An abstract of a meeting – Begina Slawinska -  Section of Social Philosophy and Ethics – the 6th of May 2009.

Based on: Z. Bauman, „Ambivalence as a Scandal” in: Modernity and Ambivalence, printed in: Warszawa 1995, pp. 34-76; and B. Lang, Act and Idea in the Nazi Genocide, printed in: Lublin 2006.

Bauman: (Hitler is responsible for the end of the modern thought, that resulted in Holocaust). ”Hands governed by the reason”.

1. Holocaust is the logical consequence of modernity (a fully-fledged outcome of the modern way of thought – a need for progress);

2. An attempt to marginalize the crime and clear the modern civilization of charges – the genocide treated as a sudden, uncontrollable outbreak (p.59)

3. „The Era of the Deified Reason” – a human like a god; the rulers impose the modern and rational order on the chaos  – fighting with ambivalences
4. Calculation of gains and losses of the meant order – a government decided to put into effect the advices of the science (p.51)

5. „The role of a gardener as a creator is necessary, he carefully raises what deserves to be raised and mercilessly fights with weeds, which otherwise would deprive the fainter plants of food, air (…)” (p.46) – stated by a Nazi Minister of Agriculture; a worldly-famous biologist: „to protect modern humanity we must not to allow the lower people to reproduce”.

6. Eugenic gloried in the international prestige and respect (the German race hygienists were inspired by the American Law in XIX, Society for the Eugenic Upbringing emerged in the UK).
7. Engineering ambitions had been present before the Third Reich came into existence, „ It is important not to be disillusioned that the ideological monstrous things are made by the monsters. They were not and they are not. They are born during the purely scientific processes, making use of data, statistics, notes and scientific terms”, they are assigned with a monopoly for being right and they are widely respected. (p.62) – a book, which was a base for the scientific Nazi practices, was acclaimed to be “a masterpiece” in the West. (p.63). A mysticism of the white lab coats allowed the Nazi scientists to „wash their hands of” the moral responsibility. 
8. If it was not for science and technology, the idea of racially pure Germany would not appear. The experience of the Holocaust taught us to doubt in the rationality of the scientists’ claims for deciding what is good and what is right; in the power of science as a moral authority.
9. The issue of blurring the moral responsibility via the direct mode of action, bureaucratic chain. Technological and bureaucratic mentality gave hope to justify the morally wrong actions using words as: but I have received such an order. 
Lang:

Himmler’s words: Personally, I believe that it would have been better for us to keep it for ourselves, take the responsibility (RESPONSIBILITY FOR AN ACT NOT FOR THE IDEA) – because they were guilty of an act, but were they guilty of the same idea – or maybe did they just sign under it?
1. THE PLANNING OF THE GENOCIDE: Holocaust as an intention gradually revealed, not as spontaneous outburst of evil. (Antisemitism appeared in the late XIX century). Other nations knew what was going on and they did not react – Holocaust was not something unconscious, time did not stop. It was not the outburst of madness, because the reason was asleep. 
2. The genocide as a group action implies the blurring of the moral responsibility. It is easier to blame one person than the whole group. 

3. The progress of medicine supported explicitly and implicitly the whole mechanism of the genocide – „an organism bound with a decease might be exterminated as a species” – the usage of the political metaphor i.e. “decease” in case of the Jews provokes genocide.

4. The Jews’ existence endangered the common good of the other groups and the whole society – a defense against the Jews was even a moral obligation (utilitarian approach).
5. An individual is attacked not for who (s)he is  or what (s)he does, but is attacked for their relation to a group, a relation which is beyond their control – just the same membership suffices for excluding the individual beyond “the kingdom of the human race”. 

6. Being morally responsible becomes problematic: if we still think that the Nazis just did what they thought to be right – implying that a mistake was caused by their ignorance – we will lose a hope for any moral judgment. ( If we explained it in such a way, every act of evil we could find unintentional – un-willful).

