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1997 HILBERG LECTURE

Allan A, Ryan, Jr, former Director of the Office of Special
Investigations in the United States Department of Justice, gave
the sixth annual Raul Hilberg Lecture on the evening of No-
vember 3, 1997, “Investigating and Prosccuting Nazi War Crim-
inals” was a departure from previous. Hilberg lectures which
featured academic historians of the Holocaust. Ryan is a
lawyer, currently the University Attorney of Harvard Universi-
ty and adjunct professor at the Boston College Law School. As
the first Director of the Office of Special Investigations begin-
ning in 1979, his role was not to write the history of the Holo-
caust, but rather to find and bring to justice the many perpetra-
tors of the Holocaust who were able to immigrate to the United
States after World War 1L

On both a personal and professional fevel, Mr. Ryan was a
most fitting speaker for the Hilberg lecture series, His work in
prosecuting Nazi war criminals in this country brought him
into a close working relationship with Raul Hilberg, Knowing
little about the Holocaust at the beginning of his tenure at the
Office of Special Investigations, how was he to understand and
judge the evidence he would gather and use against the perpe-
trators without a firm grounding in Holocaust history? Ryan
relicd on Professor Hilberg’s Destruction of the European
Jews, and on Professor Hitberg himself as an expert witness in
many of his cases. His initial comments on the evening of the
lecture were a tribute not only to Raul Hilberg's scholarship on
the Holocaust, but to his role’in bringing war criminals to jus-
tice decades after the end of the Second World War.

The focus of Mr. Ryan's remarks was American immigra-
tion policy for displaced persons in the immediate post-war
years. He addressed the troubling question of why so many war
criminals were able to immigrate to the United States with it
tie difficulty after the war Despite the opening of the various
‘camps -in - Germany and elsewhere in central -and eastern
Europe in the, last months and wecks of the war, and the
Nuremberg : War “Crimes Trials immediately thereafter,
American public opinion and- the US. government remained
lacgely uninformed about and uninterested in the nature and
process of the ‘final solution”. Survivors wanted ta-forget their
ordeals and begin new lives rather than talk about the past and
bring their tormentors to justice, Thousands of Nazi collabora-
tors from the countrics of eastern Europe ¢nded up in the DP

camps along with their Jewish victims. They casily passed them-
selves off as victims of war, as Christian anti-communists who
were flecing the Red Army. These included Poles, Lithvanians,
Ukrainians, Latvians, E: and ethnic Germans whom the
U.S. government considered persecuted refugees from commu-
nism and potential allics in an emerging struggle with the
Soviet Union. These *refugees’, particularly those from the Baitic
states, were given preference over surviving Jews in the formu-
lation of US. emergency immigration laws such as the
Displaced Persons Act of 1948 during the immediate post-war
period. Finally, lingering anti-Semitism in the US. Congress
contributed to a preference for Christians from the Baltic states
over the remnants of European Jewry.

Summer Institute 1998

Holocaust Studies is pleased to offer again this summer
The Holocaust and Holocaust Education. This 3 credit
course will be held Mon.-Fri, June 22-26 from 8 a.m.-4:30
p.m. in 101 Kalkin. There will be two evening public lectures
as well. The course is offered through the Dept. of
Education, with cross-listings under General Literature
and International Studies.

The seminar is designed to provide a comprehensive
introduction to the Holocaust and to issues related to
teaching about the Holocaust in Vermont schools. Pro-
grams ‘include presentations by scholars, authors, Holo-
caust survivors and liberators, and workshops by teachers
experienced in Holocaust education. Discussions focus
on teaching strategies, ideas, and curricular resources.

This year's evening speakers are: Prof. Peter Hoffmann,
an expert on the German resistance and author of a book
on Stauffenberg; and Steven Rogers of the Office of Spe-
cial Investigations in Washington, who is involved in track-
ing Nazi war criminals and who is an expert on the Swiss
banking scandal.

To register, contact Continuing Education, UVM, PO.
Box 54055, 322 So. Prospect St, Burlington, VT 05405,
Tel. (802) 656-2085. Website at uvmce.uvm.edu:443/




Ryan estimates that at least 10,000 Nazi collaborators
were granted entry into the United States in the years foliowing
1945 Their stories about their wartitne experiences were sub-
jected to little or no scrutiny; the task of identifying Nazis
among the more than a million displaced persons was difficult
in any case. and deepening anti-communism and distrust of the
Saviet Union dampened any inclination to delve into their past.
The perpetrators were able to settle in the United States, and to
lead quiet and usually productive lives for more than a genera-
tion, with no questions asked about their war-time activities.

It was not until the late 1970s that Americans and
their government began to demonstrate some interest in the Ho-
locaust, in the presence of significant numbers of war criminals
in this country, and in the role of the U.S. government in allow-
ing them to enter the United States after the war. Historians had
begun to examine the documentary evidence, and to write the
first significant histories of the Third Reich only a decade
before. Although Professor Hilbergs The Destruction of the
European Jews was published as early as 1961, there were ini-
tial difficultics in finding a publisher for the manuscript, and the
book did not initially spark a Iot of intcrest in that aspect of the
history of the Third Reich. Professional historians of the Nazi
era tended to expend relatively lintle effort on Nazi Jewish poli-
cy and the Holocaust in their scholarly studies of German his-
tory between 1933 and 1945 Only in the 1970s did scholars real-
ly begin to focus on the Holocaust itself, providing the neces-
sary context for other changes that would in turn help to stimu-
latc sorme popular interest in the Holocaust.

It was also during the 1970s that the new. post-World
War 11 gencration came of age in
this country and in Germany, with
an interest in learning about what
had happened and how it could
have happencd. In particular, Allan
Ryan discussed the children of sur-
vivors who asked these same ques-
tions of their parents, prompling
many survivors for the first time
since their liberation to speak out
and write about their experiences
during the Holocaust. In this con-
text, the survivors identified many
perpetrators, some of whom had
been fiving in the United States since the end of the war. It was
also at this time that the flawed but effective television series on
the Holocaust playcd to an enormous audicnce, first in the
United States and then in Europe,

In 1979, the U.S. Congress established the Office of
Special Investigations in the Department of Justice. It represent-
cd a decision by the American government to right the wrongs
of the past by p 1g the war cri Is it had allowed fo
immigrate and settle in this country more thdn a generation ago.
The work of the OSI since then has been remarkable: some
1,500 investigations have been opened, with formal charges
brought against 103 persons. There are hundreds of investiga-
tions going on today, with sixtcen cases pending. The collapse of
the Soviet Union and the consequent opening of Sovict and
other east European archives have provided additional evidence
to help the OSI identify war criminals. Moreover, the work of
the OSI in this country has stimulated similar efforts ‘against

Naozi wac criminals ‘in other countries such as Canada and
Australia.

Allan Ryan had no personal or professional connec-
tion to the Holocaust before his appointment as Director of the
OSL in 1979 But the Holocaust has obviously. had a profound
impact on him and on his understanding and practice of the
law since then. He talked of the well-known indifference of
the rest of the world to the Jews and their plight between 1933
and 1945, and the not so well-known indifference of the US.
government to surviving Jews in the DP camps immediately
after the war. In his closing remarks, Ryan articulated his fear
that we have learned little from the past, that we are respond-
ing to the sufferings of others in Rwunda and Bosnia, for
example, with the same indifference that was shown to the fate
of the Jews in Europe before and during the Holocaust. In a
world in which the law very often has [ittle to do with justice,
Allan Ryan. reminded the audience that it should, and that
without justice there can be no peace.

Francis R. Nicosia
St. Michael's College, Vermont

THOUGHTS ON REMEMBERING
THE HOLOCAUST
by J. Alan Moore

Why remember the Holocaust? The clarity or distortion
with which we remember the past determines our current sense
of reality, and thereby memory determines our prospects for
making sense of our life. We want to remember for the obvious
reason that, as with the past, the futurc is unlikely to escape his-
tory. The weight of history exercises a specific cffect which we
cannot escape, for we cannot unbind ourselves from the condi-
tions that put us where we arc. As Lucy Davidowicz has written,
“the present is a relic of the past, a historical deposit left by the
wash of time”

‘Whose memory? Remembering any morally significant
event is an act of commitment. This conception has an ancient
precedent. In the celebration of Passover there is the requirement
of the recitation of the history of the Exodus from Egypt—the
ritual storytelling formalized in the Seder. Why, 1 used to wonder,
this unusual manner of recital in which there are only speakers
and no audience, where no one listens, where each person is
responsible for recounting the story? Not mainly, it scems, as a
means of collective learning or exchange, but to enable cach
veciter, everyone present, to tell hee- or himself. It is one thing to
hear or to read an account refated by somcone else; the act is
quite different for the person who recites the story, who speaks
and hears the events in his ‘own voice. Even then, of course, the
narrator does not create- the event; but his voice takes on the
shape of the subject, much as'a hand does with its grasp The
wice becomes the expression of its subject, not its source.

We dort kniow what form future efforts to account for
the Nazi’ genocide will take, but there can be no uncertainty
about thé outcome if' these efforts to retell the story should cease.
Morcover, the act of ::noassn_nm cannot be carried out vicari-
c:«? each must’ remember, for him or herself; and thus the
retelling i is always, for cach person, begun anew.
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The proposal that American Jews should tli the story of
the genocide fies in the fact that for most of them it was no morc
than chance, the impulse of an ancestor who had seen a map. that
they, too were not among the actual victims. As with a traveler who
is accidentally detained and, so, misses a plane which crashes, the
arbitrariness of such survival marks their own history as contin-
gent and improbable.

Was a Jewish person supposed to be able to integrate the
fact that she and her entire circle of family and fricnds was being
willed out of existence for the crime of being born? The effort to
imagine this seems hardly slighter now, fifty years after it actually
happened. That the Jew today knows it happened still leaves open

nized as having a special moral and practical significance. They
acted as if understanding that joining in the identity of another was.
the only way to preserve their own, But even this refiects rather
than conflates the difference among them.

Remembering does not have one elear meaning. The past
does not carry its own interpretation in its hands The dead tell no
tales. It is false to think that history teaches something. There are
no lessons, as such, in history. There is no lesson in the history of
the Holocaust. History does not teach. Instead, people learn.

What we learn from the past is determined by the ques-
tions we put to it. The ncnm:oi we ask are our n:ﬁ:osr and they

-

address our concerns, our Aq prefig the

the matter of morat knowledge, that is, the matter of deciding just
how to live in light of that possibility. This reckoning, too, must be
done by cach Jew anew.

As a gentile remembering the Holocaust, however, 1 can-
not argue with the same conviction for.a gesture of identification
with the Jews as we recount the event. If we learn anything from
the history of ethics, it is that the status of moral agents is deter-
mined by their own places in history; people act always as individ-
uals and always and only in the context they know. The individual
agency that is the condition of moral consciousaess cannot be
imposed from the outside; no one acts-or speaks in moral terms
as a moral consci In the Hol the lines were drawn
around a particular people as a group. Whatever direction our
reflections on the Holocaust take, they cannot ignore this first fact.
The older I get, the closer I move towards the Jewish tradition and
to Judaism, But I remain aware that it is not my tradition. Jewish
history is not my r_ms_.w Thus, history imposes on me a different
sort of obligation regarding knowledge of the Holocaust.

Itis clear that in one sense everyone alive now shares in
the aftermath of the Holocaust. The reality of the Holocaust is a
new premise of the life of all of us The Holocaust has happened,
and the prospect of genocide is now inevitable and common. lts
history includes everyone in its future.

Even granting the breadth of this consequence, however,
it was not as human beings but as Jews that the victims were
staughtered; and it was not as human beings by an assertion of
their own supposed Aryan destiny that the Nazis acted. We have
10 take history at its word——and, here, that word is not ‘mankind.’

In addition to the Jews and the Nazis, the decds of the
rescucrs, too, confirm the claim that moral significance attaches to
individuals acting within a particular history that defines the qual-
ity of their circumstances and hence the range of their options.
Every Jew who survived the war outside the camps, ghettos, and
partisan bands survived because they were saved by people will-
ing to put themselves, and often their familics, at incredible risk,
?n no tangible bencfit: Moreover, every gentile who saved Jews
‘was supported by a conspiracy of others who were willing to
sssist, ‘o at Jeast to keep silent. moﬁ:m that people needed help,

 gentiles to whom Jewish identity often was hardly less alien than

h .

it was 1o the Nazis nevertheless pr d that iden-
tity as part of their own. But the wonderful acts of the rescuers
‘imvolve a kind of j joining or coming together that affirms the un-
derlying difference between them and the people they saved. It is
just becansé of this joining that the acts of the rescuers are recog-

di ion of resp that will count as SS:.@.E@ to the ques-
tioner. Good questions lead mostly to other questions. In Nigh, Eli
Wiesel writes, “cvery question posscsses a power that does not lic
in the answer™ Good questions tend not to lead to definitive or ter-
minating answers.
But many people disagree. They see lessons in history.
One very common one is the lesson about mars-inhusmanity-to-
man. In following this line of reasoning. they tend to flatten out the
Holocaust through 2 process of universalization. They say things
like “what was done at Auschwitz was nothing unusual: it was but
a case of man's-inhumanity-to-man in wartime” (Arnold Toynbee).
Thus it comes widely to scem that the true Holocaust criminal was
not one particular regime, but “man,” as such: that the victim was
not one particular people, but, once again, “man.” To hold other-
wisc, they argue, is to exhibit a parochial point of view.
Liberally-minded people seem especiatly prone to this
kind of thinking. With their laudable concern about injustice
around the world, they struggle for ways to make the Holocaust
relevant to our time. The sort of person 1 have in mind is the one
who upon hearing a reference to the Holocaust soon shifis the
focus of conversation to a *higher' plan, to 2 more inclusive level.
They imagine, in doing this, that they are now addressing the ‘real’
significance of the Holocaust. Now, it would not likely occur to
them to do this regarding the brutal murder of a single child on the
street, Whatever other kind of significance that murder may seem
to suggest, it succly would not displace in their minds the moral
enormity of that single horror. But regarding the nwrder of one and
a half million children, most of whom were torn from their fami-
lies, shot, clubbed to death, thrown alive into the furnaces, or
allowed to dic of neglect and hunger, alone, their attention shifis to
a larger significance which they Jocate in the way that mass-mur-
der connects to other arenas of socicty of history. In these two sit-
uations, the murder of the child on the street and the Holocaust, we
notice the extreme asymmetry of where the primary significance
of the two events is seen to lic
To be sure, historians But universalization of
the above-mentioned kind is not history, but its opposite. it is an ho-
mogenization of the sort of distinctions that provide a credible his-
torical perspective and, thereby, make understanding possible. Not
all are guilty of trivialization or missing the point who, upon hear-
ing of the Holocaast, immediately start tatking about children in
Hiroshima or Cambodia or Bosnia. To think about these children in
relation to what wetve learned from the Holocaust s right and fit-
ting so long as one recognizes that the subject is being changed.




But more to the peint, [ think, is the fact that the tenden~
¢y to universafize about human peril is linked not so much to the
need for categorization as it is to the seriousness with which one
regards the suffering in question. That s, the more one identifics
with the suffering, the more concrete it will seem, and the less will
be one’s tendency to universalize or abstract it. Conversely, the less
inclined one is to take personally (which is to say seribusly) the sit-
uation of the suffering person, the more inclined one may be to
universalize on it. The less real it scems, the more amenable to ab-
straction the event tends to become.

Vivid history can belp spark moral development.
Nothing makes this more evident to us than the study of the
Holocaust. We remember that history is the creation of mem-
ory, and that, as has often been written, in a land without
memory, everything is possible. .

Saul Friedlander: 1997 Visiting
Raul Hilberg Scholar
In early November Holocaust Studies at the University of
Vermant was privileged to host as its first Visiting Raul Hitberg
Scholar, Saul Friedlander, our 1995 Hilberg Lecturer, Friedlinder is
Professor of History and International Relations at the Hebrew
University in Jerusalem and Professor of History at UCLA. In
addition to participating in Jonathan Hueners German and Holo-
caust history courses and David Serase’s Holocaust literature
course, Professor Friedldnder gave a public Jecture on November 3
entitled “Writing the History of the Shoah: Some Old/New Dilem-
mas” He opened the lecture with homage to his on-going dia-
logue with Professor Hilberg (present in the audience) on history,
memory, and the problematics of the representation. of the
Holocaust and- the formation of historical consciousness.  As
Jonathan Huener mentioned in his introduction to the lecture,
Friedlinder, in his latest work Nazi Germany and the Jews, is at
the forefront of new directions in Holocaust historiography which
phasize the ity of the i on of memory and histo-
ry. Like Lawrence Langer, Friedfander is concerned not only with
the event of the Holocaust, that is, its history, but how to remem-
ber the Holocaust, especially given the app hing juncture at
which the witnesses are no longer on site. Like Langer, Friedlinder
is cautious about memory and its power, its non-ncutrality, and its
ability to serve a number of individual and 8:027@.&3&5
Friedlinder is particularly concerned with what he has referred w
in his writings as “decp memory” and its clusiveness with respect
10 assigning “meaning.” and with the distractions of our search for
redemptive closure in the face of (the memory of) the Holocaust,
Friedliinder in his lecture addressed the issues of denial,
Tatency, and repression, both individual and collective, which had
at first prevented an awareness of the core of Nazism, epitomiz-
ing the problem faced by Professor Hilberg in what had been his
initially solitary gunest for retrieving how the Holocaust occurred.
Using the examples of France and Germany, Friedlinder trace
the generational componcent of & subsequent growing coming-to-
terms with the Holocaust instigated by a confrontation between
the youth of the 1960s and their parents. He used the example of
the Historikerstreit, the conflict between German historians in

the 1980s, to show how cruptions of “uncontrolled memory™
informed this debate, constituting a *coming back of the re-
pressed,” which Fricdlander regards as his central metaphor
Echoing Jean-Francois Lyotard, Friedtinder gropes with
the indeterminateness and opaqueness of the Holocaust {even in
the best historical renditions), noting that Auschwitz has become
emblematic of what is often referred to as our postmodern condi-
tion. Given that there is no longer a totalizing historical discourse
about the twenticth century, especially in the light of the break-
up of the USSR, Friedldnder calls for the individualization of
memory, that is, the inclusion of personal narratives. This can
help counter the prevailing status of the memory of the Holocaust
in a void which compromises our effort to place the events ina
comprehensible, “positivist” framework. In this vein, Friedlinder
suggests that Holocaust memorials, museums, and rituals of com-
memoration represent a search for an anchor and a compen-
sation for this void.
What, then, is the historian to do, a question raised at the
cnd of lecture by UVM  Professor of History Pat Hutton, who
wondered how historians are to deal with the “free floating” qual-
ity of memory. Friediinder remains bopeful, insistent that the
“problem” about history and the indetecminacy of the Holocaust
need not be a hindrance, thut the “mythic memory™ of the victims
need not be an obstacle of “rational” historiography. In our search
to place the Holocaust in context, Friedkinder urges, we need to
be as concrete and empirical as possible, but also willing to con-
front “the challenge of memory,” even if doing so also challenges
the lincar yearnings of traditional historical narrative. As the dead
become more and more of an abstraction, the role of the histori-
an, Friediander emphasizes, is to respect the victims and include
their stories, in conjunction with meticulous scholarship d /o Raul
Hilberg. As the events of the Holocaust begin to recede from
immediate conscionsness, Professor Friedlander forges a path to
possible interpretive and representational advance, without, how-
ever succumbing to our own redemptive needs for closure in the
face of what will become the ever increasingly distant memory of
the Holocaust. This is the challenge posed by this most thought-
ful scholar who encourages us not to fall into intellectual despair,
but to probe the Holocaust with all that we can muster, even as
the limits of imagination continue to be tested by the elusiveness
of “deep memory”

Carroll Lewin
University of Vermont

_Sauf Friediander

Elazar Benyoétz:

An Israeli Writing in German
Wolfgang Mieder
University of Vermont

The Isracli author Elazar Benyotitz occupies  unique position
among aphoristic writers using the German language. He was
born in 1937 in Wiener Neustadt (Austria) and emigrated at the
last moment in 1939 with his parents to Palestine. Having been
raised speaking Hebrew, he started publishing several volumes of
poctry in Hebrew. Even though he finished his studies towards
becoming a rabbi, he chose a literary career and started to trans-
late the German works of Jews into Hebrew, Due to his deep
interest in the Jewish contribution to German culture. he decided
in 1963 to go to Germany, where in the following vear he found-
ed the important Bibliographia Judaica archive in Berlin. While
he collected and studied works of German-Jewish literature, he
also perfected his knowledge of the German fanguage before
returning to Jerusalem in 1968, Since then he has made a name
for himself as an Isracli aphorist writing in German. In recogni-
tion of his fiftcen volumes of short prose he received the presti-
gious Adafbert von Chamisso Prize in 1988 which is awarded to
forcign authors publishing in German. At that time he was
praised in particular for the communicative power of his apho-
risms. which deal primarily with cuftural, psycholinguisti and

will without doubt establish an invaluable spiritual and inteltec-
tual bridge. By paying more anention to how Germuns and Jews
compmunicate with cach other. a better understanding and o more
humane freatment of one another might just be possible
Language and human behavior go hand in hand in Benyoétz’
world view: He is especially interested in making peaple aware of
their own thoughts, prejudices, and foelings. He wants to guide his
readers to an expanded consciousness that in turn will fead to 3
life filled with responsibility and humaneness. Even a bad con-
science can have positive effects, as Benyodtz states in two poi-
gnant aphorisms: “The goodness in humans is their bad con-
science” (Scheideweg, $3) and “A good memory is the cause of a
tad conscience” (Einsdtze, 41). Such texts are meant to make peo-
ple think in a conscious and responsible way about their actions.
Speaking dircctly to his German audience, Benyattz points to the
irresponsible suppression of the horrors of the Holocaust by dis-
crediting the Biblical proverbial expression “To wash one’s hands
in innecence” (Psalms 26:6 and 73:13): “They saw nothing, they
knew nothing - and yet: in order to bathe in innocence. did they
have to make soap out of us?" (Scheideweg, 131). A second text
dealing with German anti-Semitism and prejudice indicates once
again the author’s aggressive unmasking of the perpetrators:
“Untike all other people the Germans have forfeited their right to
have prejudices. Since Auschwitz all prejudices against Germans
are truc - even lies™ (Scheideweg, 131). And Benyoétz also points
1o how the annihilation process of the Jewish population has

saciopolitical issues as well as German-Jewish concerns during
the past two centuries.

The question quite naturally arises why Elazar Benyottz
as an Isracli author would have decided to write in German after
having had considerable success already with his Hebrew poctry.
Tt s clearly his search for a better understanding of German-Jew-
ish relationships after the Holocaust and his keen interest in con-
fronting German readers with Jewish concerns which led him on
this courageous path, His aphorisms reflect the divergences and
convergences, the crossroads and points of intersection as well as
the alienation and approximation of Jews and Germans, As a rab-
bi Benyoistz has also a lot to suy about the contrasts and similari-
ties of Judaism and Christianity, stressing that the Bible in its Ger-
man translation was pact of the process that took the Jewish cle-
ment out of the German language and culture. One of his goals as
an engaged author is to reintroduce this Jewish culture into the
German language and society, and he docs this in the spirit ofa
positive ambassador. Language and basic human communication
are seen as mediators between the perpetrators and victims of the
Holocaust, Improved and critical ication can lead to & new
understanding despite all contradictions and misunderstanding,.

It is interesting to note that Benyoftz goes so far as to
state that the Yiddish language might be particularly useful in
bringing about a new German-Jewish symbiosis. According to
Benyoétz, Germans and Jews could build a new tuture together
not by ing Ger or Jewist but by ¢ ing
on their common cultiral heritage which is so richly expressed in
the Yiddish language (see Scheideweg, 142). Even though there is
today a small revival in Germany in the interest in Yiddish, it is
doubtful that this language can be revived to play the cross-cul-
wral and international tole it once occupied. Nevertheless, the
interest in and study of Yiddish and German-Jewish literature

det ized the Gernian language and its long cultural history:
“Our grieving language: It wasnt she who lost the war, even
though she was reduced to the level of Mein Kumpf. And she had
promised to be healing. The German language has every reason
to grieve and knows it” (Filigranit, 116).

An author with such an accusatory voice will by nature fcan
towards the role of admonisher and advisor. Quite fittingly: the
name “Benyoitz” can be rendered as the “son of the advisor™ Yet
Benyogtz does not reduce his “wisdom” to simple rules of virtu-
ous conduct couched in traditional proverbs. In fact, he opposes
proverbial wisdom in Tis short aphorisms by questioning such
formulaic statements as expressions of uncritical rigidity. He
wants to make people aware of the importance and power of lan-
guage. By making them conscious of what they say and what is
being said, he hapes to lead them to a more open, honest, and
responsible life. He is thus not a pessimist and certainly not a
satirist without a vision for a better future. While he criticizes
human behavior and social institutions, he searches for the true
purpose of life: “To live perfectly is to let oncl best abilities
become possible” (Filigranit, 123).

There is no doubt that Elazar Benyoétz has mastered the Ger-
man language and that he has become a voice to be reckoned
with in Germany. He has made the language of the murderers of
his ancestors the language of lis choice, and it is this linguistic
freedom that he himself credits at least in part as the basis of his
Titerary art: “As long as the German language does not control me
[ can master it; as fong as it only fascinates me my thoughts are
in frec inovement: but if it were to become my jail then breaking
out would be the only thing I could aim for” (Filigranit, 119). The
German language employed as an expression of literary freed
by an Isracli author from Austria, that is indeed a unique intel-
fectual and humane endeavor worthy of our admiration, recogni-
tion. and appreciation,




Whiat follows are a few additional uu:o:wa.m in my En-
glish translation. The abbreviated sources are listed with complete
bibliographical information at the end of these texts:

i ich i illi is not great.
- An idea which is not worth %.:,Sm blood over is nof
An idca which demands the spilling of blood is worth noth-
ing, (Sahadutha, 13) . .
. éﬂoﬁﬁ one wants to be a Jew or not is not at all the ques-
tion. The only question is how can I stay a Jew in such a way
that others would like to be onc. ng&:sm. 15)

« Itis sad to observe the way Jews try to explain to the Qs‘.au:m
that today they should miss them - they are. not missed.
Sahadutha, 22) . N
Ms one point Jews and Christians are strikingly similac: It is
fur easier to. write about Judaism than to be a Jew
Sahadutha, 26) : .
M*o died at Auschwitz oc he was murdered at Auschwitz, Its

only a question of the moral point of view. Q:maa.zzs‘ &.v
Through memory the dead arc demanding our life.
(Worthalung. 41)

.

.

An Inter-generational Dialogue

For the last 3 years UVM has hosted, and Holocaust Stud-
ics at the University of Vermont has sponsorcd, Eo,.nc_:..m__u oﬂ.
scholarly event that is the public component of .w_n Cu&n_._:r o
Holocaust Survivor Families in April. The Gathering, an indepen-
dent Burlington based group. This past November saw 2 new ..n>o.
operative public eveat arranged by those same two m,,o:_m.w M
Inter-generational Dialogue Among Members of I.Qogza _c? -
vor Familics” Representatives of the threc generations (adul ﬁrm_:
vivors, hidden children, their children, and mamanr__%.gv mco% ”.M
a panel before and with the public about their experiences o
AN i ath.
mo_on.w“_ﬂw_:m “_”mr%”ﬂm were  Ariana m.wF.:E&d_..mn:mar
Katherine Bukanc, Michael Bukane, Emil Landau, &u:ﬂ.
Linderan, Kris Keese, Fran Pomerantz, u._:_ Penny mm_.cv.
Michac! Schaal, chair of the Stecring Committee for the Gath-
i discussion:
n—._nm,\ﬂ:momﬁmmwn_a »H_.a ined,“We gather t we are awm,mad.l
not special, just different. We have our own unique

+ Both Rome and Jerusalem can only be hed via Auschwitz
today. (Worthaltung, 71) o . )

. >=mw%§5wa has as little to do with anc._a@ as with W.nr:m,
It is ideologically tinted only where feelings are also tinted.
(Scheideweg, 22)

« Only Jews can have

Scheideweg, 28)

. M,.oamnmgno is a question of memory czm =Q. for the murder-

ers who tried and continuc to try 10 extinguish all memory.
Scheideweg, 38) ) )
. m;n Germans have understanding for us. 1 wish they had it
for themselves, (Scheideweg, 131) o

« Al doubts are practiced in faith, protected ¢< prejudice, and
maintained through error. {Scheideweg. 136)

« We are th d not only by ft ing but also by knowl-
edge leaving us. (Scheideweg, 136) )

. :omu?.s. and Auschwitz donlt get along well, and that's why |
exiled myself into German. (Scheideweg, 144) .

« Guilt cannot be shared, and that’s why one can bear it.
(Scheideweg. 180) .

« “Truth lies in the middle: between two people moving
towards each other. (Scheideweg, 85)

d ding for 3 itisim.

Sources: .
Sahadutha. Berlin: Paian Verlag, __NS -
insd {inchen: Gotthold Miilier, 1975,
Einsdize. Miinchen: G e, 78, o ol Hanser, -

Wopthal

Wor Séitze und Geg
1977

Trefpunkt Scheideweg. Milnchen: Qrz ,mnzm.u,. ﬁcc. 002
Filigranit. Ein Buch aus Biichern. Gottingen: Steidl, 1992,

experiences..being bers of these families. It is valuable and
important for us to come together and talk mBoam,ocg.ﬁm.ncME
these experiences. However, we ?2.« come to realize :ﬁ» it isa ﬂw
important for us to sharc our expericnces with the public. It is cm
way of providing a different perspective S.mo_ccm:% Education’ ,
io his introductory remarks, David mnnr,m. v?@&o« o
German and director of Holocaust mE&nw. mm_:_. .ﬁ.s_m group is
challenging you to think about your relationship to historic cvents
ike any other” ]

:::E.w,\b_wﬁ follows represents two unn.%nn:,am. on the
“Intergenerational Dialogue” The _.58:2 in .._.m%_oam cM. M,M
Holocaust” appeared in slightly different form in The o
Record and Vermont Quarterly. Peuny mrE: 3353_,& in the
panel as 2 representative of the sccond and thind gencrations.

of the Holocaust
—..mmanMM_ common expericnees naﬁ,mma during the two-hour
session. A penchant for silence was one. “Silence .coom.am w nnsﬂ
theme in my life," said Michael Bukanc. As one of the “hi dden _E
dren” smuggled out of Lithuania, he _ovu:.o@ that speaking coul
bring danger. That instinct remained 2:7. him and other mE.S«A.suw
Many survivors rarely spoke of their Holocaust mxun:omﬁw,
even to their families. Emil Landau, selected by .E.mﬁw: Mengele to
die in Auschwitz at age 18, said, “For 40 years [ 99.: mﬂx_w mwuﬂ:
it...] didnt want my son to carry my baggage ad .=S::E=. nﬂ
years ago his son read Night, Eli Wiesels memoir mw the %M,
camps, for a class assignment and began to ask questions. Lan au
talked to his son's class for three hours, a mo&m.us of memories
opened, and a second career was born. The H:Ea. color repro~
duction expert travels widely, speaking on human rights and E‘n
Holocaust. The day after the public forum Landau écrr about _w_.ﬁ
experiences o a group of students from three area high mnroo;,
“Be vigitant,” he told the students. “Speak out whenever you see
5.:28%:%3 also revealed a common beliel m_n: “fifeisa mmz:a
be tived to its fullest. Children of SREVIVOTS muma &3. felt mé: wo_.
perceived slackness or adolescent complaints, in light of their par-
ents or grandparents’ sacrifices. Kristine Keese, who has a doctor-

ate from Harvard and taught at Brandeis, escaped with her moth-
er from the Warsaw Ghetto. Her friends, she said, think of heras a
risk taker, but after the extreme experiences of the war, “it doesn't
seem like risk to me—just ordinary life, she said.

The group shared similar views on spirituality and religion.
Although panclists identify themselves as Jews on a cultural level,
most have rejected organized religions. Yehudi Lind s experi-
ences as a hidden child included immersion in Catholicism, the
religion of his rescuers. Giving up those beticfs to reestablish his
Judaic identity “was hing)” said the prof of English at
McGill University in Montreal. Lindeman thinks of the world
now, “not as having one god, but as a hattle between forces of light
and darkness...We should pitch in.on the side of light, to help God
as much as we can”

Landau, a quiet and compelling speaker, brought the session
to un undisputed close with this comment: “[ dont like [the term])
Holocaust, and I try not to use it..because the Nazis didn®t succeed.
We won-—at a terrible cost of six million lives...Were here™

A Painful Past
Penny Shtull, Trinity College

T was taken aback when asked to be a participant in the n-
ter-Generational Dialogue of Holocaust Survivor Families. What
could 1 say about the expericnce of being a child and grandchild
of survivors? T had never really explored my relationship to an
event that claimed the lives of my greatgrandparents, aunts, uncles,
and numerous relatives. Morcover, my family’s éxperience of the
Holocaust was a topic that was not readily discussed at home. [ was
always aware that my family was somehow “different” from those
of many of my fricnds, although 1 could never asticulate what these
differénces were, and how they had been shaped by the shadow of
the Hol By participating in the Inter-G ional Dialogy
1 have learned that there are many definitions of being a Holocaust
victim and survivor. I also learned that the silent strength and
closeness that permeates my family is not uncommeon to
Holocaust survivors, Nor is the ambivalence to discuss their expe-
riences of sorrow, anger, guilt, and fear, While some have made the
discussion of the Holocaust an integral part of their lives, others,
such as my family, have not.

The evening before the pancl, my mother spoke to me
about her. childhood. during the Holocaust, especially her fear of
being separated from her family. She also told me of my grandfa-
ther jumping from a train that was passing his hometown of
Zlotchev, close to Lodz (while en route from Russia to Poland at
the end of the war), only to discover that his family, friends, and
entire community had perished. For a fow minutes, the cloud of
secrecy was lifted. I wondered whether 1 should ask my grandfa-
ther about this experience. Is it wise to stir up the agonies of the
past? Can [ endure the pain that surrounds the past of those I love
so dearly?

It is my hope that my ongoing participation with the
Gathering of Holocaust Survivor Families will provide me with the
opportunities to further explore myself in refation to my fmily’s
history.

BOOK REVIEWS

Simon Wi hal. The Sunfl : On the Possibilities
and Limits of Forgiveness. With a Symposium cdited by Harry
James Cargas and Bonny V. Feticrman. Revised and expanded
edition. New York: Schocken Books, 1997. Cloth. $24.00. ISBN
0-8052-415-0,

What would you do if you were a prisoner in a concen-
tration camp and a dying Naxi soldier asked your forgiveness for
an atrocity he had ¢ d? Simon Wi hals response was
silence. However, he was troubled by his choice, When he asked the
advice of his fellow prisoners, their responses varied. Because he
was not the one sinned against, he could not offer forgiveness. Not
to be able to forgive is in fisclf unforgivable. One said forgiveness
was not to be thought of under current circumstances, adding, “if
the world comes to its senses again, inhabited by people who look
on gach other as human beings, then there will be plenty of time
to discuss forgiveness™

When The Sunfi was first published almost thirty
years ago, it included Wiescenthal’s story and a symposium of thir-
ty-two responses to the story by eminent people. All the contrib-
utors to the original symposium belonged to the Judeo-Christian
tradition. Many. of them had experienced life under the Nazi
regime. One, the writer Luise Rinser, had even undergone a expe-
rience similar to Wiesenthals, being asked after the war for for-
giveness by the woman who denounced her to the Nazis.

The responses to the moral issues raised by Wiesenthal's
story varied widely, but can generally be divided into two groups,
reflecting the positions held by Simon’s fellow prisoners. Either for-
gl is the suf moral imp or only the sinned
against has the right to grant forgiveness. Evan Fleischner disen-
tangles the religious traditions behind these twa schools of thought
in an insightful essay in the current volume.

The revised and expanded symposium includes ten of
the original responses, among them those by Primo Levi and
Cynthia Ozick. Edward H. Flannery reviscd his response signifi-
cantly. Contributions by Jean Améry, Cardinal Franz Konig, and
Albert Speer appear in English for the first time. In addition, con-
tributions frors Sven Alkalaj, ambassador: of the Republic of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Smial Balit, the Dalai Lama, Dith Pran,
and Harry Wu add to the variety of perspectives from which to
ponder the effectivencss of repentance and the limits-of forgive-
ness.

Edward Flannery’s revised response is telling. Originally
he wrote: 1 find it impossible to defend {Simons refusal to grant
the soldier Karl forgivencss]; and I 'must be satisfied with under-
standing it without approving it Flannery now writes: “J can well
understand Simons refusal, but I find it impossible to defend it 1
do_not arrive at such a position casily. For anyonc who holds alle-
giance to our Judeo-Christian heritage und who has any sense of
the harrors of the Shoah and of the savagery of its Nazi perpetra-
tors cannot come easily to a decision on Simon's painful dilemma™
Flannery's basic response has not changed, but he now recognizes
plexities in the si he did not perceive 30 years aga.

While cach essay adds insight to the reader’s understand-
ing of forgiveness, the responses from those with personal experi-
ence of genocide offer unique insights into the question “What
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would I do?" Dith Pran, survivor of the Cambodian kitling ficlds,
distinguishes between the Khmer Rouge leadership whom he can
never forgive, and the ordinary soldiers whom he can. He is certain
that if Cambodian solders did pot follow orders to kill, they and
their familics would have been executed. Pran is apparenth
unaware that the situation was different in Nazi Germany, Nazi
soldiers who refused to participate in atrocities seldom faced any
consequences other than transfer to another unit,

Harry Wu describes his denunciation and persccution as
an “enemy of the revolution,” as well as his years of imprisonment
in China. For Wu, “it is inconceivable...to believe that unyone in
the People’s Republic of China would ask for such forgiveness as
the Nazi soldier did to that Jewish prisoner. {...] There was no value
put on a humans life because, quite simply, the leaders of the coun-
try placed no value on human life” What surprised Wu were ran-
dom acts of kindness and t tment. The question for him
remains, how did a few men manage to retain their humanity in
the face of an inhuman (and inhumanc) society.

Pran’s and Wu's responses underscore the uniqueness of
the Holocaust, even while they sadly confirm mans continued in-
humanity toward man, expressed in ils most extreme form as
genocide. The dilemma Simon faced fifty years ago is unfortunate-
Iy stifl timely. Genocide is an all too likely consequence when one
group of people denies another group membership in the family of
man. How then to proceed? As Nechama Tee writes in her essay,
“as human beings we ought to anticipate the conscquences of our
actions and take personal responsibility for them.” Her words hold
true, whether we put ourselves in the position of Karl, the Nazi sol-
dier, or Simon, the Jewish concentration camp inmate.

Schocken Books is to be commended for reissuing and

Jack Pomerantz and Lyric Wallwork Winik. Run East: Flight
from the Holocaust, Urbana & Chicago: University of illinois
Press, 1997, Cloth $26.95 (estimated). ISBN: 0-252-02325-0.

Personal accounts by Holocaust survivors describing
their expericnces as they fought against al} odds to preserve their
own lives and often the lives of family and friends are always of
interest and often fascinating and illuminating. Some, like Eli
Wiesels Night or Primo Levis Survival in Auschwitz bave deserv-
edly achieved classic status for their literary qualities as well as for
their historical and human interest. Fragments, by Binjamin
Wilkomirski, is one of the most recent such memoirs. We are now
fast reaching a point where new accounts of survival will cease.

The ways one person was able to survive were many and
varicd, and depended on geographic and social factors as well as
basic questions of, among others, age, sex, and character. Luck, of
course, was essential, Run Easr is u gripping account of the
remarkable adventure of Jack Pomerantz {or Yankel Pomeranice, as
tie was born during a Polish pogrom in 1918).

P survived by escaping from Poland and out of
the huge European theater of war into those castern reaches where
there was, to be sure, no direct military action or conflict, but nev-
ertheless still clear threats and dangers. After he had initially “run
cast’” away from the German army's advance through Poland in
1939, his path to liberation and ultimate safety took him via Brest-
Litovsk into the Ukraine and thence to Saratov on the Volga, not
far from Stalingrad. He worked on a Soviet collective in Saratov
until the German army’s presence at Stalingrad sent him still fur-
ther east, namely to Tashkent. Here he worked in a military facto-
ry finishing the den tops of sewing machines and assuaging

expanding The Sunflower. As the many responses prove, there is
Ro casy answer to the question, “What would I do?"The question
will continue to be timely until we recognize the: humanity of
every individual. Until that day, The Sunflower should be read by
every high school and college student, and cvery adult,

Katherine Quimby Johnson

Saul Friediinder speaking with Raul Hilberg before his lecture,

his hunger through extra from pilfering and
smuggling, “Capitalist activities” obliged him to flee from the
NKVD first to another Uzbek collective not far from Tashkent and
then to Alma-Ata, Here he met friends. from his home town of
Radzyh and learned that his brother Moshe was still alive
Rounded up by Soviet guards, Pomerantz was sent to Siberia. After
many adventures, changes of identity, a marriage, and many close
calls, Jack Pomerantz wound up in a Polish uniform, fighting the
retreating Germans After a number of years living in Austria, he
emigrated to the United States.

These adventurous years arc described by Lyric
Wallwork Winik, who recorded hours of narration and interviews
with Pomerantz. Run East is an effective, readable, and informative
account of a remarkable story of survival. I recommend it highly.

) David Scrase
University of Vermont
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HOLOCAUST
STUDIES

AT IHE ONEVERSITY GE VEEMONT

Livia Bitton-Jackson. I Have Lived a Thousand Years: Growing
up in the Holocaust, New York: Simon & Schuster Books for
Young Readers, 1997, 224 p. Cloth $I700. ISBN 0-689-81022-9.

The outline of the story is familiar: incremental loss of free-
dom and possessions at the hands of local authorities, in this case
Hungarian; a forced move to the ghetto, transport to Auschwitz;
forced labor; scparation from family members; the chance en-
counters and risks taken that made survival possible.

Livia Bitton-Jackson. author of Elli: Coming of Age in
the Holocast, has retold her story, addressing it specifically to the
third generation, in hopes that the young will believe in the reality
of the Holocaust and prevent its recurrence. The division of this
work into thirty short, titled chapters accompanied by a chrenicle
of family events, highlights of Holocaust chronology, and a glos-
sary of foreign terms helps make the work accessible to its intend-
ed audicnce.

But brevity and structural simplicity are secondary to the
cffectiveness with which Bitton-Jackson, born Elli L. Friedman,
draws the reader into her story. She begins by depicting herself as
a typical thirteen year old, complete with a crush on an older bay,
& strained relationship with her mother, and ambitions for the
future. Elli is prone to the usual adolescent outbursts of extreme
emotion and language: shetl rather die than have ber classmates
see her wearing a yellow star, and when she must give up her pre-
cious, anridden bicycle, she screams, “Let them kill me, I was not
going to let them take my new bike!™

Compare that reaction with Ellis response to her fathers
departure for a Hungarian forced labor camp. The evening before
she is too overwhelmed by emotion to express any of the thoughts
that run through her mind. She asks to be woken in the morning,
but wakes herself only in time to see her father’s silhouette as the
transport moves away from the ghetto The resulting hysterics
result fror pure grief and loss: “T know what T wanted to tell my
father in the moments of parting, and T was robbed of thosc
moments™ Her father died in Bergen-Belsen, two weeks before it
was liberated.

The loss of her father is great, because he had been Elits
chicf support in the face of her mother’s criticism. 1t is her father
who tells her “..ambition is sometimes more important than abil-
ity. You can sometimes accomplish more with ambition than abili-
ty”” As her story opens, Elli's ambition is to be a poet. She saves her
cherished notebook of poems from the flames that destroy all the
papers in the ghetto, only to realize that in the face of the system-
atic degradation of her people, her few pages mean nothing. From
that moment Ellis ambition is directed toward survival

As they mowe from Aunschwitz- to the work camp
Plaszow, and back to Auschwitz, the relationship between Elli and
her mother changes. Each cnables the other to survive, whether
through encouragement, bullying, or decisive action. Ellis intense
desire not to be separated from her mother leads her to take risks,
including one that her from port to the gas ch
and sends them both on a work detail to Augsburg, where they
receive humane treatment. By the time they return to their home
village of Samorin, Ellis mother accepts her as an equal. For her
part, Elli has learned that there is more to mothering than cuddling
and tenderness.

1

The language Bitton-Jackson uses is concrete and con-
cise. She is a master in the use of telling details, from the sound of
thousands shivering during Zéhlappell to the sight of red corpses
in a green cornficld after their transport from Auschwitz is strafed
by an American plane. Her description of reaction to the sight
of menstrual blood on the legs of the girl next to her carefully
bleads normal emotions-—embarrassment, relief that she’s not the
one in this position—with those peculiar to the situation—-"She
might cven get shot for bleeding. Does menstruation constinute

botage?™ This precision of language gives EIis story immediacy
and is the source of its power.

The spare language precisely deseribes life in the camps,

from unexpected meetings with cousins, and the reunion with her

brother in Milhldorf/Waldlager, to the casual or deliberate brutali-
ty of the guards, and the small acts of kindness on the part of

gers (a hinist in Augsburg slips ber seraps of blank paper
for her writing).

Occasional Japses into the abstract, such as the descrip-
tion of the new arrivals to Auschwitz as “an army of robots ani-
mated by the hysterics of survival,” are noticeable for their rarity,
The language is even almost adequate to convey the § prek
sibility of the Holocaust. Older inmates tell the new arrivals that
the smoke comes from burning bodies. Undergoing punishment,
Elli watches the children of Lodz march in the direction of the cre-
matoria. But it is only after she returns to Samorin with her moth-
er and brother that she realizes the magnitude of the destruction.
Of Samorins five hundred Jews, thirty-two youths and four adults
returned. After the family sits shiva for her father, she writes,“Now
we know all the others are not coming home cither™

The story only falters at the end, as Eili's description of
her arrival in America with her mother and brother dissolves into
cliches. But these are minor quibbles about an otherwise master-
ful work.

The publisher recommends this book for ages 12 and up.
I'm not sure how muny twelve-year-olds | would give this book to,
but I highly recommend it for anyone high school age or above,
Ellis story is an unforgettable contribution to the literture of the
Holocaust for young people.

Katherine Quimby Johnson

Saul Friediander, David Scrase, Director of Holocaust Studies, and
Jonathan Huener, Visiting Assistant Professor, History




