), p. 176 

19c h · 246 on, ~· c1t., p. • 
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This was the state of Western European society at the 

time of the Reformation. In contrast with the past, it was 

now frustrated, insecure, and taxed to death. Thus, first 

the extermination of the witches, and then the Anabaptists, 

was in reality the manifestation of all the problems con

fronting Western Europe. In a sense the authorities of 

Western Europe, as in the case of Byzantium, viewed the 

challenge to their society in theological terms. Although 

Western Europe was not a theocracy, as was the case in 

Byzantium, nevertheless, the Churches and States of Western 

Europe were dependent on one another. The Lutherans, for 

example, needed the protection of the secular authorities if 

they were to survive in a hostile Catholic environment. In 

return for this protection they gave total obedience and a 

religious sanction to the state. The states, for their part, 

supported the Lutherans for it enabled them to both break 

from the power of Rome and the Holy Roman Emperor, and more

over, the break was religiously sanctioned. This mutual 

interdependence of Church and State was also a characteristic 

of the Catholics. Because of the precarious position of the 

Holy Roman Emperor, in that half of his Empire, Northern 

Germany, was Lutheran, he had to be tolerant. Consequently, 

the interdependence of the Papacy and the Holy Roman Emperor , 

which began in 800 A.D. with Charlemagne, was shattered. As 

a result, the Catholic Church, in a desperate effort to pro

tect its interests, appealed to the monarchs of Catholic 
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Europe--especially to the thrones of Spain and France. As for 

the Anabaptists, politically they were viewed with suspicion by 

the secular authorities, and religiously they were an anathema 

to both the Catholics and Lutherans. Consequently, both the 

ecclesiastic and secular authorities could justify their ex

termination of the Anabaptists along theological grounds. 

The stress and strains confronting Western European 

society were the real reasons for the genocide of the witches 

and Anabaptists. First, the great plague acted as a catalyst 

for the extermination of the witches. The social system, in 

its frustration and impotency in dealing with the Black Death, 

turned upon itself and searched out scapegoats in the form of 

the witches. The Courts of Inquisition, which dealt with the 

witches, terrorized the population by the methods which they 

employed. These courts, for the most part, were held in closed 

session, and they in no way tolerated the accused's rights 

which would be a characteristic of a civilized judicial system; 

rights such as having council present, the right to confront 

one's accusers, the right to cross-examine hostile witnesses. 20 

An example of some of the methods used by the Courts might be 

in order for the sake of clarity. For instance, consider the 

admissibility of evidence; if a person was brought before a 

Court of Inquisition and accused of performing an act of 

2°The Courts had the authority to torture; protect the 
identity of the accusers and witnesses from the accused; use r 
informers; refuse to hear defense witnesses; deny the accused 
the right of a council; read the charges only in Latin, even 
though the accused did not speak it. Russell, on. cit., pp. 158-
59. ......=..r -
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witchcraft on a specific night, and if the accused could 

produce several witnesses who would testify that the accused 

was seen some place else on the night in question, the Court 

might admit the testimony of the witnesses and dismiss the 

charges, but most likely it would add an additional charge 

against the accused, the charge of transportation, a charge 

which, in essence, meant that he was in two places at once. 21 

For the accused, their only chance lay in confessing and in 

implicating as many people as possible. In a sense they were 

turning state's evidence for the prosecution of non-existing 

crimes, a procedure which was to be repeated during the Stalin 

purges several centuries later.22 By the time the witch hunts 

had reached its apogee, hundreds of thousands of people had 

been killed. 

As the great plague acted as a catalyst for the exter-

mination of the witches, the worsening conditions of Europe 

brought about by the Turkish invasions and the Reformation, 

acted as a catalyst for the extermination of the Anabaptists. 

The messianic flavor of the Anabaptists' movement had 

appealed to hundreds of thousands of people; the belief that 

21 The charge of transportation, technically meant that 
the accused transported himself through the air, usually on a 
broom, to an area miles away. However, the charge could also 
imply that the accused could transport himself in seconds, 
consequently establishing an alibi for himself, while he was 
doing the work of the Devil. 

22 For a fascinating study of the similarities between 
the witch hunts and the Stalin purges, see Robert Conquest's 
The Great Terror . (New York, N.Y.: The Macmillan Company, 1968). 
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heaven could be established on earth offered the hope of a 

release from misery which was so characteristic of the lower 

classes of Western Europe; in short everything that the 

Anabaptists stood for was the antithesis of everything which 

the ruling elites stood for. Unlike the witches, who pass

ively submitted to the Courts of Inquisition, the Anabaptists, 

aware of what a conviction of heresy implied, resisted, but 

it was at best a futile gesture. The authorities had a 

monopoly on the means of forcing compliance. The educated 

elites of Western Europe were either in the Catholic or 

Lutheran Church, or in the bureaucracy of the various states 

and principalities of Western Europe. Furthermore, the 

established authorities had a monopoly on the use of force, 

consequently it was only a matter of time before the Ana

baptists were destroyed. As for the mechanics of the exter-

mination, it became a military matter, with the army roaming 

the countryside killing the Anabaptists. 

Summary 

Based upon the criteria established in the intro

duction of this thesis, the extermination of the witches and 

Anabaptists constitutes a case of Genocide. Genocide was 

defined as having the magnitude of the killings as an important 

property, and in the case of the witches and Anabaptists, 

hundreds of thousands of people were killed. Furthermore, the 

genocide of the witches and Anabaptists as in the case of 
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Byzantium, was rationalized along theological lines, and 

ostensibly the cause of the genocide was theological. And 

last, the contention that the cause of the genocide is 

attributed to a social system under a great deal of stress 

and strain, has also been borne out. During the 14th, 15th, 

and 16th centuries Western Europe was experiencing shocks 

to its social system of the same magnitude which affected 

Byzantium during the Iconoclastic Controversy. 
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CHAPTER III 

THE GENOCIDE OF THE KULAKS 

From 1929 to 1932, 10 to 15 million Kulaks were 

exterminated by the Soviet Regime.l The justification: the 

Kulaks did not fit into the totalitarian blueprint of the 

new social order, the classless society as envisioned by Marx 

and Lenin. As in the case of the Iconoclastic Controversy 

and the extermination of the witches and Anabaptists, the 

mass killing of the Kulaks constitutes a case of genocide for 

the following reasons: (a) the magnitude of the numbers of 

people killed and maimed is large, in this case running into 

the millions; (b) the justification for the genocide was 

rationalized in ideological terms (and ideology has been 

defined as a secular religion, see page xiii ; and last, the 

cause of the genocide is attributed to a society under a 

great deal of stress and strain. 

The Kulaks were a class of rich to middle class 

peasants, and paradoxically had been a creation of the Soviet 

1several sources confirm this figure: (a) Andrei D. 
Sakharov, Progress, Coexistence & Intellectual Freedom 
New York, N.Y.: w. W. Norton & Company, Inc., 1968), pp. 52, 
111; (b) Churchill quotes Stalin as admitting to the figure 
of 10 million Kulaks exterminated. David Lane, Politics and 
Society in the U.S.S.R., (New York, N.Y. : Random House, 
1971), p. 71. 
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Regime. In October of 1917 the Bolsheviks had come to power 

as a result of a successful coup. The object of the coup was 

to set in motion a catalyst for a new millennium. At the time 

of the coup the Bolsheviks had envisioned a period, tantamount 

to a period of transition, in which the party in the form of 

the Dictatorship of the Proletariat would rule as the vanguard 

of the working class. 2 However, once the proletariat became 

sophisticated enough to manage the affairs of the state and 

economy, the government would whither away. 3 The time which 

would be required for the working class to develop this 

sophistication was to be short; for once presented with the 

vision of Marxism, the logic of events would provide the 

regime with spontaneous support and cooperation, leading to 

the establishment of utopia. Of course, it dd.d not happen. 

The ushering in of the millennium, and the spontaneity of 

support for the regime never materialized. 

The Soviet Regime then, and indeed a case can be made 

for it today, has always been on the defensive. Furthermore, 

it has rarely ruled by consensus, and the use of sheer terror 

has been found necessary in order to force compliance among 

the masses for the regime. Under the circumstances, discon

tent has been widespread leading, for example, to collaboration 

2Robert c. Tucker, The Marxian Revolutionarr Idea 
New York, N.Y.: W. W. Norton & Company, Inc., 1969 , 
pp. 7 2-79. 

3Loc. cit. 1 
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of some groups with the Nazis during World War II. 

The contradiction between the Bolsheviks' vision of 

utopia, and reality, begins with the October Revolution, and 

in a sense, the trials and tribulations of the Soviet Regime 

have not stopped since its inception. Marx prophesied that 

the inherent contradiction within capitalism would material

ize in a spontaneous and violent revolution, led by the 

proletariat; and that the outcome of this revolution would 

lead to the creation of a society in which everyone would 

work according to his abilities and be rewarded according to 

his needs. 4 The vanguard of the working class, of course, 

would be the Communist Party, whose legitimacy and support 

would rest with the proletariat. 

As Marx prophesied, there was a spontaneous revolution, 

but the fulfillment of the prophecy ends there. The revolu-

tion of February 1917 was spontaneous, but it was directed 

against a corrupt and incompetent Tsarist regime, not against 

capitalism per se.s Furthermore, the majority of the working 

4Marx based his theory on his laws of surplus value: 
1. The Law of Capitalist Accumulation; 2. The law of the 
Concentration of Capital; 3. The Law of Increasing Misery. 
R. N. Carew Hunt, The Theort and Practice of Communism, 
(Baltimore, Maryland: APe ican Book, 1963), pp. 87-88. 

SThe majority of delegates at the First Congress of 
Soviets held in 1917, were from the more moderate elements of 
the Left, of which the Socialist Revolutionary Party repre
sented the most people. John N. Hazard, The Soviet System of 
Government, (Chicago, Ill.: The University of Chicago Press, 
1968), pp. 40-41. 
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class did not identify with the Bolsheviks, but rather they 

aligned themselves with the social democratic parties. More-

over, at the Constitutional Convention called in 1917, the 

Bolsheviks could only muster a maximum of 25\ of the dele

gates6 which then led them in desperation to stage a coup. 

And finally, during the attempted revolt of 1921, which was 

spearheaded by the working class whose slogan was, "Soviets 

without Bolsheviks,"7 the regime was forced to call on the 

Red Guard units among the sailors, and to turn them on the 

"workers and peasants". 8 

To compound the difficulties which the Bolsheviks 

faced, they had to confront a civil war which made retrench

ment and pragmatism imperative. Lenin could be quite prag

matic, and unlike Stalin a decade later in his dealings with 

the Kulaks, Lenin could make concessions. The Civil War 

(War Communism) was quite important, for it was the first 

postponement of the coming of the millennium, and furthermore, 

it was to set a pattern for further postponements. In the 

6Lane, op. cit., p. 49. 
7This occurred in February 1921 when strikes and demon

strations swept Petrograd, culminating in March in the revolt 
of the Kronstadt naval base. Richard Lowenthal, "The Model 
of the Totalitarian State", in the Royal Institute of Inter
national Affairs, The Im act of The Russian Revolution 1917-
1967, (New York, N. n1vers1ty , pp. 
!82="83. 

8 Loc. cit. 
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Civil War (1918-21) the Bolsheviks had several advantages. 

For one, they had a firm grip on Leningrad and Moscow, the 

two largest metropolitan and industrial centers in Russia. 

Second, they enjoyed control of the interior lines of commu

nications. Third, and most important for the Bolshevik cause, 

their enemies were too segmented and had policies which often 

as not were at cross-purposes with one another. 

The opposition to the Reds consisted of the Whites, 

and the Greens. The Greens, for the most part, were 

Cossacks who fought both Reds and Whites who encroached on 

their territory. Their aims were limited and anachronistic; 

they fought in a futile attempt to maintain their semi-nomadic 

way of life. 9 They played an important role, however, during 

the critical year of 1919 by siding with the Reds and helping 

them eliminate the Whites10 and in the process laying the 

foundation for their own extermination during the collectivi

zation period. The Whites, for their part, were a divergent 

group. Some fought for the independence of national regions, 

as in the Ukraine and in Kazakhstan. 11 Some fought for the 

9Richard Luckett, The White Generals, (New York, N.Y.: 
The Viking Press, 1971), pp. 254, 326. 

lOibid., pp. 321-32. 

11For example, the Samara government was strongly 
socialistic and wanted an independent Kazan, whereas the Omsk 
government, as viewed by the Samara government, was reaction
ary and against secession. Ibid., p. 217. 
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restoration, not of the Romanovs, but of another imperial 

dynasty, such as Admiral Kolchak, Supreme Ruler of all the 

Russias.l2 Some fought because they were Russian nationalists, 

who despised the professed internationalism of the Reds. And 

some fought because they had a grievance against the regime, 

e.g., clerics· who were opposed to the atheism of the regime 

or disposed landlords wanting their property restored to them; 

and last, some fought because they were conscripted by the 

Whites and given the option to either join or die, a policy 

also pursued by the Reds.l3 Because their aims were at cross

purposes with each other, they refused to cooperate on a grand 

strategy, which eventually led to their undoing. The Reds 

won the Civil War, but it was due more to the internal contra

diction within the ranks of the Whites than to their own 

strength, and moreover, their hold on the country was tenuous. 

The Civil War, in which millions died, either by 

famine or bullets, necessitated a further change in policy 

in the post-war period. As a result, Lenin introduced the 

N E P--the New Economic Policy.l4 The N E P was economic 

retrenchment on a grand scale which meant that the coming of 

the millennium had to be postposed indefinitely; furthermore, 

12Ibid., p. 222. 

13Ibid., pp. 237-40. 
14Hunt, ~· cit., pp. 216-17. 
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it was retrenchment with two important characteristics: 

(a) the bourgeoisie was not allowed to have a part in the 

political functions of the state, for the country was in 

economic straits and the bourgeoisie was to be utilized in 

so 

straightening it out; (b) the Regime never lost sight of its 

ultimate goal, the creation of a classless society resting 

on the twin pillars of the Communist Party and the working 

class. Under the N E P not only was the bourgeoisie given 

relative freedom in economic matters, but also, the policy 

had the effect of giving birth to the Kulak class. During 

the Civil War and immediately after, the landed estates 

were expropriated and divided among the peasants. Since 

Russia at the time was 90\ peasant, it was a pragmatic 

attempt to enlist the support of the peasantry. However, there 

was an inherent contradiction in this policy, in that the 

more industrious peasants were able to make the most of it. 

Denied but the poorest land under the Tsars, the peasants now 

had the opportunity to farm rich land, and also, to reinvest 

their surplus capital in still more land, becoming more 

efficient and wealthy in the process. By comparison, the 

situation is analogous to the creation of a wealthy peasant 

bourgeoisie in India under the "Green Revolution" supported 

by Indira Ghandi. 15 As in India, the product of theN E P 

1 5Raj ni Kothari, Politics in India (Boston, Mass. : 
Little, Brown and Company, 1970), pp. 346-49. 
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was the creation of a substantial wealthy peasant bourgeoisie, 

which then posed a dilemma for the communist leadership. The 

Regime was intent on creating a classless society, and yet, 

unwittingly they had created a substantial bourgeoisie. The 

solution to the problem, as Stalin saw it, was to collectivize 

the peasants. What he in effect was asking for was the 

voluntary cooperation of the peasants in giving up their land 

and animals to a collective center to be shared in common. 

The response should have been anticipated, and indeed it was; 

the Kulaks resisted. 

The collectivization was carried out by the Party 

through the local Party committees. The instrument which the 

local Party committees used in the collectivization process, 

was force and terror. In many cases the G P U (State Polit

ical Administration) was enlarged, whereas in other cases the 

Party relied on the local militia. Success, from the Party's 

point of view, was rapid. Between January and March of 1930, 

the number of farms collectivized had risen from 4 million to 

14 million. Within five months, half of all peasant house

holds were collectivized. As collectivization increased, 

however, so did the resistance on the part of the Kulaks. 

The Kulaks had no intention of passively standing by while 

the government expropriated everything they had. In some 

cases they gave armed resistance, in other cases they 

destroyed their crops and animals rather than give them up. 

As resistance increased, the communists, out of frustration 

I 
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at the Kulaks' intransigence took reprisals. Farms were 

burned, Kulaks and their families murdered, and the poorer 

peasants encouraged to turn on the Kulaks. In desperation, 

hundreds of thousands of Kulaks first burned their crops, then 

killed their animals, wives and children, and then themselves. 16 

The communists, in turn, were enraged and responded with 

wholesale deportations which was also tantamount to extermina

tion, since facilities were not remotely capable of handling 

the influx of people. 17 At the end of 1930 the chaos was so 

great that Stalin was forced to retrench temporarily. As a 

result, he switched tactics. Stalin set arbitrary levels of 

food procurement for the peasants to meet, with the state 

taking its share first and leaving the remainder to the 

peasants. Unfortunately for the peasants the crop of 1932 was 

12\ below average while the arbitrary levels set by Stalin 

were up 44\. The result was starvation for millions of 

peasants. When the collectivization of the Kulaks was finally 

over, 10 to 15 million people had died, and the economic 

dislocation was unimaginable. As late as 1939 the Soviet 

Union was still not up to the production index of livestock 

16conquest, op. cit., p. 21. Merle Fainsod, 
"Collectivization: TneMethod", in Robert V. Daniels, ed., 
The Stalin Revolution (Lexington, Mass.: D. C. Heath and 
Company, 1965), pp. 39-40. 

~ 1 Lane, ~ •. cit. , p. 71; Conquest, ~. cit. , pp. 2 6, 
335; Dan1els, ~· c1t., pp. 40-43. 
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which existed prior to collectivization. 18 In addition to the 

massacres and economic dislocation, collectivization, along 

with the purges of the late 1930's, was to leave a legacy of 

bitterness which materialized to the advantage of the invading 

Germans during World War II, at least until the s.s. arrived. 

Some years later, during World War II, American 

Ambassador Joseph Davies was asked if there were any fifth-

columnists in Russia. He amusingly answered, "There aren't 

any, they shot them all."l9 Robert Conquest had a different 

appraisal of the legacy of bitterness. He wrote: 

Both parts of this gallows wit are untrue. 
The men shot were not fifth-columnists, and fifth
columnists rose by the thousands, even in spite of 
the repulsive policies of the Germans. Most of 
them .were, moreover, people who would never, under 
a moderately popular regime, have thought of going 
over to the enemy. Stalin's policies created a 
vast pool of potential treason, which, had the 
Nazis not been foolish as well as foul, might 
well have decided the war.20 

The Soviet government gave a rationalization for the 

extermination, couching it in terms of necessity.21 Upon an 

investigation of the facts, however, their arguments have 

18Lane, ~· cit., p. 72. 

19conquest, ~· cit., p. 505. 

20Loc. cit. 

21stalin is quoted as saying to 
to do it to mechanize our agriculture. 
from the land was doubled. What is one 
Lane,~· cit., p. 71. 

Churchill, "But we had 
In the end, production 
generation?" 
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little validity, and the extermination was a case in which 

pragmatism was sacrificed for the sake of ideological conform

ity. Stalin argued that the Kulaks constituted a class, and 

thus by definition they were a threat to the regime. Stalin's 

claim is a contradiction to his future policies, when in 

effect he sanctioned the creation of both a managerial class, 

and a labor aristocracy in the form of skilled workmen.22 

The regime claimed that there was a pressing need for indus

trialization, and as a result the Kulaks had to be collecti

vized in order to release surplus man-power and revenue for 

investment in Soviet industry. Again the argument is a contra

diction in the face of reality. For one, the need for man

power could have been supplied from the ranks of those 

peasants who were only marginally efficient, leaving the 

Kulaks for the efficient procurement of farm products. More

over, the need for capital investment could have been gotten 

by using less bloody means, as for example, foreign loans, or 

from the sale of surplus farm products abroad, which the 

Kulaks were capable of producing. The reason that the regime 

did not do either of these was ideological. To rely on 

foreign loans would mean depending on the capitalists, who 

were the antithesis of everything that the Bolsheviks stood 

for. Furthermore, if the regime cooperated with the capital

ists, then there existed the possibility that some day the 

22tane, ~· cit., pp. 384-86. 
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goals of the regime might be compromised. As for depending 

on the Kulaks, this could only be done by compromising the 

goals of the regime--which was the creation of the classless 

society. And last, the Communists claimed that there were 

too many Kulaks, and because of their antiquated attitudes 

and mores, collectively they could someday challenge the 

regime. And in this argument the logic falters. If the 

Soviets wanted to destroy the Kulaks as a class, the best 

way to do it would have been to allow for the accelerated 

growth of mechanization on the farms, which would have 

released surplus labor for the industrial centers, while all 

the time shrinking the Kulaks as a class due to the competi

tion which would ensue. For after all, by comparison the 

United States only employs 4-5\ of its work force in agricul

ture, producing embarrassing surpluses, normally year after 

year. 

The liquidation of the Kulaks, although couched in 

ideological terms, was made possible due to the social and 

psychological factors resulting from a society in a state of 

transformation. The justification of the genocide was 

ideological, but the roots of the ideology can be found in the 

rapid social change brought about by industrialization and 

mass democracy. In a synopsis, then, the extermination of 

the Kulaks was brought about because Russian society was in a 

state of flux. 
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Europe, in the beginning of the 20th century, was 

experiencing unparalleled shocks to its social system. First, 

there was the effect of industrialization. Industrialization 

had been going on for centuries in England, but, the continent 

of Europe, for the most part, had not fully participated in 

the rapid industrialization process until the late 19th 

century. When the rest of Europe finally began to industrial

ize, the by-product was the growth of large urban areas with 

slums; the dislocation of the social system by the uprooting 

of peasants by the millions and turning them into a 

proletarian class, and the growing consciousness among workers 

of such political and economic philosophies as democracy and 

socialism. In addition to the social dislocation brought 

about by industrialization, the old order was undermined 

by the rapid growth of science. 

Previous to the scientific and technological growth 

of the late 19th century, intellectuals had questioned the 

validity of the old order based on Christianity and monarchy. 

Although men like Hobbes, Voltaire, and Saint-Simon helped to 

undermine the old order, their opinions were for the most part 

couched in philosphical terms, appropriate for the salons of 

Europe rather than for mass consumption. By the late 19th 

century, however, all that changed. Scientific discoveries, 

which followed rational laws not open to philosophical inter

pretation and debate, undercut permanently the premise of the 

old order. Darwin's Origin of Species, for one, questioned 
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the whole presumption of the divinity of man, the nature of 

God, and the reliability of the Bible as unquestionable 

authority. The discoveries made in the field of geology 

further undermined the Bible as scripture, especially the 

chapter of Genesis. In the field of psychoanalysis, what 

Charcot had started, Freud expounded, and Adler and Jung 

expanded, was a challenge of the assumption of the rationality 

of man as an individual. 

As a result of scientific discoveries, science and 

pseudo-scientific jargon began to replace theology as the 

dominant guide for the actions of intellectuals. The 

scientific revolution, accelerated by the growth of industrial

ization and mass democracy, gave birth to both Nazism and 

Marxism; which eventually led to totalitarianism. 

The question rises as to why totalitarianism, in the 

form of Marxism and Nazism, materialized in Russia and 

Germany, and not in other European ~Duntries. Why did it not 

materialize in England, which after all was (until the 1920's) 

the leading industrial nation in the world, a nation whose 

scientific community pre-dated Newton, and a nation which 

gave birth to the Utilitarians, the Fabian socialists, and 

the Chartists; why Germany and Russia? The case of Germany 

will be dealt with in the following chapter, but it is 

necessary to point out here that in the case of Germany, as 

well as Russia, they were both the products of unique 

I . 
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historical experiences which found expression in totalitarian

ism and genocide. 

The communism of the Bolsheviks was a product of the 

Russian environment, and it only remotely resembles the 

Marxist ideology of Western Europe. Karl Marx, along with 

Engels, was a product of Western intellectual thought. Marx 

thought in terms of Western capitalism and wrote in a 

relatively unrestricted environment about the nature of 

socialism. In a sense his writings set the intellectual 

tradition which was followed by the Fabians. The Marxists 

of Western Europe were not a conspiratorial group, but rather, 

they were socialists who functioned on the whole within the 

legal confines of the political structures of the West. 

Closely identifiable with the social democratic parties of 

the West, the Marxists could come to terms with the 

capitalists--assuming that the capitalists would make conces

sions, which they did. The Marxists in Russia, on the other 

hand, were different. 

Marxism in Russia was conceived in conspiracy, 

nurtured under repression, came of age in revolution and civil 

war, and matured under despotism in the period of Stalin, 

who himself ruled in the Russian Tsarist tradition of 

absolutism. Because the Bolsheviks were a product of the 

Russian social system, they thought in terms of absolutism, 

and of being on a messianic mission to usher in the millennium. 
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Because of Russia's backwardness, Lenin referred to 

Russia as being, "the weakest link in the capitalistic chain." 

Russia was that, and more. In the 20th century Russia was the 

anachronistic heir to Byzantium. With the fall of Constantin· 

ople, Russia took up the claim as the heir to Byzantium. 23 

Moscow··the third Rome··felt a sense of mission and destiny. 

The Tsar, the successor to Caesar and the head of the Greek 

Orthodox Church, the mother church of Christianity, was to be 

God's vehicle for the restoration of the millennium. If 

Russia had had the rich culture of Rome and Byzantium, she 

might have made good her claims. However, she did not, and 

for the most part her history is culturally sterile. Russia 

had all the trappings of the Byzantine political structure·· 

the absolutist rule and the monopoly of the Church on man's 

salvation··but little else. It was in this type of environ

ment that the Bolsheviks were forced to function. As a result, 

some of the trappings of the Tsarist system rubbed off: the 

belief in absolutist rule in achieving the ultimate end and 

the sense of being on an historic mission, a mission to civil

ize the world. Other aspects of the Tsarist regime also 

influenced the Bolshevik psychic makeup, e.g. the mass 

paranoia reinforced by decades of conspiratorial activity and 

23Part of Russia's claim was based on the marriage 
between Ivan III (1462-1505) and the niece (Sophia) of 
Byzantium's last Emperor, Constantine XII (1448-1453). 
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the lack of qualms in the use of sheer terror to achieve 

political ends. 

Because the Russian environment so influenced the 
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psychic makeup of the Bolsheviks, they had a tendency to react 

to stress in a purely characteristic Russian manner. When the 

prophecies of Marx failed to materialize, for example, the 

communists, in much the same tradition as theologians turning 

to the Bible, would turn to the writings of Marx as if they 

were gospel, reinterpret his writings and apply them retro

actively. In cases of dispute between party members over the 

meaning of Marx's writings, the official line would be treated 

as dogma, and the dissenters as heretics. After Lenin's death, 

Bolshevism in Russia took on even more of a format of a 

secular religion. Marx was likened to the Old Testament, to 

a history of trials and tribulations, and dedicated to 

prophecy. On the other hand, Lenin increasingly began to be 

viewed as the Messiah--as the Christ child descended on earth--

the man whose parables and wisdom supersede the Old Testament 

of Marx. Furthermore, in matters of international communism, 

Moscow claimed to be the seat of Orthodoxy, and in matters of 

communist dogma, Moscow spoke ex cathedra. As for Stalin's 

role, he would have liked to imagine himself as the synthesis 

of Peter The Great and Saint Paul, while in reality, he was 

more of a synthesis of Ivan The Terrible and Judas Iscariot. 

The Bolsheviks in their new position as both rulers 

of the Russian state and chiliastic missionaries of the new 

all-encompassing religion of scientific socialism, succeeded 

l 
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in bringing about one fiasco after another. They effectively 

attacked the Church and destroyed it as a social force among 

the Russian masses, but at the cost of the social solidarity 

of the Russian family structure. They, for a while, attacked 

such bourgeois concepts as marriage, netting as their reward 

the phenomenal increase in illegitimate babies. They first 

attacked and destroyed the Tsarist secret police only to re

place it later with the notorious Cheka, (Extraordinary 

Commission for Combating Counter-Revolution and Sabotage), and 

then the fearful G P U, and finally with the dreaded N K V D 

(People's Commissariat for Internal Affairs). It was these 

failures, compounded by the fact that the Bolsheviks were 

amateurs in the art of government that eventually led to the 

genocide of the Kulaks. 

The decision to liquidate the Kulaks was a by-product 

of the power struggle which developed upon Lenin's death. The 

Bolshevik leadership after Lenin's death became involved in 

factional struggles between Trotsky, leading the Left, 

Bukharin, leading the Right, and Stalin, ostensibly in the 

center.24 Unlike the Apostles, who upon the death of Christ 

were forced to cooperate in order to survive in a hostile 

environment, and who later submitted their quarrels to the 

arbitration of a neutral figure of high stature--the 

Basil-ius--the Bolsheviks were under no such compulsion. As a 

24 conquest, ~· cit., pp. 8-20. 
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result, schism developed. The schism concerned the nature of 

future communist goals. Trotsky felt that the Soviet Union 

was regressing, that the N E P had made the coming of the 

millennium impossible. Furthermore, he felt that the regime 

should subordinate the goal of industrialization to the goal 

of world revolution. Trotsky theorized that the coming of 

the millennium would be impossible until there was world 

communism, for as long as the Soviet Regime was surrounded 

by hostile capitalist states, it would always be vulnerable 

to invasion or counter-revolution. Bukharin opposed him; he 

felt that under theN E P the Soviet Union was developing, 

and that the Soviet Union's best chance of survival lay in 

her ability to rely on her internal strength which would be-

come greater as industrialization increased. Stalin, a man 

who's cynicism would only be matched years later by his great 

antagonist, Hitler, played the role of the moderate who was 

horrified by Trotsky's radicalism. Skillfully manipulating 

the Right, he succeeded in destroying Trotsky. With the Left 

destroyed, Stalin turned on the Right demanding an end to the 

N E P, demanding the first of a series of five year plans for 

rapid industrialization, and collectivization of the peasants, 

not over a five year period as advocated by Trotsky but in one 

year. The decision of the XVIth Party Conference set in 

motion the collectivization of the Kulaks,25 which ended, as 

25 Ibid., p. 20. 



had the other Bolshevik policies, in another fiasco, with 

this one leaving a legacy of bitterness and destruction 

seldom paralleled. 

As a result of collectivization, the coming of the 

millennium was permanently prevented from ever being 

realized. Collectivization was rationalized as a case in 
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which the end justifies the means, and too often, when that 

argument is applied as a policy goal, the means become per

verted and the end is never quite realized. So it is in the 

case of the Soviet Union . The Bolsheviks in their endeavor 

to accomplish the end, became perverted and netting, as their 

reward, the death of millions, massive economic dislocation, 

and counter-revolution in the form of collaboration with the 

Nazis during World War II. As the end result Soviet society 

became stratified and bureaucratic. It is true on one hand 

that the Soviets have rapidly industrialized, but it is 

also true that the Soviets to this day have not resolved the 

dilemma of their agriculture. As for the creation of the 

classless society, the Communists, after causing the death 

of so many millions of people, are no closer to their dream 

of utopia than they were in Tsarist times. 

Summary 

Based on the premise of this thesis, the liquidation 

of the Kulaks constitutes a case of genocide. In the case of 

the Kulaks millions were exterminated, which fits in with the 

" 
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definition in that the magnitude of the killings is an 

important property of genocide. Furthermore, the extermina

tion was justified on ideological grounds; the Kulaks 

constituted a class, and therefore their extermination was 

not only necessary, but also, from Stalin's point of view a 

positive good. And last, the contention that the cause of 

the genocide is attributed to a social system under a great 

deal of stress and strain, has also been substantiated. 

The Bolsheviks were a product of the vast social changes 

affecting the world, changes caused by industrialization, 

by the growth of science, and by the secularization of society. 

In the next chapter, the criteria used in establishing the 

extermination of the Kulaks as a case of genocide will also 

be used in dealing with the genocide of the Jews by the 

Nazis. 



CHAPTER IV 

THE NEW ORDER 

From 1941 on, the Nazis, using the most advanced 

assembly line techniques, systematically exterminated 

between five and seven million Jews. 1 In addition to the 

Jews, they also exterminated 600,000 Gypsies, scores of people 

who were deemed as politically unreliable, and they were 

responsible for the death of 20 to 25 million Russians--about 

half of them civilians. 2 Had the Nazis won the war, and in 

view of their past behavior, hundreds of millions more 

would conceivably have been killed. The justification for 

the exterminations was ideological: the Jews (to be 

followed by the Slavs) were by definition untermensch, i.e., 

subhuman, and consequently they violated the norms of the 

new social system--The New Order--based on the purity of the 

Aryan race. As in the case of the Kulaks, the extermination 

1The figures for the number of Jews exterminated 
vary. Arendt gives the figure of between four and a half 
and six million. Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem 
(New York, N.Y.: The Viking Press, 1965), p. 1 (Note to the 
Reader). 

2Albert Seaton, The Russo-German War 1941-45 
New York, N.Y.: Praeger Publishers, 1970 9 p. 586. 
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of the Jews constitutes a case of genocide for the same 

reasons: (a) the magnitude of the killings is large, running 

into the millions; (b) the justification for the genocide was 

rationalized in ideological terms; and (c) the cause of the 

genocide can be attributed to a society under a great deal 

of stress and strain. 

The fanaticism with which the Nazis pursued their 

extermination policy defies description. Unlike Stalin who 

modified the collectivization of the Kulaks when the revolts 

and economic chaos reached epidemic proportions, Hitler 

would not. The extermination of the Jews was an all pervasive 

policy: everything and anything was subordinate to the 

"final solution". When, for example, in 1943-45, because of 

the allied strategic bombing, the German transportation net

work began to break down, the S.D. (Sicherheitsdienst--S.S. 

Security Service) had priority on all railroads used in ship

ping Jews to the extermination centers, 3 and this at a time 

when it was imperative that the Wehrmacht (the German army), 

fighting for its survival, should have open rail lines to 

bring to the front war materials which were always in short 

supply. 4 When Speer was scrounging around Europe trying 

desperately to find labor, the shortage of which was causing 

3Karl Dietrich Bracher, The German Dictatorship 
(New York, N.Y.: Praeger Publishers, 1970), p. 420-31. 

4seaton, op. cit., p. 352. 
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the German war industries to break down, the Jews were ignored 

as a much needed source of labor. 5 

It seems that the greater the reverses on the war 

front, in inverse proportion, the greater the effort and 

determination on the part of the Nazis to liquidate the Jews. 

The exterminations, in many cases, would continue right up 

until the moment that the advancing allied armies would 

arrive. 

What accounts for this phenomenon, and who were the 

people responsible? Certainly had it not been for Hitler (a 

subject which will be dealt with later) it is unlikely that 

the Nazis would ever have come to power. Nevertheless, 

regardless of the role that Hitler played, he did not function 

in a vacuum. His ideology fell on the receptive ears of 

millions who formed the Nazi movement, and from this movement 

came the S.S. (Schutzstaffeln--the description of the S.S. 

will be dealt with later). This raises the question of the 

nature of the Nazi movement: what was it; who joined it; and 

why did millions adhere to its ideology? 

William L. Shirer, in The Rise and Fall of The Third 

Reich, theorizes that the Nazi movement was a product of 

German history; that Nazism could only come to fruition in a 

5Albert Speer, Inside the Third Reich, (New York, 
N.Y.: The Macmillan Company, 1970), pp. 217-221, 269. 



68 

German culture.6 In his thesis he claims that the major 

determining factor for the receptive growth of Nazism was the 

role which militarism played in Prussia, and that of Prussia 

on the rest of Germany. Shirer's historical determinism is 

much too parochial, for it fails to explain why something like 

Nazism did not materialize in other cultures with a similar 

history, as for example, Spain, Paraguay, Japan, and Italy. 7 

Karl Dietrich Bracher, on the other hand, in his The 

German Dictatorship, has advanced the theory that Nazism was 

a product of a collective European culture; that its intel

lectual roots can be traced to the general anti-Semitic 

attitudes of a European society,8 and his thesis has much 

merit for anti-Semitism has long been a characteristic of 

such nations as France, Poland, Russia, Spain, etc. 

Hannah Arendt, in her The Origins of Totalitarianism, 

has advanced the theory that the roots of Nazism were a 

product of Western civilization the world over, that Nazism, 

6William L. Shirer, The Rise and Fall of The Third 
Reich, (New York, N.Y.: A Fawcett Crest Book, 1960), pp. 133-
142. 

7Although all four of these countries did develop 
dictatorships, they in no way resembled a totalitarian 
society. I am using the concept of totalitarianism as 
defined by Hans Buchheim, Totalitarian Rule, (Middletown, 
Conn.: Wesleyan University Press, 1968). 

8Bracher, ~· cit., pp. 7-16. 
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because of its anti-Semitism, had an international appeal :9 

witness Rumania, the Ukraine, and Poland. And like Bracher, 

Arendt makes a good case. 

And last, Alan Bullock, in his Hitler, A Study in 

Tyranny, advances the theory of "the great man in history" 

as being the prime determining factor for the growth and 

success of the Nazi movement. Of all the arguments presented, 

Bullock's argument has the greatest merit, and the reason 

will become evident in the following paragraphs. 

The Nazi movement was the creation of Adolf Hitler. 

He not only created it and nurtured it through its adolescence, 

but he was the cause of it coming to power. Unlike Stalin, 

who inherited the mantle of power on Lenin's death, and who 

came to power on a political apparatus which had been func

tioning for ten years, Hitler conceived the party and guided 

it through its embryonic development. Stalin had only to 

make changes in the already existing apparatus in order to 

bend it to his will. Hitler had to create his apparatus from 

scratch, in addition to maneuvering his way into power. And 

what of "the great man in history" theory? 

It has been asked whether the Nazis or Communists 

would have come to power had it not been for Hitler and Lenin. 

In the case of Russia it is unlikely that the Communists 

9Hannah Arendt, The Origins of Totalitarianism, 
(Cleveland, Ohio : A Meridian Book, 1958) , pp. 11-54. 
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would have staged their coup, for most of the members were 

timid, and without Lenin, there was no one else with stature 

and determination to pull it off. In the case of the Nazis 

there is no doubt that without Hitler they would never have 

come to power. 

Hitler was a rare genius, an evil one, but neverthe

less a genius, who by the will of his own personality almost 

bent the ,.,rorld to fit his vision of a total society. Hitler 

has been referred to as being mad and insane, but the terms 

have to be qualified. A man who is insane, by definition, is 

a man who cannot function within the confines of his society. 

Hitler could function effectively within the confines of his 

society, at least until Stalingrad, after which megalomania 

got the best of him and he began to be a captive of his 

illusions. Moreover, Hitler's greatest accomplishments were 

completed before Stalingrad, e.g., leaving the League of 

Nations, the announcement of conscription, rearmament, the 

occupation of the Rhineland, the rape of Austria, the appease

ment by the British and French at Munich, the occupation of 

the remainder of Czechoslovakia, the conquest of France, 

Norway, Holland, Belgium, Denmark, Poland, Yugoslavia, and 

Greece. He was a man, who with rare ability, brought the 

Germans to their greatest height of military glory, and 

conversely, brought down on their heads the greatest devasta

tion in their history (barring the possible exception of the '·' 
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Thirty Years War). 10 

What makes Hitler all the more incredible is that he, 

of all people, should have been the least likely person ever 

to come to power in Germany. Hitler was an Austrian who came 

to power in Germany. Furthermore, he was ostensibly a 

Catholic who came to power in a nation which was three-fifths 

Protestant. Moreover, he was at best a product of the lower 

middle class, trying to achieve power in a society which was 

aristocratically oriented. And last, he was but a Corporal in 

World War I, competing in a society in which the Prussian 

officer corps still made its presence felt. 

This chapter is not meant to be a biography of Hitler; 

on the other hand, it is impossible not to discuss him at 

length for he was the cardinal figure in the Nazi movement; he 

was the man around which the movement revolved. In 1925 

Hitler stated publicly, "I alone lead the movement, and no one 

can impose conditions on me as long as I personally bear the 

responsibility ••• ,"11 and he did just that. The movement 

was the extension of his personality; of his aspirations. 

It rose to magnificent heights of power with him, and it 

ended in a ring of fire along with its founder. Everything 

was subordinate to the movement, and the movement to him. 

lOnuring the Thirty Years War Germany lost about one 
third of her population. T. L. Jarman, The Rise and Fall of 
Nazi Germany, (New York, N.Y.: A Signet Book, 1961), pp. 
35-36. 

11 sh · · 169 1rer, ~. c 1 t. , p. . 
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In 1926, Goebbels wrote, "We ••• bow to him . . • with the 

manly, unbroken pride of the ancient Norseman who stand up

right before their Germanic feudal lord."12 In 1936 Dr. Hans 

Frank, a man who possessed two Ph.D. degrees told an assembled 

host of German judges:l3 

There is no independence of law against 
National Socialism. Say to yourselves at 
every decision which you make: 'How would the 
Fuehrer decide in my place?' In every decision 
ask yourselves: 'Is this decision compatible 
with the National Socialist conscience of the 
German people?' Then you will have a firm iron 
foundation which, allied with the unity of the 
National Socialist People's State and with your 
recognition of the eternal nature of the will of 
Adolf Hitler, will endow your own sphere of 
decision with the authority of the Third Reich, 
and this for all time. 

Under Hitler and his party the German nation became a case in 

which the collective insanity of the Nazi movement became the 

norm of behavior, and this insanity was not to be restricted 

to the Reich, but applied to the continent of Europe as a 

whole. 

The history of the Nazi movement has two phases. In 

the first phase the party was the instrument which Hitler 
14 intended for mobilizing the Reich for conquest. The 

rhetoric of the party was couched in terms of German nation

alism; couched in terms to mobilize the German masses in order 

12 Ibid. , p. 18 3 . 

13 Ibid • , p • 3 7 0 . 

14Hannah Arendt, The Origins of Totalitarianism, 
op. cit., pp. 342-43, 360-61. 
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to rectify the humiliation of defeat in World War I and the 

Treaty of Versailles. The second phase of the movement was 

known only to the elite of the Nazi hierarchy, and its goals 

were different than those expressed for mass consumption. 

The German masses were told that the war was necessary to 

achieve the greater glory of the Reich, when in reality, the 

war, and the German nation, was to be the vehicle by which a 

New Order would be established in Europe, a New Order based 

upon racial purity; a New Order which was to usher in the 

millennium. In the first phase of the Nazi rule, the 

Gleichschaltung, the period of coordination and mobilization 

of the German masses, the Nazi party was merely the instrument 

of transformation. When the war with Poland started, it acted 

as a catalyst for the second phase of the Nazi movement. As 

a result the party was overshadowed by the S.S., for only the 

S.S. had the training and the discipline to implement the 

second phase of the Nazi policy--the creation of the S.S. 

State--a state which was not limited to the parochial borders 

of Germany, 15 and a state which was to be Judenfrei (free of 

Jews). 

The S.S. State was to be European. Whereas the 

Wehrmacht was composed, with rare exceptions, only of German 

15Loc. · t Cl • 
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nationals, 16 the S.S. in composition was European. The 

Waffen-S.S. (armed S.S.), for example, included divisions 

consisting exclusively of non-Germans,l7 such as Frenchmen, 

Ukrainians, and Tartars. Furthermore, the territories which 

were to be incorporated into the new Greater Reich were open 

to European immigration for those who qualified as Aryans. 18 

Frenchman, Norwegians, Hungarians, Italians, "assimilable" 

Slavs and Czechs, were welcome in the new territories, and as 

for the Swiss, even they could come, but as Hitler stipulated, 

only as long as "they remained shopkeepers."19 

The character of the S.S. State was to be based on 

the pillars of atheism, militarism, and racism. Atheism was 

imperative for the Christian Churches posed an inconvenience 

for Hitler. The Churches, with their philosophy of the 

brotherhood of mankind, with their creed of love and charity, 

were the antithesis of the Nazi ideology; an ideology based 

on Darwinian concepts of struggle and the survival of the 

fittest. Hitler would have loved to destroy the Churches, but 

16nuring the war thousands of Russians and Ukranians 
fought in the German army. At the end of the war, and in one 
case, some thirty thousand Ukrainians were turned over to the 
Soviet authorities by the allies. Most of them were eventu
ally exterminated in the Soviet slave labor camps in Siberia. 
Luckett, ~· cit., p. 391. 

17Eugene Davidson, The Trial of the Germans, (New 
York, N.Y.: The Macmillan Company, 1966), pp. 314-15, 459; 
Bullock,~· cit., pp. 699-70. 

18 Bracher, ~· cit., pp. 407, 410. 

19Ibid., p. 407. 



they were too powerful, and consequently he was on occasion 

forced to brook their objections and many of their demands, 

which, for him, in view of his personality, must have been 

an aggravating experience. The Catholic Churches, for 

example, would read Papal encyclicals from the pulpit with 

impunity. In the Army, in which the officer corps was 
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highly Christianized, Pastors and Priests had an institutional 

position as Chaplains assigned to every Battalion. When 

Hitler instituted euthanasia, the Churches were strong enough 

to force him to retrench, at least for a while.20 The 

Churches, along with the officer corps and a good many high 

dignitaries of the state, consisted of the elite of German 

society, moreover, not only were these elites Christians, but 

they were also highly conservative. Consequently, in the 

formation of the New Order, Hitler was building an atheistic 

counter-elite in the form of the S.S., to eventually supplant 

the established elites. In Germany, then and today, the 

Churches were supported by the state, and the state would 

deduct a small portion of one's salary to fund the Churches. 

Only if a man declared himself not to be a church member 

would he be immune from paying the Church tax, and to be an 

S.S. man one had to declare himself not to be a church member. 

20speer, ~·cit., pp. 95, 123; Bracher,~· cit. 
pp. 254, 384, 389. --
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The second pillar of the S.S. State was militarism. 

Hitler thought in terms of struggle, of the necessity of compe

tition among power blocs to both strengthen the determination 

of the Master Race to rule, and to weed out the weaklings. 

His concept of an ideal world order resembled the later appli

cation in George Orwell's 1984 to reality, and he indicated 

so on more than one occasion. For example, during the evacua-

tion at Dunkirk, Hitler ordered his Panzers to stop. The 

Field Commanders and the General Staff were shocked at the 

order. In his rationalization of the order Hitler spoke of 

the necessity of not pushing the British too far, that he did 

not wish to destroy the British Empire, but rather that he 

wanted to reach an accommodation with Britain, that what he 

wanted from Britain was a free hand on the continent of 

Europe, and last, of the necessity of preserving the British 

Empire as a force of equilibrium on the world political 

scene. 21 This was Hitler's conception of utopia, a world in 

constant struggle; a world in which perpetual war was to be 

the norm of a civilized community; a world in which, to quote 

Nietzsche, 11 Ye shall love peace as a means to new war, and 

the short peace more than the long."22 

The last, and most important characteristic of the 

s.s. State was racism. Hitler once stated that he would have 

2lshirer, 2.E.· cit., pp. 959-60, 963, 967-68. 
22 Ibid., p. 147. 
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liked to exterminate eight out of ten German babies, and had 

he won the war, he might have. Hitler thought in terms of 

breeding; all inferior races were to be eliminated, especially 

the Jews who had top priority, for the presence of inferior 

races makes for miscegenation, and miscegenation leads to 

the weakening of the strain and the eventual decline and fall 

of the Master race. In addition to racial breeding, Hitler 

wanted to destroy the outdated bourgeois concept of the 

family, for love and compassion leads to the softening of 

the race's resolve to dominance. This last bit of lunacy was 

actually put into operation. The S.S. set up breeding camps 

where men and women of pure and untainted Aryan blood mated. 

The offsprings of these unions, some 60,000 were subsequently 

raised in S.S. barracks--in the purest Huxleyan conception-

as the prototype of the new Master Race.23 

As Bracher had theorized, the roots of the Nazi 

ideology can be found in the intellectual culture of Western 

Europe. The vast industrial and technological changes 

brought about in the 19th and 20th centuries gave birth to a 

host of scientific literature, couched in philosophical terms. 

Darwin's theory of natural selection, for example, was applied 

to the social sciences, giving birth to the theory of Social 

Darwinism. The doctrine of Social Darwinism, along with the 

23 
Bracher, ~· cit., pp. 254, 417. 
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growth of imperialism made possible by the vast technological 

superiority of the West, gave birth to racism; or to use the 

European euphemism, "The White Man's Burden." In the field 

of history, historians began to give a scientific rationale 

for historical phenomena. Spengler, for example, viewed 

history in terms of cycles; of civilizations going through 

the life cycle of birth, adolescence, maturity, decline, and 

death; the cycles usually running through a course of 1000 

years. Interestingly enough, the Nazis referred to their 

empire as The Thousand Year Reich. 

In addition to the scientific literature of the time, 

there were the historical and philosophical tracts from 

which the Nazis borrowed very heavily. Hegel taught in terms 

of the dialectic, the unity of opposites, contradiction as 

being the moving force of history, the role of conflict in 

the historical process. Nietzsche, for his part, thought of 

the Superman, (the Aryan) as being the prime mover in the 

historical process. He also lectured on the glorification of 

war; the necessity of war as the great purifier, and he 

thought in terms of a male oriented and masculine dominated 

society--a society of soldiers revolving around the barracks. 24 

De Gobineau wrote about the Germanic master race destroying 

the decadence of Imperial Rome, and of the necessity for the 

24 sh· · 146 47 1 rer, ~. c 1 t. , pp. - • 
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master race (which in de Gobineau's writings excluded most 

Germans, a fact which the Nazis ignored when they chose to 

glorify him) to protect itself against the evils of miscegen

ation. And there was Houston Stewart Chamberlain, the son of 

a British admiral, nephew of a British field marshal, two 

British generals, and Sir Neville Chamberlain (the man who 

made Hitler's initial success possible), who wrote about a 

racially pure Teutonic empire, in which the Germans were to 

be the master race, an empire also based on the principles of 

Christianity. A contradiction in terms perhaps, but as 

Stalin once remarked the dialectic was also a contradiction. 

This was the precise attitude which Houston Stewart Chamberlain 

took, along with his liege lord, Wilhelm 11. 25 These were 

some of the thinkers who influenced Hitler and the Nazi 

Party. Although they were only a minority among Europe's 

scholastic community, the Germans proved to be overly 

receptive to them. 

Germany, as Russia, was a nation which had gone 

through some unique historical experiences. Germany was a 

nation which had suffered traumatic experiences of cataclysmic 

proportions in a relatively short period of time. From 1871 

25Houston Stewart Chamberlain once wrote Wilhelm II 
that on his family altar he had a picture of Christ and the 
Kaiser, so that while he prayed before his Savior he could 
gaze at his Sovereign. Ibid., p. 157. 



on, Germany had experienced unification, about three 

hundred years after most Western European nation states had 

been in existence; rapid industrialization, World War I, 
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defeat, along with the humiliating Treaty of Versailles, the 

abolition of Germany's monarchies and the introduction of 

republicanism--which lacked legitimacy for far too many 

Germans; hyper-inflation, with its disastrous effect on the 

middle class; depression, when Germany on a per capita basis 

had twice as many people unemployed as in the United States; 

and dictatorship, which dwarfed by comparison the absolutism 

of the German monarchs. Seldom has a nation experienced so 

much in so short a period of time. To say that the German 

social system was in a state of flux is to make an under

statement. What aggravated the situation even further was the 

fact that Germany was, excluding Russia, the most populated 

nation in Europe, and in terms of industrial might, Germany 

was second only to Britain in Europe, and yet regardless of 

these facts, the Germans had to tolerate the French presump

tion of dominance on the mainland of Europe following World 

War I. 26 

These were the strains which affected the German 

social system, and made millions of Germans receptive to 

Nazi agitation. However, this is not to say that the German 

masses in total accepted Hitler and his party. In fact, the 

26 France had a population of forty-million as compared 
to Germany (including Austria) with eighty million. 

....-II 
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the opposite '"as the case. In terms of votes, prior to the 

depression, in 1928 the Nazis only polled 810,000 votes which 

netted them 12 seats in the Reichstag. 27 And even with the 

depression, although the Nazis became the largest party in 

the Reichstag, they failed to capture a majority of the 

seats.28 This is not to say that Hitler achieved power by a 

coup, for he did not. The Nazis came to power legally, using 

the power of the President to rule under Article 48 29 of the 

Weimar constitution, which allowed rule by Presidential 

Decree in cases in W1ich there was no parliamentary majority. 

This is a significant point, for the Germans rejected Hitler 

and his party at the polls, and what accounts for his 

phenominal popularity later in the 1930's and 1940's, was 

not the party platform as such, but rather his extraordinary 

ability in diplomacy and his monumental victories prior to 

Stalingrad. As for the ensuing genocide of the Jews, it was 

not done with the compliance of the German masses--in fact 

only few of the extermination camps such as Dachau, were 

located in German-speaking territories--but rather, the 

genocide lvas a result of an elitist decision, carried out 

27Bullock, ~·cit., p. 161. 
28 The Nazis captured only 37% of the vote in what 

was to be their highest gain in a "free" election. Ibid., 
pp. 161 ' 2 53 • 

29shirer, ~· cit., p. 213. 
lj·' 
~' 



bureaucratically by special organizations whose members were 

dedicated to the concept of the S.S. State. 
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The S.S. were atheists, and as for the state of 

perpetual militarism, Hitler had his dream. He took on 

collectively the United States, the British Empire, and the 

Soviet Union. The war offered the Nazis the opportunity to 

implement their racial policies of exterminating the Jews and 

Slavs. In fact, had it not been for the war, it is highly 

improbable that the Nazis could have conducted their policies 

of genocide, for there would have been too much dissention 

caused by the army and the Churches. The war, however, 

offered Hitler and the S.S. their opportunity in that the 

army was too preoccupied with the enemy to seriously consider 

staging a coup; and as for the Churches, they were prevented 

from stopping Hitler both because of the war, and because the 

extermination, for the most part, was carried out in foreign 

territories away from the eyes of the German clerics. 

The mechanics of the genocide of the Jews and Slavs 

came in many forms. Initially Hitler and the S.S. expected 

millions of untermenschen to expire as normal casualties of 

war. During the war, for example, Count Ciano (Italian 

Foreign Minister and son-in-law to Mussolini) was told by 

Goering that in the first year of the war with Russia, they 

expected 20 to 30 million Russians to die of starvation, and 

that it was a good thing that it should happen this way, for 
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it would save Germany the trouble of later liquidating them.30 

Goering was much too optimistic. Although approximately 20 

to 25 million Russians died, it took almost four years to 

accomplish this. As for the Jews, they were a special problem 

for the Nazis. For one, they had top priority as sub-humans 

to be dispensed with, and for another, they were non-combat

ants who were not dying quick enough as casualties of war to 

satisfy Hitler. Therefore, Himmler, under Hitler's guidance, 

devised a series of fast and efficient methods for exterminat-

ing millions of Jews. 

The initial mass extermination of the Jews was conduct-

ed by the Einsatzkommandos. When the invasion of Russia was 

well under way, Hitler and Hirnrnler sent four units of the 

Einsatzkommandos to exterminate Jews and Communist function-

aries. In their endeavor to kill the Einsatzkommandos were 

quite successful. By 1941, for example, Einsatzgruppe D 

(one of the four units) alone had exterminated ninety 

thousand men, women, and children. 31 However, even these 

figures failed to satisfy Hitler; consequently, in the spring 

of 1942, gas vans were supplied to the Einsatzkommandos for 

mobile extermination, which enabled the Nazis to increase 

the production of dead Jews. Einsatzgruppe A, for example, 

30Bullock, 2-E.· cit. , pp. 659-60; Shirer, 2.E.· cit. , 
p. 1229. 

31 cit., 702. Bullock, 2.E.· p. 
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in just four months, killed one hundred and thirty five 

thousand Jews and Communist functionaries. 32 But even these 

figures failed to satisfy Hitler and Himmler, consequently, 

in the interest of maximum efficiency, the s.s. set up the 

notorious extermination camps. 

There were several extermination camps. The most 

notorious (or from the Nazis' point of view, the most success

ful) were Auschwitz, Treblinka, and Sobibor. Auschwitz had 

the greatest capacity for mass murder, with four large gas 

chambers and crematories. In forty-six days, for example, 

during the summer of 1944, between 250,000 and 300,000 

Hungarian Jews alone were killed, putting such pressure on the 

ovens and gas chambers that the S.S. was forced to resort to 

mass shooting to relieve the strain. 33 

When the war finally ended, millions of Jews had been 

exterminated as part of the "final solution", the only solution 

to people who violated the norms of a society which was to be 

based on the purity of the Aryan race. 

Summary 

Based on the premise of this thesis, the extermination 

of the Jews constitutes a case of genocide. As in the case of 

the Kulaks, the millions of Jews who were exterminated fits in 

32Loc. cit. 

33Bullock, ~· cit., pp. 701-02. 
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with the definition of genocide, in that the magnitude of the 

killings is an important property of genocide. Furthermore, 

the extermination of the Jews, as was the case with the Kulaks, 

was justified on ideological grounds; the Jews were considered 

racially as being inferior, and therefore their extermination 

was ideologically necessary. And last, the contention that 

the cause of the genocide is attributed to a social system 

under a great deal of stress and strain, has also been substan

tiated. The Nazis, as the Bolsheviks, were a product of the 

vast social changes affecting the world, changes caused by 

industrialization, by the growth of science, and by the 

secularization of society. In the next chapter, denominators 

common to all five cases of genocide will be investigated. 



CHAPTER V 

COMMON DENOMINATORS 

There is a consistency in all five cases of genocide, 

in that they all have some common denominators. First, in all 

cases, the social systems were experiencing traumatic shocks in 

that the social systems were in a state of transition and under 

a great deal of stress and strain. Second, in all cases there 

was a widespread fear by the elites that the society was regres

sing; that the state of the millennium, which was never quite 

reached, was now receding farther away, and as a consequence, 

something drastic had to be done to reverse the trend. Third, 

in all cases the genocide was a policy pursued by elites. It 

was elitist conceived, elitist directed, and carried out by the 

elites in the name of an elitist ideology or theology. Fourth, 

in all cases the genocide was justified by interpreting scholas

tic works which had the effect of scripture, the only exception 

to this were the Nazis, who did not need to interpret the Nazi 

ideology as long as their living prophet was still alive. Fifth, 

in all cases pragmatism was sacrificed for conformity, regard

less of the economic and social dislocation which resulted. 

Sixth, and last, the use of terror was found necessary by the 

authorities in order to force obedience · or apathy among the 

masses, so that the authorities could carry out their policies 

unhindered. 
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Social Systems in a State of Transition 

The social systems had all experienced traumatic 

shocks. In the case of Byzantium, the Empire had been receiv

ing shocks predating the Reign of Constantine The Great. 

First, the Western provinces of the Roman Empire were being 

encroached upon by barbarians who eventually conquered them, 

and in the process laid the foundation for the European 

nation states. The shock to Byzantium from the West was 

reinforced by the rise of Islam, which in turn was responsible 

for the loss to Byzantium of an additional half of the Empire. 

The rise of Islam also had the effect of permanently destroying 

the indivisibility of the Roman Empire, The Christian Roman 

Empire of Constantine The Great; the millennium was never to 

be resurrected. To compound the shocks of both losing the 

Western provinces, along with the loss of Egypt, Jerusalem, 

and half of Syria, Byzantium also experienced waves of assault 

from the north and east. Thus the Byzantine Empire from the 

7th to the 9th centuries, the time period which also saw the 

Iconoclastic Controversy, was surrounded by hostile forces 

determined to destroy her. If one reads the accounts of the 

day, one is surprised by the similarities between the Byzantine 

chronologists and the Old Testament of the Bible; both speak 

in terms of trials and tribulations. 

Adding to the shocks caused by barbarian hordes and a 

shrinking empire, Byzantine society was going through a 

transformation. The Empire became less Roman, less universal 
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and more Greek, that is more parochial. To add to this, the 

nature of the government, the citizenry, and the economy of 

the Empire was in a state of change. The Byzantine government 

took on more of the trappings of oriental despotism. The 

power in Constantinople became more autocratic at the expense 

of the cities, which had enjoyed autonomy under Rome. As 

for the citizenry, they too changed. Under Rome the citizenry 

enjoyed the distinction of being free men, and they enjoyed 

the legal protection which was the prerogative of every Roman 

citizen. As the centuries passed, the citizen's rights were 

curtailed both by centralization, and by the deteriorating 

economic conditions which made freedom a superfluous concept. 

The shrinking of the Empire, and the increase of the many 

invaders, necessitated an increase in taxation which led to 

desperation and destitution, culminating in the retardation of 

urbanism and the growth of feudalism. 

As in the case of Byzantium, Western Europe also 

experienced traumatic shocks, and was in a state of transition. 

Western Europe, relatively secure behind the Pyrenees and 

protected by a Byzantine shield, was able to convalesce after 

experiencing centuries of barbarian invasions, centuries of 

a declining population, and after centuries of enduring the 

Dark Ages. During the convalescent period Western Europe saw 

the embryonic development of cities, the growth of trade and 

commerce, an increase in her birthrate, the evolution of an 

urban-based mercantile society from a society which for 
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centuries had been rural-based and feudal, the Christianiza

tion of the staging sreas for the barbarian invaders, and last, 

the creation of a ring of Christian states on the Eastern rim 

of Europe. 

During the 14th, 15th, and 16th centuries, however, 

the centuries which saw the extermination of the witches and 

the Anabaptists, all that changed. Western Europe was struck 

with one devastating shock after another. First, the 

reappearance of the Bubonic Plague served to destroy, almost 

overnight, the increase in Western Europe's population, which 

had taken centuries to nurture. Added to this was the fall 

of Constantinople. With the Byzantine shield gone, the flood

gates holding back the Moslem invaders were open. As a 

result, Western Europe was threatened by the peril of invasion. 

The decimated population as a result of the plague, accompanied 

by the necessity to raise revenue to support both the field 

armies and the various governments, put a strain on the remain

ing population which materialized in violence some two 

centuries later during the Peasants' Revolt. Aggravating the 

situation even further was the additional strain of the 

Reformation, which brought about the disintegration of the 

indivisibility of Christianity, and with it the end of the 

Christian millennium. 

The ~oviet Regime, as its counterparts in Byzantium 

and in Western Europe, was confronted with social change, with 

a society in a state of transition. Unlike Byzantium and 
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Western Europe, however, the shocks to Soviet society did not 

materialize under the Bolsheviks, but rather the creation of 

the Bolshevik regime, and the genocide of the Kulaks, was a 

direct result of a society in a state of flux. Imperial 

Russia was not so much a backward state during World War I as 

she was a state in transition.! Russia was slowly evolving 

from a rural-based semi-feudal society into an industrial and 

urban society. At the turn of the century, in fact, Russia's 

industrial index for growth was quite favorable, and in some 

years even surpassing the growth index of the United States. 

The ensuing industrialization, however, uprooted millions of 

peasants who were almost all illiterate and threw them into a 

new social milieu. The forces of industrialization created 

stress points in the Russian social system, and unfortunately 

for the Tsarist regime, it did little to alleviate the problem. 

There is an old Kikuyu proverb which is applicable here, "If a 

man does away with his traditional ways and throws out his 

good customs, he had better have something of value to replace 

them.'' As the British in Kenya, the Tsar of All the Russiaa· 

slammed the door on old traditions and values and refused to 

open it elsewhere. Legitimate agitation on the part of the 

proletariat was met by repression which then materialized into 

1Even Lenin acknowledged this by pointing out that 
Russian industrial growth under the Tsars had been quite 
favorable. In fact prior to the revolution Russia was fourth 
in industrial power. Conquest, ~· cit., p. 495. 
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frustration and alienation, and eventually found expression in 

revolution. The catalyst for the revolution was World War I. 

Although the Imperial authorities should have learned from the 

aborted revolution of 1905-06, they did not. Consequently, 

they blundered into war all too easily, and when the government 

failed to operate effectively, a state of dysfunction material

ized, on which the Bolsheviks were able to capitalize. The 

Bolsheviks themselves were a product of the vast social changes 

which were effecting not only Russia but the world. The 

changes which were given impetus by the growth of science and 

industrialization found expression in an ideology, which 

claimed to be founded on scientific facts--the result was the 

creation of a secular religion, in whose name millions were 

to be liquidated in order to bring about the millennium. 

The Nazis, for their part, were also a product of the 

vast social changes which affected Western Europe in general 

and Germany and Russia in particular. German society was a 

very fluid one. From 1871 on, Germany experienced as great 

a series of shocks as that which had affected both Byzantium 

and Western Europe (of the Reformation period). What made it 

particularly critical in Germany was the effect of mass 

communications--which telescoped the stresses in the society. 

As a result, the critical stages, which in Byzantium had taken 

centuries to culminate, climaxed in Germany in a short period 

of about fifty years. Germany, from 1871 experienced in rapid 

succession, unification, industrialization, World War I, 
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defeat, Versailles, abolition of the monarchies, hyper-infla

tion, depression, and finally, Hitler. As in the case of 

Russia , the social strains of society did not materialize 

under the Nazis, but rather they, as the Communists, were a 

product of this change which culminated in their assumption 

of power. Furthermore, the Nazi ideohogy, as that of the 

Communists, had its roots in the intellectual culture of 

Western Europe. Both borrowed heavily from Hegal; both were 

a product of mass democracy; and both justified their actions 

on scientific grounds, which in both cases led to genocide as 

a vehicle for ushering in the millennium: the Thousand Year 

Reich. 

The Fear of Regression 

In all cases there was a fear by the elites that 

their society was regressing, which then materialized in 

irrational behavior leading to genocide. In Byzantium, the 

glory of the Byzantine Empire, the second Golden Age of 

Europe, gave way to scepticism and desperation. The masses, 

after centuries of oppressive taxation, after centuries of 

wars which could not prevent the shrinking of the Empire, 

became despondent and apathetic. In far too many cases they 

all too easily sold themselves as serfs to the great land 

barons in order to secure some vestige of security and 

protection. In addition, when Islam swepth through half the 

Byzantine Empire, the conquered masses, impressed by the 
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dynamic movement of the Arabs, readily gave up old values and 

traditions and converted; it was a means of alleviating centur

ies of desperation. Those who chose to remain Christians 

turned to extremism as a means of expressing their despondence, 

which then led the elites to initiate the Iconoclastic Contro

versy as a means of restoring the millennium which had been 

ushered in by Constantine The Great. 

In Western Europe because of the plague, the Islamic 

invasions, and the Reformation, the masses and elites also felt 

that the society was regressing. Following the plague, Western 

Europe witnessed the persecution of the witches, which served 

as a scapegoat for the effects of the plague, and the growth 

of millenarian sects which culminated in the growth of the 

Anapabtist movement. The plague, followed by the Islamic 

invasions reinforced the belief that the society was regressing, 

and as a result something had to be done. Changes were 

necessary and they came in the form of the Reformation. 

Initially, Luther attempted to reform the Church from within; 

however, when that failed Luther's actions set in motion the 

Protestant movement. The Catholics, for their part, in order 

to survive as a viable institution, were then forced to reform 

themselves which they did during the Council of Trent. As a 

result, both Protestantism and Catholicism, purged of the 

corruption of the past centuries, turned on the Anabaptists who 

violated the established concepts of what constituted Christi

anity. 



In the case of the Soviet Union there was a feeling 

among the elites that the millennium would not materialize, 

that if anything the society was regressing. The Bolshevik 

leadership, dating from their coup, were faced with crisis 

after crisis which necessitated retrenchment. First, there 
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was the Civil War, in which the countryside was devastated and 

in which millions were killed as casualties of war. Then 

there was the post-war famine in which millions more died. 

And last, there was the N E P, which was retrenchment on a 

grand scale, and which, upon Lenin's death, brought to the fore 

factional struggles over policies concerning the future of the 

millennium, terminating in genocide of the Kulaks. 

As for the Nazis, they too had a fear of regression, 

which, for them, made genocide all the more imperative. After 

Stalingrad, the Nazi elites knew that they could not win the 

war, at best they could force a stalemate. But in spite of 

the fact that they could not win, they persisted in their 

policy of exterminating the Jews. Because the war could not 

be won, the S.S. State could not usher in the millennium. 

Consequently, it became a matter of leaving a legacy of the 

S.S. State. If the Nazis could not make victory materialize 

in war, at least they could make the extermination of the Jews 

a reality. Although the extermination of the Jews began before 

Stalingrad, the tempo increased as the Nazis suffered more 

defeats. The liquidation of the Jews became an all-encompassing 

policy, to which even the war was subordinated. Interesting 
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enough is the fact that as the Nazis incurred their greatest 

military defeats, conversely the greater the number of Jews 

who were exterminated. 

A Policy Pursued By Elites 

In all cases the policy of genocide was elitist 

conceived. In the case of Byzantium it was the Imperial 

elites, consisting of the bureaucracy, the highest dignitaries 

of the Church, and the high command of the military, who 

rationalized the cause of the icon worship, and it was these 

elites who were determined to force conformity by both exter

mination and persecution. The mass of the population for 

their part opposed the imperial policy, leading to resistance 

which plagued the Empire for 120 years. As resistance 

increased, so did the determination of the elites. The masses, 

regardless of the sociological reasons which made attachment 

to the icons meaningful, were determined to have their way. 

Eventually they won, after 120 years of dissension, and after 

irrevocable harm had been done. 

In the case of the extermination of the witches and 

Anabaptists, they were both elitist conceived. The elites 

conceived of Western Europe as a Christian society, and 

consequently any challenge to that concept was viewed as heresy 

to be met by extermination. The witches, for their part, were 

excessively reacted to because of the macabre and unnatural 

activities which they ostensibly engaged in. As for the 
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Anabaptists, their pacifism, along with their views on 

marriage and baptism, was the antithesis of everything a 

Christian society was supposed to be. As in Byzantium, the 

masses in Western Europe were opposed to the policies of the 

elites. In the case of the witch hunts, there was initial 

support. However, like all witch hunts it becomes an all

embracing emotion which invariably consumes itself. Once the 

implications start to involve the majority, the support for a 

witch hunt rapidly recedes, witness the McCarthy era in the 

United States during the early 1950's. As for the Anabaptists, 

most of the masses were apathetic, for on the one hand they 

were not immune to the preachings of the group, but on the 

other hand, they realized the futility in resisting the 

authorities who after all had a monopoly on the use of force, 

especially after the Peasants' Revolt. 

In the case of the Soviet Union the power struggle 

following Lenin's death acted as a catalyst for the liquidation 

of the Kulaks, and the policy was elitist inspired. The 

Kulaks constituted a class, and thus by definition they were 

the antithesis of a Marxian society. The Kulaks, by their 

very existence, violated the blueprint of a totalitarian 

society. As long as they lived, Utopia, would never material

ize. The masses (not the victims) for the most part were 

apathetic. On the one hand, the masses were not being exter

minated, only the Kulaks were, and they after all were but a 

minority of the Soviet population. On the other hand, 



centuries of despondency, years of civil war and famine had 

sapped the will of the majority to resist. 

And last, in the case of the Nazis the genocide of 
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the Jews was elitist inspired and carried out by elites. In 

their case it could not be done any other way. The Nazi move

ment was the creation of Adolf Hitler. Its ideology was his 

ideology; the motivating force of the whole movement was 

Hitler; and lastly, the genocide was carried out because it 

was the "will of the Fuehrer". However, mass participation, 

i.e., genocide with the acquiescence of the population, was 

lacking. The officer corps was Christian, the Churches still 

had a great deal of influence, and the industrial elites were 

conservative. Consequently, Hitler had to form a counter

elite, the S.S., in order to carry out his policy of genocide. 

Furthermore, the greatest centers of extermination, such as 

Auschwitz and Treblinka, along with the use of the Eisatz

kommandos (extermination squads) were to be found in non

German speaking territories, where the native population was 

either not indisposed to the extermination of the Jews, or 

were too preoccupied with the German occupation to effectively 

protest. 

The Use of Scripture 

In all cases the genocide was justified by referring 

to, and reinterpreting, works which had the effect of scripture 

(the Nazis were the exception which will be dealt with later). 



In the case of Byzantium the genocide was justified in the 

name of Christianity. The Empire was ordained by God, the 

Church was founded by His son, and the Emperor, consecrated 
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by the Holy Spirit, was delegated the role of acting as God's 

Vicar on earth over both the Church and the State. Conse

quently, to resist the Emperor's edict, as was done during the 

Iconoclastic Controversy, was not only treason, but also 

heresy. The justification for the Emperor's action was to be 

found in divine scripture, the Bible, the source of all know

ledge, the ultimate source of all laws, the blueprint of 

society. Christ said, "Give unto Caesar that which is 

Caesar's, and give unto God that which is God's." God demanded 

obedience to Caesar, and Caesar, for his part, demanded total 

obedience, anything less violated the spirit of the Bible, 

and hence the will of God. Consequently, in the name of God 

those dissidents could be eliminated. 

In the case of the witches and the Anabaptists, the 

extermination was again justified by referring to divine 

scripture. The Bible was the blueprint for the millennium. 

However, in order to be blessed with utopia, the Christian 

masses must become worthy. In the Bible was divine revelation 

as to what was necessary to reach the millennium, and also, 

in the Bible were warnings which must be heeded if God were to 

bestow His grace on the world. The warnings came in the form 

of Revelation, which told of a counter-movement to the grace 

of God, the anti-Christ or the Devil, who constantly undermined 
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Christianity and was thus responsible for all the misery 

befalling Western European Christianity. Revelation also spoke 

of the anti-Christ's accomplices, the witches, who prolonged 

the agony of Europe. Eliminate the witches and you eliminate 

the sources of Satan's dirty work--for Satan cannot work in a 

vacuum; he must feed on potential disbelievers, or potential 

heretics and sinners. 

As for the Anabaptists, they violated the commandments 

of God, and consequently made it impossible for Christianity 

to reach the millennium. The Divine Blueprint made Sacraments 

mandatory for Salvation, and although Luther was to challenge 

most of them, both the Lutherans and Catholics could agree on 

one of them as being mandatory for Christians--the Sacrament 

of Baptism--without which a person would be in a position 

analogous to a condition of statelessness. 2 The Anabaptists 

believed in adult baptism, and as a result, they were not 

Christians until they were formally baptized. As long as they 

were not technically Christians they were denied the protection 

of the Church, and once denied the protection of the Church 

they were left to the secular authorities to dispense with, 

since they too demanded conformity in theological matters. 

2The condition of statelessness which the Anabaptists 
were subjected to is similar to the condition of statelessness 
which refugees were subjected to in the post World War I era. 
Arendt vividly describes the conditions. Arendt, The Origins 
of Totalitarianism, £E· cit., pp. 267-305. 
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Thus the Anabaptist movement culminated in the extermination 

of its members, all sanctioned by divine scripture. 

As with the Byzantine, the Soviets also referred to 

writings to justify their actions. Similar to Byzantium, 

where the Emperor was head of both the Church and the State, 

so in the Soviet Union the party leaders were head of both the 

Communist Party and the government. Marx's writings served 

as the Old Testament of Communism, served as the prophecies 

for the future, and served as a historiography of the trials 

and tribulations under capitalism. Lenin, for his part, 

served as the messiah, the prophesied one who would descend 

and establish the Kingdom of Scientific Socialism, the 

millennium. Upon his death the Communists religiously 

studied both Marx and Lenin in their endeavor to establish the 

Utopia. The works of Lenin, as the Bible, set down command

ments and also warned the flock to be on guard against the 

anti-Christ, the deviants, the factionalists, the opportunists, 

and the capitalists. Disagrement was treated as heresy, and 

heretics were forced at the point of a bayonet to recant 

their heresies and to do penance by feeling contrition and 

making public confession. As for the Kulaks, Lenin spoke of 

them--of people who violated the blueprint of the coming of 

the millennium, the ones who would make it impossible to usher 

in the classless society, the society ordained by science 

which found expression in socialism. Thus, in the name of 

Marxism-Leninism, the Kulaks were liquidated as a class. 
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Unlike the Byzantines, Medieval Europeans, and the 

Bolsheviks, the Nazis did not rely on scripture, but this is 

not to say that they did not have it, for they did. Mein 

KamE£ was the blueprint of the 1000 Year Reich, the millennium, 

which Hitler intended to usher in. What makes this book so 

incredible is that with few variations, Hitler followed the 

goals which he had outlined rather religiously. Had the Nazis 

won the war, or at least forced a stalemate, and had Hitler 

died, then perhaps successive generations of Nazis would have 

perused Mein Kampf in the manner which the Communists interpret 

and reinterpret Marxism-Leninism. However, this speculation 

is fruitless, for the Nazi movement died with Hitler in the 

Fuehrer's bunker; it did not even outlive him by one week, 

whichthe Reich did, for during his G8tterdamerung Hitler 

took his creation, in the finest Viking tradition of fire and 

destruction, down with him. Goering was disgraced and removed 

from all offices; Himmler, Der Treue Heinrich, was ordered 

shot (but was not); and ironically, the Army, which had suffered 

so much, which had raised Hitler and the German people to such 

heights of military glory, was ignored in the succession. 

Grand Admiral Doenitz of the Navy, the branch which had played 

the least significant part in both the rise of the movement and 

the war, was relegated the role of successor to Adolf Hitler. 

While Hitler lived, however, there was no need to peruse Mein 

Kampf, for the Fuehrer, the man who felt destined by Providence, 

was in full command, which made the interpretation of his book 
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a meaningless gesture. Hitler once said, "At this historic 

moment I speak for the German people, I am the law," and since 

he was, only his orders were necessary to justify the extermi

nation of the Jews, not scripture. 

The Sacrifice of Pragmatism 

In all cases pragmatism was sacrificed for conformity. 

In the case of Byzantium the demand for theological conformity 

was all-embracing. The Imperial authorities for over a 

century spent an immense amount of money, time, and manpower 

to enforce Orthodoxy. The result was almost cataclysmic. 

At a time when the need for the total mobilization of society 

was necessary to meet the foreign threats, the society turned 

upon itself and began to consume itself, and it was a luxury 

which it could ill afford. The Imperial authorities could 

rationalize that theological conformity was imperative for 

the survival of the Empire, but the argument was without merit. 

There were many times throughout Byzantine history in which 

there was schism. For example, during the Monophysite schism 

the whole province of Egypt was schismatic, and yet because 

the Imperial authorities refused to persecute, Egypt remained 

loyal to the Empire for centuries. 

In the case of the witches, there is some controversy. 

There is debate whether the witches were searched out by the 

authorities, or the authorities were searched out by the 

witches. Psychological investigations have shown a marked 
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similarity between women suffering from hysteria (in pre

Freudian times, for today hysteria, at least in Western cul

ture, is a rare phenomenon) and the fits experienced by witches 

and their victims. 3 Even if the Freudian analysis of witch

craft is correct however, the elites who persecuted them can 

be held accountable, for the witches served as a scapegoat for 

the conditions of the time. 

In the case of the Anabaptists, pragmatism was sacri

ficed for conformity. The amount of time, energy, and money 

spent to liquidate the Anabaptists could have been spent more 

beneficially elsewhere . Furthermore, the hundreds of 

thousands of people exterminated could have been utilized in 

the economic rebirth of Western Europe, so decimated by the 

plague, invasion, and the Peasants' Revolt. The elites ration

alized the extermination as necessary to maintain the concept 

of a Christian society, but as in the case of Byzantium, the 

argument is faulty. The successor to the Anabaptist movement, 

the American Baptist movement, is populist in character, and 

devoted to the concept of adult baptism, and yet although 

their attitudes towards race relations leaves much to be 

desired, they do not threaten the fabric of a Christian society. 

In the case of the Soviet Union, pragmatism was sacri

ficed in the name of ideological conformity with bizarre 

3For an analysis of the similarity between witchcraft 
and hysteria see Chadwick Hansen's Witchcraft at Salem, 
(New York, N.Y.: George Braziller, Inc., 1969). 
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results. After three years of civil war, after two years of 

famine, and after six years of painful reconstruction under 

the N.E.P., the Soviets then barely on their feet sacrificed 

so much for a principle. The results were catastrophic. In 

addition to creating a vast reservoir of potential treason, 

the dislocation to the Soviet economy was devastating. In 

many fields of agriculture today, the Soviet Union has yet to 

equal the pre-collectivization index. Moreover, the loss of 

so many millions of people certainly could not have benefited 

the Soviet push for industrialization, and also, during World 

War II, excluding those who went over to the Germans, the 

Soviet regime was in dire need of manpower which they had so 

callously exterminated 12 years before. 

For the Nazis, the extermination of the Jews, although 

proportionally more detrimental to the Jewish people than to 

the Nazi war effort, nevertheless, was done at the expense of 

pragmatism. For one, the immense amount of manpower which was 

needed to set up the extermination camps, to run the railroads, 

to guard the victims, and to dispense with the remains, could 

have been better utilized elsewhere, for instance in extracting 

the Wehrmacht from an overextended front. In addition, the 

production capabilities of millions of Jews, although they 

would not have prevented defeat, might conceivably have stemmed 

the tide long enough to force a stalemate and conclude a 

separate peace. 

The Use of Terror 

In all five case studies the authorities embarked on 

a policy which was unpopular with either the masses or the 
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victims. As a result the authorities were forced to turn to 

the use of terror in order to instill fear and obedience 

among the majority of the population and the victims, so that 

the policies set out by the authorities could be executed 

without hindrance. The use of terror is not directed so much 

against the enemies of the regime as it is directed towards 

the vast majority, the silent majority, as a means of intimi

dation, as a means of achieving, not so much acquiescence as 

apathy. One of the characteristics of the use of terror is 

the selectivity and innocence of the victims--usually someone 

picked up at random, or someone picked up in the middle of 

the night. The use of a random selection is psychologically 

very effective, for the social system becomes subject to 

psychological disorders in the form of mass paranoia. The 

masses develop a state of great anxiety which if mishandled 

by the authorities can lead to riots and rebellion. However, 

the mark of a good tyrranical regime is characterized by the 

mastering of the art of terror, and the ability to apply it 

systematically; be it the Byzantines under Leo III, the 

Russians under Stalin, or the Germans under Hitler. 

The premise for the use of terror is based on the 

postulate that the masses are not in a state of anxiety once 

they are picked up, but rather, the anxiety is created by the 

state in which the individual is forced to wait to be incar-

cerated. The feeling of the unknown, of the uncertainty, 

causes the anxiety. The masses for their part do not know if 
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they will be picked up. Consequently their anxiety develops 

into a state of near psychosis over the possibility of being 

selected, which then leads, on the part of the masses, to a 

state of collective behavior in which withdrawal becomes an 

all-encompassing symptom. It is as if once a person refuses 

to think about it, the problem will mysteriously ~sappear, 

an ostrich mentality. 

In the case of Byzantium there was a paradox for 

the Imperial authorities. The Court found to its dismay that 

the majority of the population opposed their policies. 

Consequently, the use of terror had to be implemented slowly 

and carefully. The major characteristic of the Byzantine 

terror, excluding the obvious such as initial mass arrests, 

burning of the icons along with a few of the heretics, and 

public humiliation in the Hippodrome, was the use of the 

informer. The informer was an institution used in the first 

few centuries of the Christian persecution, as it was later 

to be adopted and used in Calvin's Geneva. In many ways the 

informer is analogous to the block captains employed by both 

the Communists and Nazis. Their job was simple; they were to 

look for signs of heresy within their jurisdiction. Anyone 

suspected of having an icon, or a piece of an icon, was to be 

reported to the authorities. The informers at minimum were 

a nuisance and an annoyance, and at their worst, they were a 

threat to the psychological security of the individual. Once 

picked out by the informer, and every one was potentially a 



suspect, one could lose his property, his salvation (in the 

form of excommunication), or as it happened on all too many 

occasions, his life. 
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In the case of the witches, the authorities used the 

Courts of Inquisition as a means of social control, of 

enforcing conformity. The Courts of Inquisition were notori

ous. For one, they sat in closed session. People knew of 

their existence, but none knew of their proceedings, and the 

mysteriousness made it all the more frightening. The Courts 

not only sat in closed session, but also, they could try some

one in absentia (as can some modern legal systems). To 

compound the matter the Courts would incarcerate a suspect 

and they could detain the suspect indefinitely, although this 

rarely happened, for the bulk were merely processed through on 

an assembly line basis to the fire stakes. Occasionally 

there were a few who were released from custody, after months 

of intimidation and torture, but released on the condition 

that they never reveal any of the transactions behind the 

locked door. Similarly, persons released from Nazi concen

tradion camps had to sign a pledge not to talk. In both 

cases, to talk would be instant death. Consequently, the 

proceedings remained a figment of one's imagination, which 

made it all the more terrifying, and which served to further 

instill fear. As for those few who were released, they were 

broken, merely a shell of their former personality, which 
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when viewed by the general population, made the terror of the 

Inquisition all the more horrifying. 

In the case of the Reformation, the millinarian sects 

were handled in the same manner as the witches; inquisitional 

hearings were the norm. However, when the Anabaptist movement 

reached epidemic proportions, the Courts of Inquisition broke 

down. For one, the sheer number of the Anabaptists taxed the 

capacity of the Courts to function; second, the Anabaptists 

for the most part had no intension of passively submitting to 

the charge of heresy. Consequently, the intimidation of the 

masses, as well as the extermination of the heretics became a 

military matter. Thereafter, the military became the agent of 

social control. 

In the case of the Communists, terror was a character

istic of the regime since its inception. The Bolsheviks, so 

long the brunt of the Imperial Secret Police, learned well 

from their former oppressors. They initially set up the Cheka, 

then the G.P.U., and finally the N.K.V.D. In terms of intimi

dation, in terms of inspiring sheer terror, the N.K.V.D. was 

very effective. Of the millions of Russians who were picked 

up by the N.K.V.D., although some were guilty, the vast 

majority were invariably innocent; to have excluded the 

innocent would have not produced the desired effect on the 

masses. The random selection, and the incarceration of the 

innocent, was immortalized in Boris Pasternak's' Doctor 



Zhivago:4 

One day Lara went out and did not come back. 
She must have been arrested in the street, as so 
often happened in those days, and she died or van
ished somewhere, forgotten as a nameless number on 
a list which later was mislaid, in one of the 
innumerable mixed or women's concentration camps 
in the north. 
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The victims for their part were rarely exterminated, for they 

were too valuable as involuntary servants. Consequently, they 

were shipped to Siberia, to the slave labor camps which had 

been built and sanctioned at the command of the Vanguard of 

the Working Class. The details of life in those camps, which 

again consisted primarily of the innocent, need not be related 

here, for it would only serve to nauseate the reader. If one 

wants details, one only has to read Robert Conquest's monu

mental work on the period, The Great Terror, or Alexander 

Solzhenitsyn's One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovich. The 

object of all this terror was to keep the masses in line, to 

keep them obedient so that the regime could implement its 

policies. In that, they were successful. 

As for the Nazis, they too followed in the tradition 

of the N.K.V.D. The Nazi terror came in many forms, in the 

form of the s.s., the Gestapo, and the Nacht und Nebel Erlass 

(the Night and Fog Decree). The Nazi terror was very effect

ive. The Gestapo made it a point to apprehend a victim in 

the middle of the night. During the dead silence of the night 

4Boris Pasternak, Doctor Zhiva,o, (New York, N.Y.: 
Pantheon--A Division of Random House, 958), p. 503. 
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the Gestapo would drive up, pound loudly on the door of the 

victim, or break it down if it was more convenient, and drag 

the victim away. The relatives of the victim were never 

informed of what happened to him, they only knew of his 

disappearance. The victim's friends and relatives knew not if 

he was alive or dead, only that he had disappeared in the 

middle of the night. The victims, for their part, were sent 

to concentration camps run by the S.S., where life was 

anything but pleasant. Occasionally, as mentioned previously, 

some of the victims were released but only under the condition 

that they sign a pledge not to reveal what transpired in the 

concentration camps. The lesson was quite clear: the state 

demanded total obedience and would not tolerate dissension. 

Everyone was subject--especially the innocent. 



CHAPTER VI 

PROSPECTS FOR THE FUTURE 

The theme of this thesis dealt with genocide; an 

attempt was made to define the phenomenon, explore the causes, 

and evaluate the methods employed, by using a case study 

methodology. As a result of this methodology, genocide was 

found to be murder, but it was the magnitude of the killings 

which made it such a horrible phenomenon. The causes of the 

genocide were found to lie in the vast social changes of 

societies which were alienated and were in a state of flux. 

As for the justification of the genocide, it was elitist 

conceived and rationalized in the name of an elitist 

ideology. And last, the systematic use of terror was found 

necessary as an instrument utilized by the elites for social 

control. 

To make a case study comparison using historical 

examples would be fruitless unless certain lessons can be 

extracted; unless certain conceptions can be used as a 

paradigm for the future. And what does the future offer? 

Is genocide an antiquated policy which died with Hitler's 
II If 

Gotterdammerung in 1945? Did the Nuremberg Trials along with 

the subsequent Convention on Genocide in 1948, effectively 

establish the end to genocide? Unfortunately, the answer 
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is no. Since the day that Hitler went to his Valhalla, the 

world has witnessed and experienced several cases of Genocide, 

i.e., the extermination of the Watutsi in 1960, the extermina

tion of the Ibos in Nigeria, the pogrom initiated by the 

Pakistani against the Bangladesh in 1969, etc., which 

undoubtedly will not be the last. Rather, in view of the 

present world in transition, a world in a state of great social 

dislocation, a world in which ideology and racism increasingly 

play a dominant part, and a world in which there is a dichotomy 

between the rich and poor nations, genocide will most likely 

continue. 

Genocide is not too rare a phenomenon from which no 

nation or social system is immune--even democracies are 

subject to potential genocide. For example, let us briefly 

view America prior to, and in the initial months of World 

War II. 

America, prior to World War II, was still suffering 

from the great depression. The economic and social disloca

tion resulting from the depression was phenomenal and need 

not be related here. To say that the American social system 

was in a state of flux is to make an understatement. In the 

quest for economic and social stability, millions of Americans 

were willing to forsake 400 years of British-American 

political traditions, by turning to radicalism. Huey Long, 

according to T. Harry William, had he not been assasinated, 



conceivably might have defeated Roosevelt. 1 The American 

Communist Party had an all time high membership of 100,000 

active members, as compared to 10,000 by 1970. Several 

right-wing para-military organizations, such as the German 

American Bund and the Silvershirts, abounded. 
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It was in this atmosphere of great social stress that 

Japan chose to attack Pearl Harbor. The "day of infamy" did 

more than mobilize American opinion behind President 

Roosevelt's resolve to war, it acted as a catalyst, and it 

set in motion what could have conceivably resulted in the 

domestic genocide of all Americans of Japanese descent. 

Coinciding almost immediately with Pearl Harbor, in February 

of 1942, all American-Japanese in the states of Washington, 

Oregon, and California were ordered to be incarcerated in 

internment camps. What is ·so frightening about this act is 

that no one really cared; over 100,000 people were picked up 

and virtually no one protested. The rank and file of the 

American masses were as unconcerned as were the nation's 

elites. Even Hugo Black, the great American Judge and liberal, 

had this to say about the internment, "Hardships are part of 

war, and war is an aggregation of hardships."2 

1For a fascinating study of Huey Long, see T. Harry 
Williams', Huey Long, (New York, N.Y.: Alfred A. Knopf, 1970). 

2Walter E. Murphy and Joseph Tanenhaus, The Study of 
Public Law, (New York, N.Y.: Random House, 1972), p. 33. 
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Although the internment camps did not, except in the 

most remote way, resemble the concentration camps of the Nazis 

(referring to the concentration camps and not the extermination 

camps), they were nevertheless far from ideal. As in the case 

of the Nazis, incarceration could have been the first step on 

the road to extermination. It is the opinion of this writer 

that the reason that the Japanese were not exterminated was 

due to the fact that six months after Pearl Harbor, the 

Japanese expansion had reached its apogee and began to recede, 

and thus a great deal of the fear and hatred in America of the 

Japanese lessened. However, if the Japanese had continued to 

win, and if we are to believe ElliotT. Morrison, had we lost 

Midway, we would have had to make peace either with Japan or 

Germany in order to continue the war with the other;3 then 

the frustration might have found expression in genocide. The 

point emphasized here is that it can happen anywhere. And 

what prospects lie in the future? 

The world is in a state of flux. Never have so many 

been subjected to so much change in so short a period of time. 

To compound the problem, there exists a state of frustration 

and anxiety due to rising expectations which seldom are 

satisfied. In addition, there is a dichotomy between the 

rich and poor nations--and the gap is ever widening. For 

example, in America the average child consumes as many goods 

Mass. : 
3samuel Elliot Morison, The Two-Ocean War, (Boston, 
Little Brown and Company, 1963), pp. 147-163. 
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and services as three hundred children in Indonesia. The 

dichotomy is as follows. 

The United States, with 6% of the world's population, 

produces 45% of the world's G.N.P. The English-speaking world 

(the United States, the United Kingdom, the white dominions 

of the Commonwealth, and South Africa) have 10\ of the popula

tion of the world, and they produce 60% of the world's G.N.P. 

Western nations (defined as all European nations, the United 

States, the United Kingdom, the white dominions of the 

Commonwealth, South Africa, but excluding for the moment, 

Japan) have 20\ of the world's population and produces 75\ of 

the world's G.N.P. And finally, if we are to add Japan as a 

Western nation, the figures would be 25\ of the world's 

population producing 85% of the world's wealth. This leaves 

75\ of the remaining world's population--which also happens 

to be non-white-producing 15% of the world's G.N.P.4 In the 

case of Japan, this writer agrees with Ronald Segal in his 

book, The Race War, and would put Japan in the column of the 

Western nations for the following reasons. Although Japan is 

an Asian nation and her people oriental, and although Japan 

also suffered the humiliation of Western Imperialism, Japan 

nevertheless also took part in imperialism in Asia and 

4Ronald Segal , The Race War, (New York, N.Y. : 
A Bantam Book, 1967), pp. 408-16. 



consequently shares a tradition of the West. Furthermore, 

unlike the rest of the non~white world, Japan is rich. In 

terms of G.N.P. she is third in the world. Moreover, if 
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the present G.N.P. growth trends continue, Japan will surpass 

the Soviet Union by the year 2000 A.D. becoming number two. 

Because of Japan's wealth, and because she also took part in 

imperialism, Japan belongs in the column of Western nations. 

This is the dichotomy between rich and poor nations; 

between white and non~white nations. As for this vast gap, 

it is not closing. Modern technology, such as it is, has 

made the dependence on raw materials produced by poor countries 

(with the exception of oil) unnecessary. For one, there is 

intense competition among the poor nations to sell their raw 

materials to the rich. This has had the effect of driving 

down the price on the world market which in turn serves as a 

stimulus for an increase in production in order to raise 

revenue by an increase in volume, which in turn drives the 

world price down even further because of the resulting sur

pluses. It is a vicious circle out of which few underdeveloped 

countries can break. Added to this is the high birth rate 

which is characteristic of underdeveloped countries, and 

which wipes out any marginal gain in G.N.P. 

To further aggravate the situation, surplus capital of 

the rich countries does not find its way into the under

developed countries, rather, it is channelled into other rich 

countries where the rate of return on the investment is 



higher. This may sound ludicrous, but on a closer investi

gation it is not. For instance, there is little incentive 
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for an industrialist to invest in an iron ore field in Brazil, 

if by doing so he must build the mine, educate his workers, 

build roads or rail facilities in which to transport the ore, 

and then a port from which to ship the ore. It would be far 

more profitable to go to Australia, where ports exist, 

where the government has the surplus capital to build the 

transportation network needed, and where the workers already 

are educated and probably trained for the prospective work, and 

also, where a stable government exists, thus reducing the 

threat of expropriation. This is the present state of the 

world--the rich get richer, and the poor, in proportion to 

the rich, get poorer. 

Some people, as Ehrlich, have prophesied that if the 

continued dichotomy between the rich and poor is not bridged, 

war will break out in the form of the poor collectively 

taking on the rich and stripping them of their wealth. People 

who theorize thus, obviously do not have the slightest incli

nation as to what is necessary in conducting a war. Initial 

weapons procurement is but the easiest part of war. It is in 

the matter of logistics on which depends the life af an army. 

Moreover, sheer numbers has rarely been a deciding factor in 

a war-witness the Arabs collectively taking on Israel. 

War and violence (along with genocide) will undoubtedly 

result, but it will not be the rich against the poor, but 



rather, it will most likely be a society turning inward and 

consuming itself in the form of civil war or genocide. 
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As conditions worsen for the underdeveloped nations; 

as frustration and anxiety, due to rising expectations materi

alize; as social systems become more alienated; as economic 

dislocation increases, violence will result either in 

secession or some form of dictatorship. 

In almost all of the underdeveloped countries, certain 

areas are highly developed. As a result a condition exists 

in which there are pockets of prosperity in a sea of poverty. 

For example, in Brazil, the state of Sao Paulo has been 

likened to a railroad engine pulling 19 empty cars. Although 

the analogy is less applicable today, due to the nature of the 

Vargas revolution, nevertheless Sao Paulo, in relation to the 

rest of Brazil is highly developed. " In Zaire, Katanga province, 

with about 25\ of the population and land mass, produces SO\ 

of the Congo's wealth. And there are many other examples. 

If conditions were right, these wealthy pockets of 

prosperity may opt to secede rather than tolerate the taxes 

which would be necessary to equalize the wealth. Under these 

conditions, the central governments may choose to accept a 

fait accompli, or, as in the case of the Congo in 1960, to 

fight. The result would probably be a repetition of the Biafra 

genocide, for civil wars are seldom anything but acrimoneous 

affairs. 
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The other alternative may be the appearance of an 

ideology or a "great man in history", who will promise every

thing and anything to achieve power, and once in power and 

faced with the reality of not being able to deliver, turn to 

terror and genocide as a means of ushering in the millennium. 

-
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