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Lising o caye stndy of official representafions of the Holocause in the Federal

Regulilic of Gerpramy, we addrecs the ways im which collective semory con

steing pafitical claim-making. In contrast to the commoniy held views hat

the past is either davable or allealde, we characterioe collective memory

i politival calture oy an PREMTTE process af negatiarion through time. We
distingieish berveeen mythic and rational pelitical eultwral logics, and delin-

cate techanisms throwgh wiicl thexe ovics operate ar copstraines: aboa

and profition, dete and vequoremens. Witk these coneepraal distinetionsy,

we deseribe tramsformarioos inthe swemery of the Holovaust gy @ conxtriin

i Crerstran poditival culire,

l n the spring of 1981, West German Chan-
collor Helmut Schmidt was returning
Fromm o teip 1o Sand Arabin donng which he
badd peeotioled the sale of West German
Leapard 2 tonks 1o the Soudi govermment
The fssue was especially delicate, not only
hecause of 1he vsual problems of Western
Mideast  palicy b hecanse of
Germiny s “special™ relationship with Tsrael
(Peutachkron 1991 Feldmnn 1954 Walli-
sohn 1988 Memory of the Holocaust had
alwaiys complicated Germany's stance on s
vucli prollemes, and the ades of Erasl’s sworn
enemy ncquiring West Germun tunks raised
the hackles of Germany watchers the world
over. schimudt. however, was recaleitrant. Fo
him, the spportunity to deal with another
govermnenl withowt repard o the German
past was especially noportant for the “nor-
milization”™ of German politics that he
sonirht both domestically and imernatonally

alsi

" Direct all corcespondence w Jellrey K, Olick,
Department of Sociology, Fayerseather Hall, Co-
lumbia Ulniversity, New York, N7 10027 (kos
Columbia.edud, An early versivo of this paper
was presealed at tee [995 annual meeting of the
Aamerlcan Sociological Assecislion held 1o Wazh-
ington, DO We are grolelul Tor helpful sen-
ments from Karen Barkey, Wendell Bell. Prisvilly
Fergusen, Kelly Moore, Franvescs Polleli, Juvee
Robbing, Guenther Botly, Bary Schwarlz, Allan
Silver, previous ASE Edilor Pauls England, pre-
vious ASRE Depuly Editor Charles Tilly, and the
anvymous A8 reviewers,

Fsrmeli amd world reactions,
schmidt reporiedly procluimed Ul West
Cierman toreign policy should no longer be
“held hostage” to Auschwitz (Wolttfsohn
198R:-42)

From the immediate postwar perod o the

Angered by

present, powerful images ol the Nugd past
have shaped West Germany. Vitwally every
mstithnanal arrangement and substantive
policy is 3 response, in some sénse, (o
Genmany s memory of those Bateful venrs
I'he Holocaust, moreover, has long been the
standard for evaluating German political de-
tivityy indeed, 85 some critics have com
plained, Germany hax a past that, for whar-
ever reason, will nol pass wway (Nolie 1987).

Both Schmidt's purperted statement and
the general lament that the burdens of the past
reach inappropriziely into the prasant are ver-
pacuiar claims aboul how the past sffcets us,
or in more seciologicsl terms, how collective
memary works. West German commentators
anid politicians have oftan regarded the MNazi
past as-an ncluctable. burden, one beset by
and working through the mystical force of
taboo. This view is similar to scholarly ap-
proaches that emphasize the enduring power
ol traditions W shape the present (Shils 19810
In contrast, many theorists of social memory
have favored a presentist approach, seeing
images of the past as the surategic hand-
maideny of contemporary nesds {Hobshawm
annd Ranger 1983). Much recent work on so-
cial memory, however, argues [ora more
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compley view of the relation between past
and present in shaping collective memory
(Schudson 1992: Suhwartz 1991, Trouillot
L8495, Lernbavel [1994); Colleetive memory,
as in Bergson's ([ 1896] 1991) philosophical

critigue. shonld be seen as an active process
of sense-inuking through time

I this paper we analyze the soocalled ta-
hoos of the German pusl in order o under
sland more precisely how the remembered
pasl shopes and constrams the present. and

viee versa, Whal does of mean 1o sav that the
Holocaust creates tabuoos 1€ u.‘l'ln:m. politics
Hive do endwring images of the past interact
wilh [rresent necds 10 '.|'|..|[1|,.' ||||i|ii._':|| IR
tuiities amd homes! Jaeowbar o Ferent wervs
e the rewembered past constrain the
freevent, and widler Wwhat civcumstances arn

Sl cam sttty frones fo v file

NEW POLITICAL CULTURE ANATLYSIS
ANDTHE INTERPRETIVE TURN

Tev il followime discus

01, We pPropose o
distinetin hetween ditferent kinds of cul-
tural  constroeis: those  which perale
Seythically™ folten assoerated with the
power of the past over the present) and those
which operate “mstrumentally™ (often asso-
chated with (he power of the present aver tu
pasty. We moke this distinction i order 1o
unierstand more elewrly the operation of col
levhve memaory - the conceplually and polin-
cilly meiiated pase To do this, we tum 1w
recent work oo politieal culiure, which |

problematized the tssue ol cultural constraint
in o oway that can illuminale some of the
turkier features of German strugeles with
memary and of collective memiory in gen-
eral, h

In classic works on political development
pobitical scrennsts described politica

| culipre
Both policcal culiore and collecive imemory
ure pvergencralizing concepts: Polili

il culiures
und collective memories are always muluple. di-
vurae, und Hlued, warh different instiiutonal Delds
(Bourdicu 1993 nperating according b
rulus und iMeracting with cach other in dilferene
and shilumg ways, We refer mainly (o elile public

discourse, althourh we situate thal Bscourse
wilhin others as much ss possible, We make no
assumprian thar elite: versions are the polieal
culture or eollective memory per e, only tha
thuw are dominant versions of euch,
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2% aggregate patterns ol

Wetca! orien
ard political oulcomes { Almond
and Verha 1963, 19800, Peliical culture

amalysis therefome wis an attempt to measure

the sabfective und W ariroe for (s importance
in palitical fife—namely (o its role in main
liming democratic institutions. Tn an alterna-
Live view, sititodes were sesp Qs "|'i.r'!""”'|'

ey | L e e Lo L= PR o |
menal, as more expressions of (orat the very

least tooks for) the more real—that s, opiee-
five—social structure,

Inrecent years, interpretive sociul scien-
tisls have reinvented the concept of politival
culiure (Bakel 90 Barezin 1994, Brint
T99a: Hune 1984 Somery 199%). In contrast
o elder reductionisms (o bath the suhjectiy
sith Ml earhier poliical culture ticory: andl

those who snswered 1t by de emphasizing

v political culture analysts de
¢ netther nurrowly as subjectve
ey, or attitudes, nor disdam fully s

qomnenal, bur broadly as the svimbolic

al all socral sk Culture 15 -

mve nid as embodied i

e
SV IO s g patlerns ol meaning
AL ander 1990 1t 1s PErvisIYEe

Ly noreculiursl concepializations, politics

tsotten modeled g o strneple over resources

s

b on exogenously delned interests il

new polincal culture analysis, In

WYET, 1T 15

wrpued that such approaches beg the origiml

n (CGeerte [973),

-\.ilul'L‘.\:l.l.l'.l U ieresn [Orm
Wil Dife dsoan on
v political cule

Y M _||'|I,|. [l

l‘l:‘l.'ll'::-_' il

g repn rliechive

¢oamitlyals focus

tical acts succeed or Tl

¢ matenal advantage, but in-
I Y produce, re-
produce, or change identities. The suuggle

lor posiion sl constitules polibics, rthere

e how, i doing so

fure, is aiways simultaneops|y slrategic and
cOonsniulive
lo appreciate the constiuiive role of po-

litieal culture in SOCLIRL prowcsses, scholars

havi focused on politics as claim-mukin

meaning both rthar claams are important and

¥ TMNCSCL

i itical
are claims of sorts (Buaker 1990 Hune

Nonetheless: the empliasis on claim-

that-even seemingl

making should not be misunderstood us =
Hmitless voluntar mix- meiaphors
from Austin and {1 irx, peopladot
WITh Wards, but pol In-Circumsiy

ven chonsimng

hings
ox of thair

> Both the words themselves

and the situgtions m which they are deploved

COLLECTIVE MENE®

are structured b wa
vidual cognition, vo
understand polineal
therefore, s i look
political welocs o te
pussible claims and
ity of their effects,
Folivical caliure,
gyvmthalic strieturin,
fhad v celwinvs o cone
Inticad moment; the o
Py B e gresg i
and lagics af politica
partivalar sellings ¢
culture s can be
survey analvsis: ins
vated, oheerved, o
terms as euliure. As
lerprelive methodol
1o recover the somet
changing rules thal
By clinms maede by
rll.'lll."ll' I'I!'i'lrlil.:lll'l.:
Clontral o ol o
Creriman pask and pre
e recognition that |
static svstems—Iha
histories, Pulitical o
el proeess, ol ilet

ar o oee-and - tor-al

S adthoweh poblie o)
clement i polineal o
i s politieal cull
Ui 15 subjective,
tersubjective: they ©
Lalogical orders and |
shrategics, Second, 2l
spund to thelr recepic
Q- Lo Ong \_';I:'IITI!."C]'I\'ITEE
wcul cullure and s recy
pasliliceans (ry [ (g
merens examples of
slunce, contradicn pb
liv opinicn is nol a
populuity (that is, o
ppinivn concerns pk
pelilical colture, ot
leasl awn dnrerpretatic
conllute the public an
aboul anissue g notr
U government™s a
L sope survey data
sucs by il lustrations, &
cal cullure, which d
mopular culiure, and |




COLLECTIVE MEMORY AND CULTURAL CONSTRAINT

are structured in ways thar rranscend ndi-
vidual cogmition, vohinon, and conrol. To
understand political action as mcaningful,
therefore, s W look al the claims made by
political actors in terms of the structure of
possible claims and the structured possihil-
iy af their effects,

Palirical rulture, ax newly concedved, is the
symbofie structuring of the clafm-making
that iy edwervs @ constituive pare of any po-
titical moment, the analyvsis of palitical cul-
tieve 5 the artempr o understand the patterny
and fowiey af political claim-making both for
preritedar settings and generally. Polhitical
culture thus can be measured only crudely by
survey analysis: instead. 1 most be cxea-
vited, observed. and interpreted ot own
termis as culture. As aresult, we employ an
witerpretive methodology here, one that seeks
1o recover the sometimes hidden and always
changimg rules that constram (and are shaped
by i clims made by political actors o par
leular moments,”

Central 1o our effort o understand how the
Gernn past and present shape cach other is
thie recogmtian that politieal culiures are pol
shatic systems—Ilual is, stuctures without
histonies. Political culture is alwavs o histon
cal process, not a determinae sel ol relations
of a once-and- for-all definiion of the situa-

’ Althaugh poblic opininn can be an Hporiam
element in pohineal culmwres, 1 s not the same
thing sy political culeure, Inthe first pluce, publc
opinion is subjective, whercac polincal culture 1=
intersubjecive: they thus belong o dilferent on-
ological orders and reguire different analylicul
strategies. Second, elite-produced symbols do re-
spend 1o their reception in public opinion, bBut no
oie lo-ane corresponidence exiag hetween poliu-
cil culture and its reception, no matter how much
politicians try o jmprove their "pumbers.” Nu-
merous examples of oiticial svmbolism. for in-
stamce, contradict public opimon. Moreover, pub-
lic opinton is not a siraighiforward measure of
populiaity (that is, of non-slite beliefe), Pubhc
opinion concerns public palitical issues, ac does
political colture, bat surveys of aniades (or at
least owr Interpretations of those surveys) oficn
conflate the public and the privare: {Ine’s amitude
about an issue is ot necessarilv what one expects
the government’s attitude 10 be. Whilz we refer
o sorme survey data and to some extrapolitical is-
ates as illustrations. we focus primarily on polit-
cal eultupe, which differs from public apinion,
pupular cullure; and the private sphers

o, Clarm-making by actors in political
contexis is conditioned by significant pasts
as well as by meaningtol presents: if is al-
ways path-dependent, though not necessarily
in ohvioos ways, This poial calls our atten-
tion o historical events of definitive impor
tance, to how broad parameters are fixed or
transformed at I"ﬂTT[\'.'lll-'ir mements, ind 1
how those moments manifos! themselves ar
are iovoked dilferently in subseguent <¢on
lexis. Conceiving of collective memeory a8
part of a political cultural process thus rem-
edies the presupposiional temdency L view
it eather as an unchanging ad delioitive past
or #x pure strutegy. always malleable in the
prreseinl

MYTHIC AND RATIONAL LOGICS OF
CULTURAL CONSTRAINT

As mentioned above, political commentitars
in Germiny Frequently characrerize the Ger-
man past as imposing lahoos. Cften they do
g0t emphastee both that a pacticalar image
of the Nagi past is considered sacred (one in
which Germany is a uniquély horrible and
burdened histortcal perperrator) and that this
image works in inscreutable (read “illegiti-
mite’) ways. Below, we seck to redeem the
insight provided by this taboo label while
avoiding the more polemical slant: the role
of collective memory 15 mare highly diler-
entiated than such @ blunket characterization
allows. To do this, we specify two ways in
which collective memory operateés as a con-
straint; by proscription (theough taboos and
prafibitions) and by preseription (theough
duries and reguirements).

Praseription: Tabovs and Prohibitions

The concept of tabot as urlicoelated by an-
thropulogisis includes, first of all, reference
e some sort of avoidance practice (Doualas
1966; Pelinka 1994 Steiner 1936). All soci-
eties specifv objects, conditions, people,
practices, lopies amd ideas that are aveided
under certain circumstances. Moreover. such
aveidance is normerely pracucal or morally-
neutral: rather. the designated objeet is
rreared #s dangeroos: disgusiing, dirty, mor-
ully repugnenl. contagious, degenerate, or as
embodyvinz some combination of these
qualities:
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Anmher core sense of taboo concerns s
conlraveniion. Violanng a taboo s not sim-
ply an error o an expense. It is a transgres
sion or o pollulion. Under some circum-
stances i0is socially Cor Literally } deadly; on-
tler others it 15 survivable, but not withou!
some redempiive or cleansing effor

These usapes show that certain cultural el
ements operale as mechansmy of demarea-
ticn and constraint, and that these operations
play pivotal roles in maintaining the syin-
borlie boundaries specified by a given society
(Crovglas 19%66). Beeswse tahoos help ser
terms of discourse und boundarnes of wden-
tity, they are central 1w the major concern of
palitical colture analysis: the constramis on
ithat is, e strocionmnge of o claim making in
conciele h'L'HiII},‘;\'.

ometheless, we wgue older conceptual
prahons must be relined in two wavs belore
they cun eomiribine o the problem of collec
Ii'\"_' PRI IS fhs I.'|.|“|||.'|| carnstrant II[‘\.I in
alder conceptualizstions, taboos are nnder
stood muinly in terms of socinl reprodoetion
ol aleeady comstinued and coherent systems
Ly comtrist, we arpune that we need o
listoriciae meaning sysiems, 10 analyvee them
moterms of constitubive wold transformative
moments. We emphasize, therelore, the Lem-
poral dimension of taboos and their enact
renls, Tahoes may he foundatuonal, but to
varving degrees they ure developing struc
tures;: The Holocaust may create uboos in
West Cierrman polincal culture, but these un-
Foaldd alemye complex ragectones through tume
and space,

Second, much literature reats tahoo as 1
it were part of so-called “deep structure”
tSlciner | #5600 According to this view, La-
boos maniles! themaelves as prohibitions in
concrete settings (Frewd 1946), We disagree
with this mapping of deep structure/munifos
enactment omte the concept of taboo and pro-
Lilsitivn. Tedoos and prohibitions are nor ley-

els (e siraciures verius manifestations) of

the sante phewomenci, bul refer o distiner
varteries of caltural constraint.

Tahoos operate through a mythic logic,
such logic i3 especially imporant in defin
ing mterests because 1L demarcates identities
and mobilizes passion about them in suas
ritwalistic forms, Taboos involve moral prin-
ciples and definitional claims that are beyond
debate. oot becanse no sliermatives exist but

hecanse these 15sues are not decided by cu-
iment. ‘taboos are usaollv obdu-

'
i

¥ oy change gradually or may be
ransformed dramaticelly, but they make
their claims as abselutes. One dous nob de-
hate with i raboo: one either obeyvs or trans-
RIES50S - ["I'-.._'|'|'|'||:|i"'|\

Prohibitions, in contrasl to tiboos, opetare
through appeals to calculative rutionality and

[ 'i: g F“-"'.I'--H. COnsts

tuted interests. Thetr
method v rationality, and their goals are

mundane, Here the roles of advantage and
maneuver applyv. A mujor diTerence hetween
taboos and prohibitions s that in the cise ol
prohitinions positons and plans are uban-
doned whin they are no longer tactically use
ful or when they are refuted with valid argu
ments: Prolubation s a paolities ol EXITENCY.
nof of Passion

Prescripiion: Duies and Beguirements

Constramnt, of course, mvolves more than

proschpiion. Without

e ordering ol the

sescial flivs. action 15 impossible. By con

strmpmy the range of apnons [or actors
situations, culture ulso enables them tooact in

the first pla 0 moake conseitative und in-

strumental chinms, By extension we cm

Iaging positive commelates to taboo and pro
hibition—prescriptions 10 addition o pro
scriptions, A taboo proscribcs (defines what

15 absolutely unacceprablel whereus o duty o

an ohligation prescmibes what s absolutely
necessary. A prohibiiion restnicls: a reguire
ment enjours. The relution of these concepts
15 displaved in Figure |

In contrast to the common argunerts thal

the Holocsus: 15 raboo or

reates taboos in
German politics, we helieve it 15 useful o
SpeCIy 3

K

i differentiate the Holocaost's con-

irion and development, and thi
tenint in Gern
tical colture. we distinguish be
tween tabeos and pr o, durtes and re

guirements, and more 2enerally bepween the

aap batween the upper and the lower

| indicates that contravention s

ot rather, il
or transformanon of, culiursl
ention 5 of 8 difTereml
order from, but i related Lo, proseoption and pre-

sCription

of cultural o

= & fosponss

CONSIrain. Thus contra

COLLECTIVE MEMC

(e}
COPERATION

Prageripfions
Whial may ol e

Prascriptions
Whal rost be dor

Contravention
How the conslizmml e o

Flgnree 1. Types of Colin

operation of the past s
constrimt, Below, ¢ol
Irade the aperations ol
straind in Cierman poli
thal vodeestanding (e
the two g well as the
i crnend Tor untangli
Coerman politieal cul
Phevigeh Liepe,

HOLOCAUST MYT!
RATIONALITY IN C
POLITICAL CULTL
Adthousel the Holocm:
a5 i theological momie
hension, it certainly m
crls peessares on Gern
moral ungraspahilicy,
man politics 1s ool e
exerts s power in G
will see, bolh mythics,

Strategy and Morality
(rerman Refabilitatin

Iin the Late 19408 and e
ing Federal Republic
tered many serious pr
the Mart past. In add
physical devasiation, C

* The following aecou
atic survey and analysis
and statements by, pove
agencies conceining lhe
of West German hislory |
our examples o thal o
thedr value inilluslrating -
about diffevent Kinds of
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MODE Raticna! Mythic
Celculative, interested, excgonously | Moral, canstiutive, andogenous,
i causad, mundane, siralegic projective. dafinitianal
Proscriptions ? g B
-} Profubi la
What may nat be done (-} Prehibifion {=) Taboo

Prescriptions
What musl be dona

1+ Heguiramoni

{+} Duty"Obhigation

Comlravention
Heww the nonstraint is overcome

(=) Refutabon

(=) TTEI'IEJ;FEE&IUII

Figare 1. Types of Colturnl Constraint

aperation of the past as eatranal wod sli
constraint. Below, concrete examples illus
trate the operalions of the two types of con-
straint 10 Geoman political colture. We arpue
that understanding the differenees belween
the two—as well as their puerpotual overlap

i crocial Tor untangling the complexines of
Gieronan political culture as 1t 15 realized
trough time.”

HOLOUALST MY TIEAND
RATEONALITY TN GERMAN
MOLITICAL CULTURE

Adthough the Fldocaust i freguently viewed
as o thealosieal moement beyoend all compre

hension, W centainly makes demands and ex-
ety pressures on German socieryt despite its
moral ungraspabilicy, drs operation in Ger-
mian polines is not inelfuble. The Holocawst
exirls s power in German politics, as we
will see, both mythically and ranonally.

Strafepy and Morality in
Crerman Relabilitation

In the late 12405 and early [934s, the emerg-
ing Federal Fepublic of Germany encoun-
tered many serions problems deriving from
the Mazi pust. Tn wldition to the pervasive
physical devastation, Germans faced a moral

4 The follawing account 1% bused on o sysiem
atic survey and analysas of wll mujor issues for.
and stalements by, government inewmbents and
agencics concerning the Mazi past over 30 vears
of West German histary (Olick 19030, We choose
our examples from that more systemade study oo
their value in ilhnsteating our concepluad argument
about different kinds of cultral construinl,

crisis of perhaps nnprecedented proportions.
Adlied ocenpatiom furees confronted the de
feaed and desuwoyved German populace with
the ¢rimes it had supported, in settmges ins
cluding early forced tours of concentration
camps, “recducation” propaganda, and the
trighs of leding political and military Ligures
al NWurcmberg. All Germans in the Western
somes of occupation who had been of lepal
age during the Naz period were reguired
fill our guestonnaines that were used s the
hasis for “denesification” proceedings. A
“had™ classification was supposed 1@ mein
exelusion from all kinds of public sarvice,
although this system wis viewed as o tray
eity hy ]':r.'L.'l:-.';!'H} ull sides {Brochhagen
1994; Fricdrich 1994),°

Despite notorious cases i which foomer
Mazis of various stripe manuged W gain po-
litical power 1n the oew government,
Germiny's new leaders had largely opposed
the Nuxis, A central feature of the new Fed-
eral Republhic's polhimeal colmre was ils anti-
Nazi stance, ar least pfficially. The st ma-
jor manifestation of this commitment was the
Rasic Law of the Federal Republic, which
went inte effect in September 1949 In Lhe

* Many Germuns regarded e entive process as
capricinus: “Hig fish” often ¢seaped punishment
hecause the requircmems {or prusecution were
stricter 2nd the politieal pressures: greater, while
“small fsh™ were more custly given a "bad" clas
sification. '(On the other hund, the sxstem was
widely corrupt. and many managed o arrange
dubions exculpanons. Furthermure, the Allied at
timnde toward CGerman puilt changed dramatically
as the oold war hepan: they saw g shill away from
suilt as escential 1o winmng Germans: over to the
West, and 2arlier policies of blume and punish
nrent thereby Became inexpodient,




Jectism af the past, B was created as a 1

020

waords of constitutional historian Jiireen
Serfart, “The Basic Law . .. manifesls 8 re-

wark [hal was supposed o make itnpossible
what happened in Germuny ul the end of the
Weimar Republic and after 19337 (Seifer
|5RE=40

The Basic Taw miy be read as a theory of
Crecian bistery, Throogh both bis form and
s content 1 identilied “eauses” of the go-
called “catastraphe™ of the Germuan past.”

Chese meluded, most prominently, electonl
pravisions that hid allowed tor tfragmenta
tion dl the political center, wn nadequate ted
eralism that had enalled a concentrtion of
power, msiticient means o fight radicalism
aml provisions on bhuman rights expressed
ety Lo the e of the older Wei

document, The Basie Laswe of the Federal Re
pubhic and subsequent lepislution volved
these prablems de jure

lugdewd, the rhetoric of early leaders s
pecrally bt ol the venerable Chancellos
Konrad Adennver—ocmphasizsed thar these
constinunenal provisions rectificd the prob-
b that had allowed Germany to be “se-
dueed” by “hamds of ermminals” This new
constutution, Adenauer arpued, combined
with o more general conumibment 10 West-
ern” values and mstuotons aod withy repara-
Hons o Israel (hinalized m 1953, protected
the new Germuany from the problems of its

past, These wstitutional aod politieat-cnl
rearientations established the Federal Rey

e T
R e b

lie il Geermiany as o “reliable na
Leal metaphor of the center-fight government
of the 1950,

West Germany as u polily could not do cer-
lam things because of the Nasi poast. AL s,
the Federal Repoblic could not have an aony.
When the Cold War hegan, the Allies moved
quickly to realmn West Germany as a bulwark
against the Soviets, Even wilth u new mili-
Lury, however, hielligerence or anvthing but
defensive operations within the termitory of
MNATO {formed hutery was simctly out of the
question, As we will see, the complexinzs of

UThe deseriprion of the Nazi vears as 2 “gulys-
brophe —tirsr popularized in an importent exsay
by the renowned German histosian Friedrich
Meineeke (193(h—implies & natwal disaster
yomdl human Somira] that sweeps oeer o landseape.
Asguch, it evokes inevitability ruther than colpa-
bility,
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a German military role becwine especially
poignant an international conflicts in the
e rly 1990s, specifically in debates over
Germany's confribution o the Gulf War and
to United Nations pracckeeping missions

0. knowledge of MNazi atrocitics
as well as the stundards of the “community
of nations” made anti-Semitism anachema to
the new state, West Germany was con-

MMTEAT

to support Farael unfailingly, ul-
th frequently e did 50 only under vagi-
s Torms of duress orwith substantial com
plaim {Deuwtschikoon 1991 Feldman 1980
Waolftsohn 985, Throughow the 1950,
West Germany worked hard to establish dip-
Immabie relations with Israel, though Tsrael
continually refused, Only after the Lichmann

trind of 1901 —in many respects o catharte

maoment for lsrael in accepting the Holooaus
us part of its history (Segev 1993 )—<id
ol ready
matl rebations with West £

sulTicienl i ol Israeh leaders e

or such *n

yothat tie, however, West Germany
Witk Chaoght between two conflicting nnperi-
bves: s specal™ responsibility 1o lsroel
which led the Federil Republic to supply 1s
rael secretly with weapons afwer 1960) and
the so-called Hallstein doctrine (the prineiple
I West Giern

L wah

any would ot enterton vela-

When th

West Germany was discovered. Egypt soughi

weapons deul between [srael and

ey mamipulate West Germany by threatening

pleaded with Arab diplo-
Py r-'
G

mals o al rrtany s “Cspedial™ re-

sponsit by, but Egy

ayvpt nonetheless invited
% r Walter Ulbricht for a
state visil Wesl Goermany then announced s
al diplomatic reld-
rael now wanled rela-

L Gierman lead

miention to establish fon

with lsrael
1 0T support against Arab coun-
tries and viewed relations as Germany’s
moral oblization. Indecd, West German lead-
ers justified the move overwhelmingly in
maral terms rather than in the context of in-
ternational hanksmanship that ultimately led
e move obviously involved elements

¢ years, many acedermic and soctal
¢ were made difficult by the
sence of the past. Anthropology, for in
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i even boe i
Mazds had used |
chilly comcerning
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ciel o ddeal eonls:
constilutive gnd
discussion altoges
Thes Vegeral Hepu
povsmed inpapes
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CASUTY, 0L only Tor
ulser for the nation
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"&Ilhr‘-ugh tuny hi
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proved of the plun, ag -
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glance. was tainted by Narzi Hassenfehre
srongrhly, “racial stmdies™): cothanasia conld
not even he discussed because of how the
Maziz had veed it; and medical ethics, espe-
cially concerning the rules of genelic expern-
mentation. have heen even more problematic
in Germuny than elsewhere over the Tust de-
cades,

These constrained topics and acuvities are
not the same. however, nor do they draw on
the same lomes. Sometimes they draw onoin-
stevanental rativoality, anning at either mate-
Fial or ideal ends: at other times they invoke
consttutive and mythic foundanons or evade
disenssion altogerher, Farly an the history nf
the Federal Repoblic, West German leaders
pursued dmapes of the Nagi post and the
demuoeratic present with the exphcit purpose
ol regaining and expanding sovereignty I he
inetitonanal remedies” a5 well as many rhe-
learical performmnees, muy e cosily woder-
stoodd as rotional attempts o gain these ends.
A issue such gs reparations o lsrael, torin
atande, can be explaned i terms of caleula-
lve ratiomalily

O il vme hondd, e aernational weneht
ol such a gesture is clear enough. Never be
Fore hod a state undertaken such an extensive
“voluntary™ program too atone for the deeds
al o preceding regime Y On the othier hand,
the progeoim had o clear moral dimeasion,
Adenauer and other supporters of the mea
sure argued that some such gesture wWak nec-
essary, nol only Tor eymical rarsens d'drae bul
lsir for (he nution's moral stature in is own
eves. Adennuer rorely failed to convince
when he ¢lnimed o pedugogical purpose. Bt
even if we were 10 characterize reparalions
e Tarae] s u wholly siratemie mancuver, the
aelion’s subsequent life us o symbol cannot
be explained entirely in terms of the instru
mental rationality that might have brooght
abowt, Symbols take on hves of their own
throwsh ununticipated conseguences. un-

P Altbough many Tistorigns and commentators
croestly delrpelors b negue thol the Allles forced
the Germauns into this move, Wolffaohn (1928
amang others, provides convincing evidence that
ihis wus nol he cose. Monetheless. the power of
the gesture is siill tungible for o state wishing to
recslablish ils place amuong “vivilized” nations.
The majority of (he population,; however, disap-
proved of the plun, as did a substantiad poerion of
Adenader’s eabinet,
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avondable polysemy. and their subsequent
i which s imedoeible o provenance.
No matizr how intensely disputed the plan
had been at the time, later West German lead
ers referred (o these reparations as A shining
micrment ol German malional rectimle.

In the presence ol material restitution and
institutional realignments (constitutional
protections coupled with a vociterous com
mitment to “Wesrern” valves and security
pohicies), leaders of the pew state acted s il
the concrete burdens of the Nazi period had
been remedied. Indeed. the rhetoric of the
1950s 15 often surprisingly impudent, When
occasion arose e address the Nazi past,
Adlenaer and his associates always cinpli-
sized that this was no longer @ concern for
Germany. Any other position, they argued.
would smply an acknowledgment of collec-
tve el On secasions of wnii-Semitic oul-
breaks, Adenauer belittled pecusations that
therd were any serious anti -Semites in Cer
many.’

Ias a long-stamding commonplace of po-
litieal commentary and contemporary histo-
riography that the 1950s was o period ot

* O Imefeed, such an acknowledpment had been
major discussion point in peganations over the
Wiedergumachune (raparations). Israeli leader
Mavid Ren-Ciorion indasted on it as essential
Adenaner steadfastly refesed (Deotschkron
R

T In respanae 1o anacks on the avnagosue in
Caoloene and the pencral wave of ant-Seminc
vandalism in the winter of [958-1939, Adenauer
spoke a5 follows in a special racio address deliy-
ered on January [6eh, 19600 “To all of my Ger-
nran fellow citizens Tsav: [F von carch a hoadliom
anywhere. punish him an the spot and give hima
sound thrashing. Thar is the punishmemt he has
earmed * Adenaver's paint wag that these artacks
were the work of children and provided ne insighe
inte, or evidence of, fenping anti-Semitism. He
went on to dismiss concerns abroad ahour the
state of German socicty: “To our oppanegnts
abroad and doubters abroad T say. the unaniminy
of the entire German people in the condemnation
of anti Semitism and of Mational Socialism has
shown itself in the most complete and steonzest
way imaginable. " One assumes e i rafer-
ring to solid rejection of extremist partics in elec-
tions. The German people has shown rhat
these thoughts and tendencies have no foundation
in 3.7 In light of the events that spurred this state
ment, Adenaver’s claims appear to be at least
somewhat overconfident
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aveidance and demal of the past (GreilTen-
hagen wnd Greiffenhagen 1993: Mitscherlich
and Mitscherlich 19671 Some of this be
havior clearly instrumuental ratipnality
YWhen the past makes one look Dad (wmd thus
restricls tne’s present possibalities), one em-

phasizes the present or the future. Much of

this. however, extemls 1w deeper issnes n
wvislved with identity formation and the
protlematics of selt-understanding

For muost people, the extent of Nazi inlu-
manity was sulTicicnt reason o reject official
anti-Senutism, bhul privately mos Germans
woere predceupied with thelr own dilficol
situalions and Tosses, and old aachinents
died band.'" Thi depree of self-absorption
and denial in the Tace ol horrors “commined
m the name of Germuony® s however, diffy
call 1o appreciate even given the ¢ircums-
stunces.'= Tndecd, ot this early pomt, there

e e
" recent yeus, soane sehiolars lave disagpreed

with this judgment, Foone the cemer, Weber and
atenhach (19848 wrgue il West Germany did an
admirahle job ol prosccutiog Nas or
within the rle of Lisw umd jis steictures, From
ther vight, Lol (19830 states thal o certain de

minal

prees of collective wnuesan was esiential for the
legitimie ol the new stle n the 19505 Bven
e poledicslly, Kitel (995 arpues, contrar
fo the comuson vies, Ul carly West Oerman
leaders were overwhelmngly precccupied with
confronting the pust, although he equates men
lioning the pust {even L deny 1) with “mastes
ing™ il Also see Mocller ¢ 156,

o 1947 aurvey e West Germany ineluded
| ;:_.'l'-'-J
idea bodly reulized; 58 peecem of the respondents

the: statesient (hal nutlonal secialiom wy

agreed. lo 19535, 48 percent of respondents agreed
that witloul the war, Hider wounld have been one
of Gerniany s gredtese statesmen | Klessmann
LOSTY, Ax recenlly as 1945 when re apondertts o
a poll wery usked “Was the expulsion of the Ger-
maws frean the East juse as preal a crime tisl
humanity us the Holocanst agamst the Jews?™ 36
percenl ef wll Germans (40 percent of those over
age 03 nnwwercd ves {Moeller 1996)

In 1950 the German Jewish expatinte phi-
lusopher Hunnah Arendr docomented this phe-
noienon in the American lewish magazine Com-
mentary. She deseribed the celf-absorbed and de-
fensive renctiens she encountered when she re-
veabed vy inp o Germany that she was a Ger-
man Jew:

This 35 wsuully followed by a little embarrssed
pauze; and then comes—unel a personzl auestion
such ws “Where did you go afler voo lell Gers

was i radical o
between the liies of the government and

of the gencral population to “come o 1erms”

juncture in many respects

with the Nazi pertnd.’” The government
thought it had to be careful nol 1o Fall oo Far
oual of step with the people’s attitudes. This
B one resson Adenauer

Ior rejecling
. o (| (ST R — . 1 g -
theses of collectivg _-.'If ow could he gain

the necessary domestic support for his new

povernment it it loaded significunt segments
ul the populaton with a burden of eguilt, wi-
ther legal vr morul® Une reason tor denying

collecuve gulll is 1

b was stratepically o

digadvantage; an

s Ll 10 weas an e
able proposition For an expertly sguivo-

el

evasive papulation,

AL iy rute, the condittons ol the Federal
Republic’™s early vours—some the result of
predispositions  and  persistent  coltural
Medines, some unintentional, and some the
products of mttonal planming  set the rules
of the game Tor memory and culture For the

next half-century, The unwillineness w ac

cept collecuve gl was not simply o ratio

nal

mpt o avorld burdeos. but refleened
lerstand their own
imphication i what had f'l:ls'.-p-;'r'_u.'! I'his 1%

|..:'L'Ilh'i|=|\ nahy Iy 00 wund

mol (o say that collective goilt as a philo
saphically defensible position; we helieve 1
15 fHil. Most F'!l‘-.lr',::_'. however
1L oul o ||h| osophical com iction, rather,

died et reget

there is widesprend evidence that many Ger
man people —often obsessed with thetr own
victimhood—could not éve hnagine why
anyvone shoold think that collective guilt wias
Appropriate. :

vmpathy. sech 2 "What hoap

deluge ol stones

el (e

stiugh,

and 1f the abject

pens o be edoguied

cocd o deaw up oo bal

anec elwee [

flering and the sotfering

others. (Arendr 195

Lhe differences and the conngpelibion belween

pffcial and vernacul

A memory larm & cenlral

theme m cocial memory studies (see, for example.
Bodnar 1992: Kammen 1991, Waener-Paciftel

and Schwanz 1991}, On the problens of erdinany
people confronring
past, zocc Mitschar
fampus arouman
fered & pathol

“In 2 193

popalation ar

at is, nol conlronung) the
and Mitscherlich's (1967
er tho war suf-
By B0 mourm.”

nt of the
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The Mytho-Logics of Fdentity:
Perpetration and Denial

I'ne framing of historical oblipanons is quiie
evidenl in @ ranmber oF proscriptions il de-
veloped in regard two the representation of
past. Acknowledgments of collective guil
are prohibited in part on rational grounds:
bur they are incomprehensible withont an
aralysis of mylthic structures an German cul-
Lure, seane of which bridged the divide of
so-cialled “zero hour™ of 1945 These mvihag
siructures produced instrumentally unac
countable practices

T am exlensive study of offenl represen-
tntiona wf the Nas past in West Gernmany.,
Olick {1993} documented the varous
Wesr Cerman leaders dhscussed the Nan pe
rvdl, That stucdy reveals o pecoliar phenom.

WS

ciin: O all the secounts of e causes of L
Germah "catastrophe”—including exliem-
s, msulficient support tor the insttutions
ab the Weamar Bepublic, economic pressures,
criminal psurpation, bnemploymen, anid re
Bigionms intolernnee wnong others—ile mos
obvious cause, anti-Jewisl tucism, is rarely
mentioned. ' This is truc regardless of the
Irom
I all of the analyses o
Fered i paehlie Ty West Germam leaders
semitsm as rocesm (rather than as <imple
Christian Jewish "misunderstanding'™) is
rarely addressed as a canse of German prob

cantext ol the speech the Bunddesiog
1o Herren-Helsen

lems, Indead, s abaence is 50 exrénsive tha

the avoidanee cun be saud to be rilalistic
'his aveoidance of mentoning anli-Semi-
Lism as racism, although 1t contains som
sirumental elements, 15 an exceller
of a1 tabo mhoul the Germa
vears it las emerzed i difl

crent wi

terent contexts, but the avoidance is 1
dbly consistent
Semitism in the present was quite simply de

In the early vears.

carried the puib for the war, In 1962, it was 53
percent, in 1967 A2 percent (Klsssman ;
I* an analopous ohservanion that the s

lteramiee on MNazism pays inanfii
anti-Semitiam has baen ar the heart of 1
versy nver Tlanigl Goldhagen's (194 |
bk, Whatever the mernits of the positions in the
“Ginhthapen comroversy™ (Schoeps 1996), we
find 1hiz lack of reference in political disc
even more clear and cerlainly mers
than its absenee in scholarly discours

nied. The
traved as a minoriy view
|?'|I'|'i"!'."'-"'||_ nat

the pdst was por
an akerration. now
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sideration it other than general terms, Andi-
Sematisim had been solved with human rights
ions. reparations. and an official philo
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reserved for the German *master race”™ (icls
R

Ihe mythac logic imvolved here 15 made
even elearer by the reversals that oceurred n
the hte 19605, Lintl the Six Ty War ol
967, the Gonman left, as well as the center

and the right, supported Israel unequivooally
as the oppressed underdog. When lsrael be
me in oCoupyinge |-'\-r.'-\.'_

NOWeYEer |I|.I|'If-'

sepments of the German left guickly and fo
tally uburdoned supporl for Tsroel, a8 il they
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hiad maintained the Toundation for afficial
phile-Semitisin, The lefl of the kate 19605 and
carly 19705 generalized the burdens of the
Prasl away from the specific debis understoed
by their parenis. and apparently they seized
upon the Six-Day Wuar ax un occasion to re
move any special claiins concerming Terael
This delegimation and the remuoval of
special status for lsrael and the debt 1o Jews
are s steanpe us the shify from amti - w phile-
semitism in the carly years of the Fed
Republic, This second generation's confr

lalion with the Nazi past resulted in
alized tnvmal (one—one that challenged ma-
[or aspects ol (he eonfemporary world in
both Germany and elsewhere. [nthe process,

the Holocaust and the specific deht 1o lews
tal resulied became merely one debt among
others borne by this newly “moral nation.”
This pecoliar way of deahing with collec
frvates 18 wlso related w the conee |1|l| il core
il Cierman de nlm. Crermanness. 4y @ ciul-
eory of helonging 15 articulated in very (if-
terent erms levan French belonging  that is,
as an ethoe pother than @ eivie catégory
{Brubaker 1992}, Immigrunts can become
French ar Amercan, but although they mey
obtum German emmizenship, they will never be
accepled as “really” German. In contrast,
eiastern Europeans who do nol speak a word
oof Cierman and have never been 1o Germany
bl wher can demonstrate German £||.;.':1:"'.'
ET TR IV perversely, by presenting ‘w.'.,-,:_j-
eru documentalion ) an: guttmmaneally eranted
Cierman citizenship. .
Despite the importance of such absolul
cthoie principles of belonging in German
Romanticism ux well ag in Nazi racia
these principles remuined potent even after
the delegitimation of Naei disreesrd for eth-
mic “others” We argue that the early shift
from anti- 1o philo-Semiusm is connected, in
part, to this “primondial™ principle of belong
ing: ldentities are absolute; it 18 easier 1o
vhanpe the evaluative prefix from ann-
hile- than to examine the principle and o
discard ity logic. For this reason, current de-
bates about the status of immigranis have
hien especially stubborn, Muny on the lefr
lave tricd to play the Nazi card as a way 1o
establish a prohibition against ex-:il.:djr.'é ur
disregarding iimnigranrts. They argue that
awareness of the Nazis’ perseeurion of racial
“olhers” should prevent contempurany Ger-

enecting laws to restrict inuni-
s o due process under the law.
Yer. there has becn relutvely limle wiiling

5% 10 question the basic distinetiong, The

|||. IS ES TR
Pu'II]"l
tah

ulated mostly as desired

the m-,r:x is cansteained by

whring the siowationi
'l

b . | I"'|||

There are clearly instrumentil aspocrs to
both the anti- to philo-Semitism shilt and Lhe
unsuccessful atiempt in the 19905 to prohibit
constitutional chunges concarning ol
prants’ nights. In the first case, a thoroush
poing examination of identity in the carly
years of the Republic—seemingly indicated
by the wonmentioned and unmentionable ex-
tremies of Nozi racism mipght have called
mto gqueston the significantly threatened
umiy of 3 CGerman natron. Despite Lthe rtheto-
¢ of Europesn sdannty and i[‘..-.-_'::nlll]_'..' relu-
fation of nol
deniitication o

lesm, ethnocoltueal national
iined an untouchable cul
vhen prravbineed bi

taral principle,

carre resyglts, In the case of Lingeaton

podicy, the a ".|i|:k ey exci | \."'“Il'LJC“Il'\}
depends on the ubsoluie quality of the col
lecuve identity. Despite (reguent AP nLs
abinnt the inability o manoge ceannied |y
m the faee of huge numbers, the aonins ru-
ncusions are clear in the resultant
of senophobia and chauvinistic

menol

Ao sm

Anather major proscription For German

leaders regurding the Nazi pust concerned al-

tention 0 perpetrators. In the eéarly yvears,
leaders were carelul nol (o be oo speeitic
abonil German perpetrators. This position fir
with the argument that the blame lay with
Hitler and his henchmen, with the -|_|,r|.,jc|-.
standable unwilling
implicated member
el il n'—;.p'
o1 Lo ulic

wess of a government with
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sibility was caughl up in more complex
“inytho Jogics™ (Apter 1985) of exculpation

The very metaphors of politicsl rhetorie
reveal many Germans® desires 1o avond fac-
ing their own possible forms of culpability,
cither individually or vollectively. These rhe-
toricul stratagems include the perverse ghe
sence of actors—passive formulations {“the
crimes committed in Germany's name™):
vitpue terms describing the peniod (“the con
ditions at that time,” “what happened during
those years” “Ihe Hitler<time™ ) ellipticul
references to the details (“what happened.”
“the crimis thpt were commtied™); and per
vasive qualification (“others sulfered, b so
did Clermansy '#

taboos and Transpresvion Cospy:
the Jenninger Affair

The strength of hese taboas is revealed
peapnantly in thear TS Eressons—rare oe-
currences, A vivid example
livered by Mindestap Presiden Pliulipp
lenninger on November I, 19RR during g
special session of the Bundestug a day Dbe-
fore the fiftieth anmrversary of Kriveallnach
(the pogrom against Jewish husinesses and
Property Uil marked ihe beginning of the e
calunion of 1he eripes dianst the Jews) In
his speech, Jenminger addressed the view-
point of average Germans in 1933, when
Hitler came to power Apparently the deln

ety of the speech made it difficnl to deter

mune whether Jenninger wis simply portray-
g how rhe situation might have secmed rea.
sonable 10 average Gerpians ag the time, or
whether i Fact he way saving that it wes rea

sonuble. During the speech, laree numbers of
deputics stormued out of the chamber in pro-
sty in the days lelowing, Jenninger- -an
extremely prominent and highly respected
figure— was forced 1 resig,

When one reads Jenninger's speech in ivo-
lation il is difficult to deteet the problem. He
#ays nothing that hud not been said before in
other contexis, and certainly is not guilty of
Justilying Nawi policics, a5 he was accusel
The problem was that in this speceh, unlike
it others delivered on similar oCeasions,

15 the speceh de

" For a mare valencive unalyais of [his
mar ol exculpulion,”
Schivmer (1988,

CEram-
see (Mlick (19937 and
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Jenninger spoke of the issues confronting
real Germans living in the early 19305, Tn
doing so. he acknowledpad officially thal
many real people had supporred Hitler for a
wide varicly of reasons. His fecus on how
Hitler had made sense to some people vin-
tated the absaloge demonization of Hitler,
and foensing on German problems vialated

the long-standing avoidance of dtiention o

orchinary people as supporters of the Third
Reich Furthermore. the accuston of the
speech com entionally reguared gosturés of

atofieinent rather than seiions Introspecnon,

especially not about German problems. It
wuk not that nobody ki
rather even 440 years fter
Republic, Gem
If'-|'1l.3"_‘d, ueleg

ew | ||I.'\l_‘ ”Ij”_'r.":'

e tounding of the
b guilt is o ditficul [opic

ir example of |

I labao i el L

cal culiare,

The Historians® Dispute:
From Tabow Prohibition

In practice, one cannot easily distinguish he

Pween my and rational logics in politicsl

clavm-making, partly because most moments
mclude clements of boh, Prohibitions and
tiboos, duties amd FEqUirements, are ldegl
types. Examples arc drawn from thie vasily
cality of changing political cul-
twre in which no claim is sumple; no arpu-
ment univalent, #nd ao refere
hounded. Above, we

comphicated r

mee clearly
attempred o caonvey
how these fwi logics are ivolved and inrer
Waned 1n conerete sellings. Belore drawing
some general conclusions, we offer ane fur-
ther exumple; elaborated debute ave
whether a particular ser of Proscriptions
should be ireared jn pracuce as mythic or as
rational. The “mstorians’ dispule” of 1985-
Y86, we believe; is g PLTSpicUDus case in

wiich public mtellectuals tried o seive con-

lrol of a freighted cultural ficld and to Irans-
form the logic considerad appropriate Lo it,
This dispute, we arsue, is best understond uy
AN aliempt 0 transform a feld of tuhoo it
u field of prohibition. and thus 1o alter the
stalus of the ixsues contained therein and the
conditions under whicli such

< overcome,

CONRITAINS cun

The historians’ dispute

was an excliange of
arlicles in Wesr Genmuny’

5 MO newspupers
by & number of prominent historians and so-
ciclogisis: it concerned Lhe status of the Na
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past in German: history and s implications
tor contemporary German identity. ' On one
side. the archconservative Ernst Molwe (1987
arpucd that Avschwitz (the concentrul
camp thai has hecome the metonym for th
Halocaust) involved no greater evil than had
poenrred in many other places, from Turkish
Armenia to Swulin’s gulags, Also, mmplving
thal the MNazis had defensive molivations,
Molte referved (o a 1939 declaration by Chaim
Wetzmann (leader of the Furapesn Zionists)
that Jews would sympathize with the British
aml t Naz statements that the Soviels would
commil “Asiane deeds™ against Germanv,
Malte's arguments (published m the frank
Jueter Alfgemeine Zeifung, ome ol Germany s

leadhng duily newspapers) challenped the
desninant arthodasy of Holocaust imterpreto-
Thisn, '-J'r'||L'r|.'|1_1,- the Holacans! was an event
fundamentally difTerent fromm allahers in his
ey and amphied special burdens Tor Ger-
ey, Nalte's ongimal formulations eme-
|.||H‘r'|.":] hi)llll‘lll‘{ I."|."|I1I"|'|-\.'I' and w ere L""||L||L"..
i an overtly inflammatory manner: other
conservitve lastorians—suelh u15 Andreas
Fhillgraber, Jaachim Fest teditor of Uwe Frank-
frrter Allpemeine), and Michael Stirmer (o
tormer advisor 1o West German Chancellod
Helmue Koblp—pursucd more earefully the
poal of alleviating the unigue sttus of the
Holocanst through comparisen.

Cn the opposite side. philosopher and soci-
ologist Tirgen Habermas (among others) ar
aued against this evisionism, which he saw
hoth as an attempt to avoid colleetive respon-
sthility thraugh o miseuided comparative lis-
tevivgrapdy and asan expression of a wider-
I'iII'If.'.iI'I:C 00 ML e Ty alIve comspiracy (he used
hee 1erm conspirgey 1o provike ) sssociated
with the overall tenor of West Germun {or-
eipn wnd culiwral policies since Kohl took of-
fice In 1982, MNolte's suempt 1o éstablish
equivalences among the hurrors of the 1wen-
teth century, Habermas (1987) arpucd, not
vuly was factually misleading but obliterated
meral differences. In crediting claims of de-
tensive mativations lor the “final solution”
Malte went even beyond making the Holo-
caust seem a “noemal” part of political

{1940

' l.I::"

" For texts of the dohate, see Baldwin
and the volune vulled “Hizarikarozeie”
published by Piper. See Maier { 195K) and Fvans
C19859% Tor intelleclual histories.

ization,” the desire for a “normal nation,” had
been potent at least since Schmidt's commaent
in Saudi Arahia that German policy should
no lenger be “held hostage™ to Auschwitz,
and characterizes the enlire period of West
Crerman cultoral politics at least since 1982
The historians’ dispute generated o gical
deal of attertion, hoth academic and public,
l'he debate svmbolically ended when Fres-
dent Richard von Welzsticker delivered a
speech o German historians in 1988 in which
he indirectly supported most of Habermas's
positions (Balleiin af the Press and Inforing
tron. Hurcan of the Federal CGovernment,
w3l pp. IE5-88). He stated that Germany
must lace s histonical responsibilities
(though he used much of the trnditional gram

mar of exculpation in his speceh).®

How do we explain this event amd the
resonunee of the issue both inside and oul-
side Germuny among inrellectuals and poli
tcians alike? The debule presented no new
mstonical evidence, nor were any ol the po-
sitions especially new, We argue that the de-
Bate wus significant because it concerned
the ontological status of the Haloeaust as o
cultural constraint in German polities and

mvalved an attempt to alter that sialuy Tor

thi widest public

Ve wns ot vopn Welesileker's [ or most
tmportant atterince on Lie sue. Barlier ka Bl
hivered on |
st e

Uil st lumous speeches ol

Uy W clmmemoriale the Forn
AT thie end of the war on May 4,
F945. That commemorauve moment had been
| s of the “Rirbure

i Levkoy 1987, Yon
Ker was pruised by the overwhelming
listeners for culling on Getmans to
ponsibility before history™ wirh
1, That call waz unusual in the

ARiEve vl

CAuganT wp i iz

affair™ (Hartom
Wei
mrRjority
accepi thetr
b equivovati
context of revent discussions, Ten years earlier.
however. Président Wulter Scheel had délivered
i| ilur spocch, which received al
i chimate much less nmicnted
ard relativiculion and final mormalizaticn

proi car the =imulranaons path
specificity of col
cker's ‘\.Pl:‘l.‘.ll'h de
ations for its lan
'x, Dut 1S promingnce depended

COLLECTIVE MI

Molte and his st
the pasd should be
rious their doesinel
have been, Ratlie
tve elements of ©
by Leying v minin
causl as oa culiara
ey feied dv frany
certisl froan teilaer )

Cierman politics
s pavweriully con
and heretolorme une
ot the Holocaus)
Crermany, his
pavticobar rhelork:
a ritundized pudili
S1C legitimacy ela
ern—Tor themaels
aned Towe Hhear prengs
specific acknswle
[ Rabinbach
are Lareely taken
Formanes has o il
we leve seen, e
frresenl i aliwes
podities, domestic
ey e workec
b thivse anempt
peculiar symplon
Fort o delensiven
locaust as tahoo
reaciion and a 8
LEdEsRressian.
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neoconservatives'
the dominant role
iwan peiies ool
nasoidabde myihe
open to rattonal ©
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could caly be obe
that could be inve
bated rationally,
toseh mre casily.
ics brought w the
mterests that [ies
af the Hologaust;
puwssihiliey of refus
gerous and ulling)
travene it than trar
have won the de
vatives (ag only g




COLLECTIVE MEMORY AND CULTURAL CONSTRAINT

Maolte and his supporters never argued thar
the past should he “forpoiten,” however spu-
rivans therr desired “contestualization”™ would
have been. Rather, they challenged constitu-
tive elemients of German pohtical orthodoxy
by trving 1o minimize the power of the [olo-
annsd s ow culioral referent. In ather words,
v teiedd ten treinxform the fald of the Hiola-
caesd et bl o preehiilition.

Gierman political culture, as we have seen,
15 powertully constramed by the domainant
and herelofore onguestionable interpretation
ol 1the Holocoust as o special burden Tou
Germany. This interpretation has reguired a
parpcolar rhetoric trom German leaders and
a rtnabized polites of repred. Fhe mosi b
B[S |q';_111||1|.:||.'.}-' clatms of West German beanld-
crs—Ilor themselves, for thelr government.
and for their peaple  alwiavs involve highly
specthic acknowledements of the past (Lick
JUns: Mabinhach 1985}
are largely tahen-lfor-granted, and their per-
Cormance hos o citual qualive, In oddition, as
wir lave seen, the image of the Holocaust s
presen m o almost every moment of Gierman
polities, divmmestic s internaiiona], Leaders
may lwve worked o puoomize o avord it
but these attempts usually have resulted in
peculiar symptoms, ranging from discom
fort o defensivensss. A wviolaton of the Ho-
Bocaust s fabon abways cvokes signiheant
reaction and o stupele o cope with the
LURNE R s5 100,

In the historians’ diapote. however, the

["hesae R TR R TR E

neacomservilives’ achicvement wak, Lo treul
the dominant role of e Holocaust i Ger-
man politics no longer a5 an wnpleasant or
unavoidable myihic feature, but as something
open o rational challenge. Though they did
nol suceced ineliminaling the Holocuaust as
amajol referent for German political culture,
they transformed it from a constramt that
could only be obeved or rransgressed o one
that could he imvestigated seientifically, de-
bated rationally, and wltimately discussed
much more easily, The neoconservative crit
w5 brought o the foreground the realm of
interests that les behind the gahsalote statos
of the Hidocawst; thos they opened up the
possibility of refutation, which is a less dan-
gerous and ultimately less costly wav 10 con-
travene it than ransgression. Hlabarmas may
have won the dehate. bul the neoconser-
vitives as only o parl of the wider political

033

cultore of relativization at the rime) have
wain Hhe war—Io make the legaey of the Hao-
locaust a proposition rather than a taken-for-
granted foundation. Taboos cannot be dealt
with calmly: profubitions can.

'he neoconservanves’ succass 18 manifast
comparative case of subscguent com-
micantraliveis, expecially those held 10 years
later on the fiftieth anniversary of the end of
the war. Kohl's government has stepped
back somewhat from s more agoressive at-

n the

lempls Lo displace the Naed period Trom
Geoman identity. Yet the highly ritualized
acknowledgments they now offer are so rou
umzed that the 1ssue no longer has the same
potential for conflict as before (Mooller
19961 The Fodersl Republic has achicved
“normaley” with regard to its past. not with
oul 1t

In this way. the debates about immigration
aned the malitary of the bale 19805 amd early
19905 depended on that pray “ratioonaliza-
tion” w the listonans” dispute. [0 the con
text of the Gulf War, tor instance, the hold ol
the Cierman p
IT Germany made miliary or loancial con-
tributions to the international
against lrag, it would be accused of belliger
A dangerous image piven its past. [
Ciermany: did not contribue

st owars clesrly delestimeted
coalition

chce

however. 1l
wiuhd be asccesed of woecliubility and rre-
sponsibility. Subsequent debates over Ger
man participation 1 United Mations peace-
keeping mizsions demonsirited as well thal
the German past ercaled olten unresolvable
Crosa-pressures. The same is trae of the im-
migration issue: The hold of the German past
over the absoluté nght of asylum was sean to
be mrreconcibabic with the high coxts of ceo-
nomie relugees entering Germany in the late
19805 and 19905

The power of mythuc constrainis ([aboos)
of the German past in the face of present axi-
pencies has thus often produced complieuted
tures in German public discourse and policy,
The histornians” dispute, however, paved the
way for charactenizing the hold of the past as
Meziimately constrainine—thal i, ax o vell
that hides and delegitimates strategic maneu-
vers. From this perspective. taboos are
viewed as a way of concealing “real” powet.
Such a charactenization, however, missas the
nearly ubiguilous constitutive role of collec-
tive memory in political culture.
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CONCLUSIONS

Qur goal in this paper has been 10 demon-
strate that pelitical culiures operate as his
torical systems of meaning—ihal 1% as or-
dered hur changing systems of claim-muk-
itg—in which collective memory obliges the
present (as preseriphion) and restricts it (as
proscription) both mythically and rationally
Thromigh an analysis of the Holocaust as
sores of tnhoos and prohibitions (aml o
their pusitive correbstes) i German politics,
we hove specilivd dilferent wavs in which
social pasts interact willy socil presents 1o
sheape political action.

The relationship between remembered
pists wiad constractied presents 15 one of per
petual bun differentioted constnoant and rene
potation over tmes rather than pure strate
g anventon an the present ar fdelity o (o
inabilily o wseape from) o monolithic legacy
As regards the vile of pahinenl culture 10 po
litieal Life geserally, exipeney and commuat
ment, ineerest and deal—that s,
rabionality—are not entively indeg
logien, They are two sides of @ coin, muty
ally constitutive nned, = 1he limib, each non
sensical without the oilier.

Al what point should or docs o past s

1
auy? The answer depends in part on low

vily aned

pclemi

differcnl images of the past oppear in and
constoaln politicul prescns, The conceptual
distinetion between différent Kinds of con-
slruin| helps s understand how jules of -
litical clubme-making can be ransformed oves
time. The Nustrations from different mo
ments in West German history show that
mmpact of the Holocaust unfolds in changing
conslelations, ‘The possibility of i
the Holocaust o o fcus for Germany's
understanding tand for (he way Germany 1
perceived by others) is thus located -
Lesled terrain an which mythical and rutionyl
images of the past sometinies work together
and sometimes do hattle, bur these images
always shiape identity and its transformarion
The passibility and the style of such trume-
formatiem depend on the kinds of constraint
that are operaling,

The effects of German unification and
Gurmany's central role in the European Com-
munity will creare (and already have created)
new challenges o the way the past is remem-

hered and how it works as collective memory.

s
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[hese challenges. however, have » lone and
: g
varied history tion amd transiir-

the accum

mations of this history le at the center of

Germany's ongoing work o define who'it is

whar i1 can do. ar

1 what it shonld do. The
analysis of polincal culture. as newly con-
ceived, helps s o appreciate and untunele
of that work, which involves
a continuous negolintion between past and
present. Collective memory 15 this negona

the complexitics

on, rather than pure constraint by, or con-
e > manipulation of, the past
In response W Helmul Schmidr, theretore, we

[arary sirmle

may say that Germany i held hostaze not by

A taboo artsing from Auschwits bul by the

1

I coblective menmwiry—ihe
interplay of myvih and ratonality in shifting

constellations—ibat wive German political

culture its particula charieter

wwir o Noedol

Jeffrey K. ek v A

L L

wrrenely e

ool Hhie M
Claollective Ciuilt
apd Symbolic Polines m the Federal Republic ul

ot il : in ol the Pathor

Lrgimany, (G095

Danlel Lavy is g PI 1,

fe i Secdi oy

|
Coonlpmbi Ling meliede o

lective svemiory ained

e iernuny,

cirred threrfr relationesbeipes do e bertos

REFERENUCES

Alexander, Jeffrey ¢ [ 990 Analy iy 2l Debutes:
Lipdersianding the Belative Autonoiy of Oul-

ture.” I*p. 1-

tn Culrire and Socierrs Cone
temiporary Debirtek, edited by 1..C, Alexunde:
Imisin, Mew Yook, Combrdes Uni-

Virha, eds, 1950,
Mewbury Park,

CAT Sape

—_ 198% The Civie Calture: Pol

tead A=

Democracy in Five Nutions, Boston,
M Liarnke ﬁr--,.q. il (::_:-,||',|'_-||1.._

Aper, David. 985

Thde X an

e Mew Mytho/loges and
pertluous Mun,'" Social Re-

1950, “The Allermath of Nazi
. Germany.” Commeniary

Ll

ey F4 257
Keith NMichael 1990 fnvenfing the Erench
letinn: Frsavs on Fronch Political Culture

ehiteentht Confury. Mew York: Cam:
hridee Universing Press.

1990, Rewarkig the Pave:
» Historians” De:

el th

COLLECTIVE ME!

ferte, Boston, MA
Merexin, Mahel, 1399
mlalogical Approz
Pp. 91-116 in ¥
Fmeraing Thenret
M. Crane. Camhbr
well
Berason, Tenrio [ 189
Transtated by N,
Mew ¥ork: Zone |
Bodnar, Tobn, 1992,
Morenr v, Cromuar
the Twontietl e
ton Universaty Pre
Bourdicu, Pierre, 145
ditedion, Mew Yark
Brint, Steven, [
Politica] Culeore:
I||1_'|I.l_"'|:'|_| ool b
ceed Stewefora! The
ro, celited by T
-.'.".'J.'r'.r.' cn e
swich, O JTAL Pre
Brochhazen, iich,
yoerrgetreialie
i der Aree Adde
lertng thie Past an
Addentuner o, Hi
Brubakuer, Rogeis, |f
ferened tn France an
Harvard Uiiversil
Fuide, Huebne, 10R9Z,
Hudesrepudlif i
{ Assessmend ol the
Fepubbie and Ml
Pelanan, Ciermuny =
Ideutsehkron,  lnge
Dregrsehien) Ly s
ancl the dsermns:
Clsloprne, Germuan
oneplas, Mary, 19
Analvrin af Cones
Mo York: Prisys
Fwane, ichard 1. 15
(e rmian Hisrarir
Srewn the Mgz P
Feldman, Lily Guard
Heonghin Refwe e
Rosmnn, MAL Goo
Friedrich, Jrg, 19
Titer i der Bun
nealy s Meagi Perpe
Ty 2ol ed, Munic
Fresud, Siprmund, 19
Dlrtneey BPETWEER
arted Meterativg, Mg
Geertz, CHitor 19
fures, Mew York:
Goldhagen, Daniel .
Execntioners: (e




COLLECTIVE MEMORY AND CULTURAL CONSTRAINT 235

Bite, Boston, MAL Beacon

Beresin, Mulwd, 1994, “Fissured Terrain: Meth-
pdologivul Approaches and Research Siyles”
Pp. Bl=116 o The Socielogy of Culturs
Errereing Theoretical Perspectives, edined by
[, Crane, Cwndwidge, England: Bazil Black-
well,

Hergeon, Henr. [1896] 1991, Matter and Memory
Translated by Mo M. Paul and W 5 Palmer
Mew York: Zone Buoks,

Nodnar, John, 1992, Remaking Awerica: Pulilis
Memary, Commemoraiion, ard Paleietism in
the Hwentierh Century, Princeton, NI Prinee
rein Lniversity Pross.

Mesrdicw, Mierre, 1993, The Freld of Cultweal Pre
et Mew York: Columbig Umversiiy Press

Brint, Steven, 1994, “Socielopical Analysis ol
Palitical Cubmre: A Introddoction and Ass
mene” Ppe 3= Medivieal Culiere o Foldin
card Seenerare; Thearerical and Empoerca! St
Secw edived By 101 Wl and M, Guutier, By
geared e fdemocracy and Society 2. Green
wich, 71 IAD Pross,

Brochhogen, Uinch, 1994, Much Nurnbery, Yer
et ehewdiewn g wrd Westinte gratios

i dher Ara Advnarer (AN Nurdimberg, Mas
fering the Past and Westorn Integration m the
Adenaper Frng Hamburg, Germany: Junius

Boubaker, Hm_'_u'r.-: 19032 izenakiy aned Natwen
heodd i Fromee and Germany. Cambridge, MA
Harvarl University P'rese,

Bude, Heinz, 1992, Milan: der Nachfolge: Dhe
Bundlesreprullit und der Notionadsorialismus
{Assessinent of the Consequences: The Federul
Repullic nnd Navional Secialismi Frunklub
Muiin. Germany: Suhrkamp

Deutsehkron, Twee 1991, Jorae! und  die
Detsehen: s gehwiarioe Veridiney (leracl
ueel the Germans: The Parficuln Relanonsinph
Culogne, Germany: Herend von Notbeck,

Dsaglas, Mary, 1966, Purfty aod Danger: An
Anelviis of Concdpts of Poallution and Taboo
Muw Yurk: Prasger

Evuns, Riched 1. 1989, fu fHitler s Mhadow: Wess
German Hisiorians and the Artempt 1o Escape
From the Negi Pasi, New York: Pantheon,

Feldman, Lily Cardner. 1984, The Spectal Heta-
tionship befween Wesr-Germany and lirael
Baoswen, MA: George Allen and Linwain

Bricdrich, Jorg, 1994, Die kalte Ammestie: Ni-
Prer i der Bundesrepullik (The Unld Am-
ncsly: Nuzi Perpetrators in the FPederal BRepub-
lich 2 od. Munich, Germany: Piper.

Freud, Sigmund. 1946, Tatem and Taboo! Hetem-
Blances between the Psvelic Liver of havages
and Neprotios, New York: Vintage Dooks.

Gieartz, Cliffurd, 1973, The fnierpretation of €l
treres. New York: Busic Books.

CGoldhagen, Dunicl Jonah. 1996, Hifer's Willing
Frecutioners: Ordinory Gerrmans god the fo-

locaust, Mew York: Knopf

thagen, Murtin and Sylvia Greiffenhagen

. Ein schwicriges Vararlpnd: Zur
poftschen K
(A Diffcuit Fotherland: On Palitical Culrire in
Lnied Germany ). Munich, Germany: Last

Habormus,  Jtrwes 1987 “Fine  Art
Schadenmsabwickiu (A Kind of Sertlemaent
of Dumupesi, In “Historilerstreie: 7 Qi
Frokunee !

T e |..'I.'
Finsigarnghkelr der nafiond

roim pereinlgten Deatseiland

der Kol

yeretlestischen

Qredonvernichiang. Mumich, Germany. Piper
ITartman, Gic ed. 1986, Bitbury in Moral
nective. Bloommgion, TK: [n

g Poslitieal

T

diana Limiverain ;
“Histrarikersireit e Plokamentieion der

Kowlroverse o odie Fingivartipheit ded

.'.g.'|r|l.'.l|..:'|:'_|:|. sfitcfien Fiaile vt P -'|rr.'rr_;:
(“Histonany” Migpure™ The Documentition ol
the Controversy over the Unigquengis of L e
Nanonal Seocialise Destruction ol the Jews)
1987, Munich, Giermanyi Pt

Hobsbawm, Bnc and Terenoe Bumeger, ody, 1982
The fi wdtions, Mew York: Cam

hridee Linivorsity

Humi. Lynn. 1954, folitics, Cultare, and Cliss in
the French Revelution, Berkeley, ©AL Unive
sity of Crabitorni 'ress,

Lammen, Michae 1) . Myarie Chorgds af

Mentry: The Framsformation of Tradition m
Ameriean € ufure. tSew York: Bandom House

Kittel, Mantred. 1993, i j'_.:'_.;.:'-'.'...'lt vernr ile s

ettt hew il gueny

Zwerten Schnld ™ Vere

freder Ara Aderouer (The Legend of "The Sec
ond Guilt™: Mastenng th

ph

Prast in the Adenid
Erat, Berlin, Germany; Liksten,

Klessmann, Christoph. 1987, “Geschichisbewis
stsein pach 194%: Tin neger Anfune?” (Histon
cal Consciousness after 1945: A Inow B\.':-.'.JII
ILiI..E 4] P[‘ 129 in Cresrfulichirs e iy siyein

der Desieschen: Materialion sur Spurensache

cimer Notioan, edited by Wo Weidenfeld, Co-

ne, Germany: Verlag Wiascnschall wnd
Politik

Levkoy, Hya. ed. 1987 Rithurg

.

el Bevondd; En-

cotinlers in Amevican, Ciarman aud Jevwish His-
ey, New York: Shapolaky.

Lizbbse, Hermann 1983 “Trer Matiomslsosialismus

i dewtschen Nachkriegshewuscisein' [(Na-

tionul Socialism in German Posowar Uonsciogs-

mess |, Historizohe- Zeitcchrift 236:3T9=443,
Maier, Charles §. 1988 The {fumasterable Fasy
Hizie Hulovaust, and Crerman National Iden-

rity. © ga_ MA: Harvard University Pruss,

Meinecke, Friedrich. 1950, The {ferman Catas-

he: Reflections ard Recollectinons, I'rans-

5. B. Fay Cambrides, MA: Harvard
Limiversity Press.

Mizcherhich.,  Alexapder and  Margarct

Tich. 1967, Die Unfahinkeft 2o tratiemi:

Mitscher




936

(.;'Inl-.'ll.ri'f.'llll'fi;'{"” Eelleftiven Verhaltens |
iy to Mesrn: Principles of Collective Belin
1), Munich, Germany: Piper

Mocller, Bobert €i0 1996, “War Stories: The
Scarch tor a sahle Piast in the Federal Repub-
he ot Lermany.” dAmerfcan Historical Revie
(Cershern 118

Maolte, lrnse. 1987, “Vergangenheil
vergehen will” (The Past That Will Nol Puss
Avwan): Pro 3942 in "Misturikersiren I
hkiernpntarion der K

||".'|"|'."_ _'|."I'|'l_'|':1|.' e Fidid

Audepvermichrang, Muonich, € iy Fiper
CHick, Jeftrey K 1993, “The Siox of the Fathers;
The Third Rewch and West German | eiiima-
fnn™ Phly dissertntion. Depurtment of Soer
hy { |
Pelinka, Aoton, 1904, “Tabus i der Polink: A

alaay, Yale Ulniver e Havee
|'III|IIU-I hen 1 unkiion wen [;|-‘l|_,"_:.|-1 rumg umndd
1 I'lI1.I|'l|Ii:-I|'|||||;-_" | Tabwes i Polities: Cin 1hi
Political Funeltion ol l whowvrzation and

reribariz ntivn), Fp, 21=28 m Tabu und

Ciesedivhire: Zur Keltur des

Erinneens, edited by P Betteéthoim and 12
Streiled, Vicino, Awstrig Ficus Verlap

Rabanbinel, Anson, T9ER, “The lewigh Ouestion

in the Germune Question.”™ Mew {rerman O
fegie 4 (S prine/Sumner ;| 3U—u]

Schivener, Daglmar, TS8R, “Strukioren undd
Muechunismen eimer delormierten Wahrneh
mung. Der 8. Mui ond das Peajekr Ve
Kot genheiiabendinneany {Srrociures and
Mechunisms ol a Deformed Perception The
Bl ol Muy and the Mrject “Mastering the
Pust" s Pp P90-20K in £
Hewfe, cduled by . Koaem
ey Bledl,

Schoeps, Juliug H,, ed. U Ein Vall v
MedernZ Pe Dokumentation 2ur Gio

dirige iy Pavehalegde

Oypladen

Kemrroverse wn oie Rolle dev Pewrselien s
Hidlgeansy (1 he Docomentation of the G
huagen Contegversy Concerning the Ro
Germans i the Holachaust) H.-.l:]hl,:::;'_ e
miny: Hotfman and Campe

Sehudson, Michael, 14992 Warergore in Americur

AMERICAN SOCTOLOHGICAL REVIEW

We Remembay

{,oerreed Re-
Faxr. New York: Basie Books,
1. “Social Changs and Cul-

hmerrican Soceelogioal

licim: The fx-

sScifert, Hirgen, 1989 “Die Verfussung” (The
(ons 1l Pp. A0 70 in Die Geschichte der
f Bund [, vditcd hy
i Fischer
Shils, Pedwared, 198 “hicuges, 1L Um

somers, Marearer B 1995 “What's Poliucal or

woardd the bl

Sewner, Franz, 1956, Taboo, New York: Thilo

any e vt

Miviy ol the Produciies of Mistery, Bosion,

iy Bobin amd Sehwaree

s Wighnum Vewerans Memorial: Com

nemorating o Duflweuly Past," American Jotr

Weber, Ju £en) e, 19K
Vierpanyenhe Ny
il e Vi P ke hlig
Lhe T the Fast throwgh
Commmil Proceedines Nazi Trials in the Fed
ctal Republic of Germany . Munich, Germany
Neupe
WoolfTsoln, M 1

fulire Lhewts

tsich-1xraelis sdehiun
v Perpetual Caele? Forery vears of German
Jewrsh-lsrsch Helanons), Munich, Germany
Fipr

Lerubavel, ¥acl 1994

The Democratization of

SOCIAI
U.S.

I

Fhe classic
fein il
urenagg, A
Wy drsin
|'|!'."'\.'|'|'I_I.;'|'|'.|'{'.'|

amang o
LN, prroai
FOLEEY |'I'|rl.|"|'.'l
FUPERENT A,
el ofegs
fateler aaf won
fuaid, aned

clersy el
sligefitdy, W
frrestdentio

el g, !

olitical conll

clemviges bise
ar linginstic divig
coneern i e sec
tLhipset and Rokk:
1982, However, m
palitical behavior i
demaeracies—inel
bas wrgued thal so
clined in tporians
By “new™ issue-bis

[rirect all corves;
Mrepartinent o Socic
Floomington, 1M, 474
Suthors" nomes e |
cach contriboted equg
version ol this paper
ference on Sovial €]
Wilson Center, Wost
1990, Thanks (o Sey
Clark, the othier conl
Leicht, I Scou Long,
the refarees apd u D
their comments anl
American Mualional E
vided by the Iner-uns
liticul and Social Bust
analysis and inderprel
wilh (he authors,

Ame




