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Power and Inequality  

Introduction  

 Power and inequality are the two concepts that are significantly intertwined with each 

other. Although both concepts seem to be widely different from each other at the very first 

instance, it would be apposite to claim that the former is the product of the latter. Power and 

inequality highlight the inception and prevalence of different forms of inequality and the role 

absolute power plays in exacerbating such social, political, economic, and cultural disparity 

among individuals (Youngs, 2006). The concept of power and inequality aims to answer 

questions such as the influence of elites on socio-politico-economic power, how unbridled power 

impacts ordinary individuals, and how inequality creates several impediments in the interaction 

between individuals from a different class, race, or ethnicity (Curran, 2016). This paper focuses 

on explaining the relevance of power with inequality and the prevalence of dictatorship in the 

context of power and inequality. Moreover, the paper aims to prove the hypothesis mentioned 

earlier through the examples taken from the history of Germany and Iraq. 

Relationship between Power and Inequality    

 The unequal distribution of power is surely one of the primitive reasons for inequality in 

mainstream society. However, to understand this relationship comprehensively, it would be 

adequate first to comprehend the meaning of the word “power.” Power can be defined as an 

individual/state/institution's ability to influence or change others' behavior (Youngs, 2006). 

Robert Dahl highlights that power can be considered as a relationship that can be established 

based on the capability, control, and influencing ability of any institution (Lukes, 2015). 

Similarly, Max Weber points out that the ability to reach the goal or desired outcome despite 

facing serious opposition can be defined as power.  
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 Power is an intricate concept that different individuals define according to their 

comprehension of this term. It must be understood that absolute power does not belong to any 

specific individual; rather, it exists in the form of a relationship between the single and a group 

of individuals (Curran, 2016). Excess power and lack of power can create an evident difference 

in society and impact the lives of individuals in myriad ways. This concept significantly explains 

the relationship between power and inequality. As mentioned above, power can be considered in 

politics, religion, economics, social standing, education, persuasion ability, and personal 

charisma (Curran, 2016). However, in a social and political milieu, the factor of power divides 

the social and political institutions into different tiers. Considering the social environment, power 

divides society into upper, middle, and lower classes, which creates inequalities and division 

(Youngs, 2006).   

Linking Dictatorship with power and inequality 

 Similar to social division, inequality also drives people away from democracy. 

Considering the political milieu, almost every political system shows that the power is held by 

those individuals who are rich and economically superior to all others (Youngs, 2006). This 

further allows these politicians to devise policies that further strengthen their economic 

superiority, which eventually widens the social and political gap. It would be adequate to claim 

that this divide between the rich and poor creates a loophole in democracy, which is further 

exploited by the dictators and provides them with an opportunity to take over the functioning 

government (Rahman Khan, 2012). However, understanding this relationship is not as easy or 

simple as it seems. Proving that rising inequality threatens democracy needs a significant 

scrutinization of contemporary and historical events. Another claim in this context can be made 

that if inequality prevails in society, the demand for democratization will also increase; however, 
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this is the case if the general population believes that the power will be implemented in a fair and 

just manner, rather than just to increase the political and economic stature of the elites (Vale, 

2000).   

 The prevalence of inequality by the inadequate use of power can create significant 

impediments in the path of democracy. Several studies show a negative relationship between the 

lack of economic growth and political instability. Such economic inequality among the general 

masses becomes the primary factor of destabilization in society. Competition for power in the 

political ranks creates political instability, which relatively impacts economic growth, increasing 

the economic disparity among the general masses (Curran, 2016). Such imprudent 

implementation of power results in the inequality of opportunities, global wealth and income 

inequality, the intergenerational disparity, and further enhances the political influence of the 

upper class (Rahman Khan, 2012). This eventually results in mass protests, revolts, political 

assassinations, and general social destabilization while simultaneously providing the opportunity 

to the dictators to launch coup de tat in their respective states (Curran, 2016). A similar situation 

was seen during the French revolution, the Russian revolution, and Hitler’s takeover of 

Germany. However, the latter has remained a subject of concern in the research and academic 

sphere for a long time.   

Linking Nazis and Hitler with Power and Inequality 

 Focusing on the above-mentioned historical cases and scrutinizing the literature on 

history, the fact becomes evident that the case of Germany is one of the most suitable cases to 

understand the intricacies of this concept. To comprehend the Nazi party and Hitler’s rise in 

Germany, it would be pertinent first to analyze the impediments that confronted the German 

nation after the end of the First World War. After experiencing defeat in the First World War, the 
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German nation suffered from the international humiliation, inept attitudes of their leaders, and 

economic inequality (Bendersky, 2000). In 1923, Alfred Rosenberg was proved to be an 

ineffective leader and the key political party of Germany was divided over the concerns related 

to political power. Hitler’s party saw this as a chance of gaining power in the nation, however, 

instead of any radical option, the Nazi party decided to win popular support and succeed in the 

election (Nagorski, 2012). Although the fact is presented that Hitler and the Nazi party used 

tactics like party restructuring and propaganda to win popular support, the base for all these 

actions was provided by the prevailing economic inequality and political instability. Such factors 

allowed the Nazi party to garner popular support and with their popular rhetoric, the support of 

the party increased from 25,000 to 180,000 in just a span of 4 years (1925-1929) (Bendersky, 

2000).   

 The prime role in such economic stability was played by the imprudent policies of the 

Weimar Republic and the Great Depression of 1929. Although the depression wreaked havoc in 

1929, long before that, the German nation lost its confidence in the incumbent government. As 

mentioned above, most of the power resides with the political elites who decide the social, 

political, and economic fate of their nation; the same was the case with the Weimar Republic 

(Bendersky, 2000). However, the power in the ranks of German politics was significantly 

divided. The frequently changing cabinets yielded no result; on the contrary, it made matters 

worse and made way for an emergency rule to be implemented. However, the economic 

inequality provided the Nazi party with the space they needed to establish themselves as a 

political party that solely targeted the interests of the German nation (Nagorski, 2012). After the 

market crash in 1929, where the wages and employment rate started to drop, the popularity of the 

Nazi party also began to decrease. The rich in the political house remained in power, which 
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further exacerbated the socio-politico-economic disparity among the different classes of the 

German nation (Bendersky, 2000). As mentioned above, inequality creates chaos and becomes a 

prime reason for unrest in society. The same thing happened in Germany where the protestors 

burned the Reichstag building because of increasing social unrest and political ineffectiveness. 

This allowed the Reichstag to pass the Enabling Act and allowed the Nazis and Hitler to take 

control of the presidency (Nagorski, 2012). This began the dictatorial era of Hitler, which later 

exacerbated the chaos and unrest and expanded it throughout Europe. 

Nazis Killing of Individuals through Power and Inequality 

 Focusing on the agenda of Nazis and Hitler’s use of power, it would be adequate to claim 

that it is significantly linked with the concept of illegitimate use of power and social inequality. 

It would be pertinent first to understand their presented ideology to understand the killings and 

crimes committed by the Nazi regime and to link them with the concept of power and inequality 

(Bendersky, 2000). Inequality increased during the Nazi regime. However, unlike the economic 

disparity in prior years, this concept of inequality was based on race. Nazi ideology presented 

Hitler mentioned that racial status determines an individual's behaviors, attitudes, characteristics, 

and abilities. The doctrine focused on the idea that the German race was superior to all other 

races and declared that Jews would remain different from all other Germans (Nagorski, 2012). 

This radical, nationalist, and conservative ideology significantly divided the German society and 

created a significant gap between German and other communities.  

 Where the ideology, as mentioned earlier, began to alter the German nation's thinking 

pattern. The power conceived by Hitler and the Nazis allowed them to commit some of the most 

heinous crimes that history has ever seen. Their unbridled power allowed them to murder Jews 

on a scale never experienced by the world before. Under the veil of a superior and inferior race, 



Power and Inequality 7 

they divided German society and inadequately implemented the power assigned to them. After 

creating a vast divide between the Jews and German communities, Hitler began expansionism 

and totalitarianism (Nagorski, 2012). With the attack on Warsaw, the Nazis started the chain of 

events that led the world towards another global war. This whole scenario can be seen in twin 

ways. 

On the one hand, the German nation was fervently supporting the regime of the Nazis, 

but this cannot negate the fact that the society was still experiencing inequality in the context of 

their social and economic status. Moreover, the Jews were marginalized and oppressed based on 

their origin (Nagorski, 2012). Hitler’s power allowed him to kill the Jewish community 

unprecedentedly. Hence, power and inequality led the Nazis to implement their nefarious plans 

and commit such heinous acts that left an indelible mark on history.       

Power and Inequality Controlled by Dictators  

 The concept of power and inequality cannot be just related to the Nazi regime of Hitler. 

There are many examples of such dictators who, without restraint, committed similar actions. 

Perhaps, the most primitive example of such a dictator in contemporary times would be Saddam 

Hussein (Youngs, 2006). Although his rise in politics allowed him to implement an authoritarian 

regime, the traces of social inequality remain negligible. It can be argued that in Saddam’s 

regime, conflicts started to rise when inequality appeared in the political ranks. Focusing on the 

theme as mentioned earlier, Saddam enjoyed an unbridled power. The traces of this power can be 

seen in the policies he implemented in the state and his subjugation of other political parties 

(Youngs, 2006). Saddam is often compared with Stalin because of his actions and the degree of 

control over his country's political and economic resources.  
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 With his power, he altered Iraq's political structure and implemented a single-party 

system. Moreover, with his rise in power and decreased social and political opposition, he started 

spreading a climate of fear among the general masses. He began practicing organized killings, 

torture, kidnapping, and activities of mass murder (Davis, 2018). During the Gulf war, he also 

committed several war crimes and crimes against humanity, such as torturing the prisoners and 

treating them inhumanely. Such steps deteriorated the situation in the Middle East and disrupted 

regional peace (Davis, 2018). Moreover, considering the concept of inequality, one could argue 

that his actions based on his religious beliefs created an unequal environment for Iraqi men and 

women.   

Conclusion 

 After scrutinizing several research papers and exploring the events that happened in the 

past, it would be adequate to state that both concepts of power and inequality are significantly 

intertwined as the inadequate implementation of the former causes the latter to prevail in the 

political as well as social milieu. While economic power creates a disparity in society, it also 

results in an unequal distribution of authority in the political sector. The case of Nazi prevalence 

and Hitler’s atrocious activities in Germany is testimony that unbridled power and increasing 

social and political equality will surely result in chaos and disaster.   
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