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Why Musk should have
steered clear of the AfD

His online
talk with the
party’s boss
inevitably
turned to
Hitler.
Much of it
was simply
wrong

ccording to Mike Godwin’s
A celebrated law, if an internet

discussion goes on long enough,
someone will inevitably compare
someone else to Hitler.

In Thursday’s podcast discussion
between Elon Musk and Alice Weidel,
the leader of the German Alternative
fiir Deutschland (AfD) party, it took
about half an hour before the two of
them got on to Nazism. When Musk
expressed concern that “Hitler and
whatnot” was being used to blacken the
AfD, Weidel responded that Hitler, far
from being a conservative, was in fact
both a “socialist” and a “communist”.

There is something in this but not
much. Though clearly not a socialist in
the commonly accepted present-day
sense, Hitler did describe himself and
his movement as “socialist”.

Moreover, the fithrer was a violent
critic of international capitalism, which
he regarded as the instrument by which
the “Anglo-Saxons” and the Jews
supposedly enslaved Germany. AsI
argued in my biography, one of the
main drivers of his anti-Semitism was
his hostility to international capitalism.
He blamed Germany’s defeat in the
First World War, for example, on “the
New York stock exchange”, which he
defined as the “headquarters of world
Jewry”.

Hitler lamented that Germany was a
“colony of international capital”, and of
“the international Jewish finance
syndicate”. He condemned economic
inequality and exploitation, the “jarring
juxtaposition of poor and rich”, and the
way in which “money” was the “false
God of Mammon”.

Hitler also violently objected to the
handing over of German national
assets, such as the railways, “to
international capital”. Right at the end,
in the bunker, he inveighed not against
the Soviet Union but against the
supposed real villains - “international
money and finance conspirators” who
treated the people of Europe like
“blocks of shares™.

Ironically, similar sentiments are to
be found among many in the AfD,
which is by no means the avatar of

libertarian economics which Weidel
claims it to be. As Rainer Zitelmann, a
noted historian of the Third Reich, has
pointed out, the AfD has long since
abandoned its former economic
liberalism for a Right-wing form of
anti-capitalism. Its rhetoric is often
indistinguishable from that of the
far-Left Die Linke, or the Left populist
Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht.

Take the prominent AfD politician
Bjorn Hocke. He does not condemn all
capitalism but rather what he calls the
“one-sided dominance of capital” so
that “money rules the world”.

Hocke blames this on globalisation. It
is therefore no surprise to find the AfD
sympathetic to the two great
challengers of the Western
international capitalist order, Vladimir
Putin of Russia and Xi Jinping of the
People’s Republic of China.

The suggestion that Hitler was a
“communist” is simply wrong. He
regarded communism, like
international capitalism, as a mortal
Jewish threat to the Reich. Moreover,
Hitler did not support state ownership
of business, as such, but rather a form of
“national capitalism” in which patriotic
large corporations worked closely with
the government to promote German
greatness. To suggest otherwise is a
distortion of history for political
purposes.

It is true that the epithet “far-Right”
is today flung about with unjustifiable
abandon by elements of the media, and
by some historians, but the AfD really is
far-Right. Some of its leaders have a
long record of minimising Nazi crimes.
For example, in 2018 the then-head of
the parliamentary grouping in the
Bundestag, Alexander Gauland,
described the Nazi period as a mere
“bird sh--” in history.

The AfD is thus not a Conservative
party in the Anglo-Saxon sense.
Britain’s Tories have steered well clear
of them. Elon Musk should do so too.

Brendan Simms is a professor of history
at the University of Cambridge and the
author of ‘Hitler: Only the World is
Enough’(Penguin Press, 2019)




