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ISRAEL

In Israel, the nation which to a large extent came into being
as a conszaquence of the holocaust, the controversy over the television:
series began well before Illnlocaust was broadcast.

Many in Israel feared that a showing of'Holocaust‘ﬁould prompt
a national trauma.through the painful personal memories it would
call up in a large segment of the population., The debate reached
all levels of society, including the Knesset (Israeli Parliament),
where a nationally publicized discussion on the show took place.

The series was screened privately for a group of survivors and
for government officials in.an attempt to gauge what the hational
reaction might be like. Bygk Hltimately, the decision was made to

show the serle5} Israeli Broadeasting Company (IRC) official
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Moshe Amirav explaAned e%aafﬁf;'s ‘£zinful anytime you open a wound,
but we've decided that the educational value of such a £film merits
its showing." Publieity chairman for IBC Arnon Zuckerman stated that
the "film is very important for the younger generation in Israel,
which is not very aware, and for the other half of our population
who did not come from Europe."

According to a preliminary survey by the Israel Institute fof‘
Applied Social Research and Communications of Hebrew University,
1.5 million of the 3.5 million Israselis watched the first installment
of Holocaust on September 11, 1878. Other sources reported that
two-thirds of Israel's adult population viswed the initial segment.

Not wishing tc intensify the horror of the drama, IBC did not

Biurtants, :
plan the brcadcast for successive 1ght:. But+the national attenticen
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~ Israelis were 1nterested in learning more ox_rhe-holocaustamufﬁﬁ*"&““ ;
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cedented Camp David Peace Accords which were announced betwean the

second and third segmenis, and the final two 2piso des, in fact,

~were postponed while Tre'nat1onmaégézeé—thenneacp_arrnwdq_aﬁd turnec
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The IS“aell public is cnmprlsnd of a multitude of g“ﬂups_Fron

differenk,parts of the Medlterranean area as well as soeme MOU,OOB

survivors cf the holocaust. Israel's uniqueness as the Jewish

state, and as the place of refuge for so many holocaust survivors

in a relatively small population, made a.major public response to
the series all but inevitable.
All facets of the Israell media made ewtensive preparations

for the airing. Four-page supplements were.printed in leading

<

newspapers which functioned as guides and which differentiated

between the factual and fietional material and characters in the

The Israeli Education Ministry prepared a background booklet

"~ for schools with an e¥tensive explanation of the Nazi rise to power.'

Guidelines to aid teachers in conducting classroom discussion.as

well és the recomméndation'that children under 10 or 12 years old

also dotehucted
not be allowed to view the +1lm were/gi¥ea—aﬁt to teachers. The .

-Nlnlstry S booklet stressed that the series was not a "dexailed

.hlstorlcaladocumentary" and pontalned a_blbllogrpahy for those

who wanted'to study the era further. One

survey cf students showed that two out ef three school aged

et

Sen51t1ve to the-possmble emotlonal effects of the series,
IBC made avallable a team of psych Dloglsts on a callﬂln bas:s.
- 4Hillel Xlein,
(One noted Dsychologlut/adV1S°d people. before the bﬁoadcast not

LQ view 1tlalone.) Yet only five calls came in to the team.



And when IBC broadcast a series- of questibn and answer. sessions
on the holocaust. with experts and histopians such as Professor
Yehuda Bauer and Dr. Israel Guttman, the program only received
54 calls. Two thirds were from native Israelis or those with
European backgrouns, and one-third were from African or Asian
born members of the population. Only one Quarter of the calls
were from Israelis under twenty years old.
Vg ' _
Buﬂ%&e Israeli reac‘tlon appeared in other /areas, and was : \
quite strong, and 1arge1y favorablem—lf not a%yays to the ‘series ;tself,,

than at least to its being broadcast. on
A 'man—on*the*street survny reported/ln “the Baltlmore Sun

found that 16 of 25 questioned saw the first segment, and all 16
had favorable résponses-to the series. Two of those who Jgd not
watch reported.it wés-because they did not wish to recall persqnal
tragedies and horrors.

The Isfaeli présslﬁesponse_was strong and divided over the
quali{y of the series, but 1argeiy unanimdus on the value §f its
éhowing. | | .

Ha'aretz television . .-critid Hedda Rosen regarded the film as

_'a'“tr1v1ﬁllzatlon of the holocaust that borders at times on pro-

.fanationﬂfand one survivor, wﬁiting in the Jewish Exponent , expreésed
the sentiment of many survivof$:whén he wrote that Holocauéth'
Isentimentalization andiyollywopd superficiality'lgff thg seriés
Iwithout-real impact.an%$an insult to thosse wholsﬁfféred.ﬂ. Yet -
mahy,'if not the majority, of survivors, bepdrtﬁduthaf?%heyicould not
- watch the serieé,éand“aigrgat:many?éxPressed thé.hoﬁé'thaf_f

* the wdrld as a whole :would watch it; Tﬁé coﬂtenporary efforts

by neo-Na21s to deny the. hlqtory of the Pytermlnatwon procrans of

. the Third Re;ch gave further 53 rendth 1o thlS hope._



Many who were critical of the film argued that the series did
not show enough. Survivors noted that author Gerald Green did
not address the problem of starvation which was a constant threat

for Nazi victims. A story in the Jerusalem Post pointed out that

there appeared to have been little effort to probe the roots of
the Nazi final solution. Tuvia Friedman, & survivor and head of
the Nazi War Crimes Documentation Bureau in Israel, however, thought
very differently, and stated that the first episode was "exceptional,
portraying the period very well." -

The absence of the Furher himself was the subject of some of
the most widely divergent commentary. Gideon Hausner, ;he chief
prosecutor in the Adolf Eichmann trial, took exception to  the fact
that Hitler's role was minimized in "Holocaust." Hausner also
remarked that the film did not depict reality and was "an
adapted and sweetened wersion of the holocaust." But he stated
that he "accepts it as an effort to try to bring the story to the
multitudes."
: n gﬁhugaﬁig
The diametrically opposiﬁé point of view was a¥2d by Moshe

< .
Kohn in a Jerusalem Post avﬁgg;g. He reflected that "the film's

producers were on the mark in leaving Hitler and.Himmler so far

in the background and concentrating on the 'banal' Germans without

whose cooperation the holocaus% could not have been implemented."
Members of the Kibbutz Lohamey Ghettaot (Ghetto Fighters, which

filmedhits‘gwp documentary on théANazi'e'r'a3 "The 8lst Bloff(on the

basis of their experience ‘as survivors ‘of the Warsaw Ghetto) thought

the film'a'failure."AﬁY”fésemblance between events in +the film, they

stated publicly, and those of real‘lifé, were accidental.

-+



Arabs in Isfael and the occupied territory voiced mixed reactions
to Holocaust. A street survey questioned 10 Arabs, only 3 of whom
had seen the film at all; none of them had seen mcre than oﬁe hour
of the broadcast. Yet Ha'aretz reported that thousands of Arabs
did see the film. One young Arab compared Israesli behavior toward
Palestinians to the Nazi treatment of the Jews. On the other hand,

a young academic and supporter of the PLO acknowledged that he had
learnea something "vital about the way Israelis think. "For the first
time, it is real to me," he said, "... and I shudder."

The Mayor of Bethlehem, Elias Freij, told a correspondent that
"To say I am shaken would be a wretched and meager understatement.
This is a horrible feminder of the deterioration of man,'%ut it is

1)
also a lesson for us all, Jews and Arabs, who live in this region...

Despite the large audience Holocaust engendered and the widespread
press comments on the series, Holocaust,~once it was shown, received
less official attention that might have been anticipated. Many

reviewers speculated on this matter. One comment, citfed in the

Washington Post, contended that the low keyed official response to

the series stemmed from the "fear of damaging-the image of the
Israeli fighter." Perhaps, suggested another, this may explain the
-continued use .of Rudi, the resistance fighter,and sole survivor of
the film's central family, in photographs accompanying articles in
the Israeli press.

Although some young Israelis, particularly those born in Israel

(Sabras), could not understand how Jews could go to their deaths



without fighting; the film actually pronoted a fuller understanding
of the near powerlessness of the European Jews, and of the resistance

they were able to mount. A Jerusalem Post article claimed that

the 'sheep to the slaughter' issue has been confronted squarely

and that Jews have largely succeeded in refuting the allegation.
The film also,effectivély warned against too much dependency,

an issue .  which Israelis are continually conscious of, reported

the Washington Post. Many Israelis also believed that Holocaust

should have éucceeded in illustrating to the world why Israel
appeared so stubborn in its negotiations with Egyptian President
Anwar Sadat.

Amos Elon, the widely respected journalisk with Ha'agetz ,
was encouraged not so much by the series but by Israel's reaction
to it. In keeping with other critiecs, he noted the historical
inaccuracies 1 , but maintained that. the relevance of the series
lay not in its quality, but in the fact that "for two hours, two-
thirds of the adult population were seeing, and possibly feeling
the same thing." The queétion, Elon thought, that was centrai-to
fhe showing of Holocaust in the Jewish state was "Does this film, )
with all its shortcomings, encourége memory and prevent forget-
fulness?” |

His answer was that it did, that "the public meaning of the

" Hedveaust

experience,,." is that &t forces remembrance upon us and prevents

oblivion,"
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5 Israeli reaction to 'Holocaust" must be understood in light of the unique
pblitical situation of the country. Israel, in some measure came intd existence
- as a result of the Nazi atrocities. The special composition of the poﬁulation
is another $ignificant factor in any analysis of Israeli_reéction-to the
film. The Israeli public is comprised of a nml‘i:itli&e of grdups from different""
parts of the Mediterranean as well as 400,000 survivors of the holocaust. The
fact that the population_is largely Jewish and that Such a large sector éénf'““
relate to the period in a personal way accounts for the éxtréme Sensitivity
in Israel to materials on the Nazi era and the exterminatioh'of Europeah Jewrf;

| The controversy whether or not to air 'Holocaust' was given greaf consideration
because of the potential national trauma. The debate reached all levels of Tsraeli
society and became the subject of national discussion in the Knesset (Israeli
Parliament). The series was screened privately for a group of survivors as well
as for government officials. The ultimate decision to show the film to Iéraeli
audiences was based on its educative metit; Moshe Amirav, an official; summarized
the reasoning of the Israeli Broadcasting Company (IBC) and the'KngsSet; “itts
painful anytime you open a wound, but we've decided that the educational value
of such a film merits its showing.'" Publicity chairman for IBC, Arnon Zuckerman;
stated that the''film is very important for thé younger generation in Israel;'whiCh
is not very aware, and for the other half of our population who did not come from
| Europe-“ | |
| According to a preliminary survey by the Igrael Institute for Applied
Social Research anﬂ Communications of Hebrew'UnivETSity; 1.5 million'of the 3;5'

million Israelis viewed the first installment of "Holocaust" on Sefteﬁber'll, 1978.
Other sources report that 2/3 of Israel's adult population viewed the initial
segment. Not wishing to intensify the horror of the drama; IBC did nbé'plgn the

.broadcast for successive night. The attention focused on "Holocaust' was



was diminished even further by current events. The ﬁmrecedentéd Camp David
Peace Accords which were a:mbmced between the séc_ond ahd third segments
also caused the remaining two segments 1:6 be post-poned.
A1l facets of Israeli media made extensive _prepa?-rati.ons for thé airing.
Four page supplements were printed in leading newspapers which 'fuﬁﬁ:tioned )
as guides and differentiated between the factual and fictional material and chérac'Q :
‘ters in the film.

Sensitive to the possible eﬁotional effects of the'Series; Israeli Broadcastiﬁﬁ
Company officials made available a team of psychologists on a call~in ba'si_s.-durih-g
the airing. The psychologists received ohiy five Calls-.-'- I‘sréeii p-sych'olog.ist_,‘
Hillel Klein advised that people should refrain from ‘_vi_ewing fhe series alone.

Israeli educational television conducted a series of question” and answer
sessions. The sessions featured interviews with historians ahd exper'ts- oﬁ
the holocaust including Professor Yehuda Bauer and Dr. Israel Guttmé.n. The -
program received a total of 54 calls; only 1/4 of the questions- came from viewers
under twenty years old. Two-thirds of the call-ins came from native Israelis
or those with Eufopean backgrounds, and 1/ 3 came from the Afri‘can or Asian-born
sector of the population.

The Israeli Education Ministry prepéred a baékgfound booklet for schools .
with an all inclusive explanation of the advent of Nazism. The booklet also
referé to recent statemehts by Austrian Chancellor Bruno Kriesky. There are guide-
lines to aid teachers in conducting classroom discussion as weli as tﬁe Tecom-
mendation that children under 10 or 12 years old not be'.'allowed to view the film.
The Education Ministry's b'ooklet.lstresses that "Holocau_st."_ is not a "detailed
historical documentary' and contains an appended bibliography for those who seek
.further factual information. One source reports that a survey of sfuden'ts showed

-2 out of 3 school age Israelis are interested in learning more.



A "man-on-the-street' survey reported in the Baltimore 'Suﬁ noted that 16

of 25 questioned saw the first segment; and all lﬁ_éé.ve the series a favorable
rating. Two of the 9 who did not watch "Holocaust" did not wish to recall their
personal horrors.

The yardstick for measuring reaction to "Holocaust" is dlstmgmshed from that in
any other country, but}zs clearly not mossible to smpllfy Yitzhak lenl,

director of the television service, admits that although :,:t resembles soap opera

‘and perhaps lacked artistic value the film was shown "because it is a serious work

in television terms". In a Jewish Exponent article one survivor expressed the |
sentiments of many others contending that the. 'sentimehtéli_zatibn and qulywood
superficiality had no real impact and that the program is 'an insult to those
wll*lo suffered." Television critic for Ha'aretz, Heddé Bosen regards the film as
a “trivialization of the holocaust that borders ﬁ_‘t, timés on profanation." Yet_,- '
many, if not the majority of survivors,believed that althdi;gh they could not
watch the film themselves, the world shc)uld watch the series especialiy- in ii-ght of
the denial by neo-Nazi groups and other fascists that the extermination bf Jews uﬁdef
the Third Reich never occurred.
Mnay who were critical of the £ilm argued that the series did not show
enough. Survivors noted that author Gerald Green did not address fhe 'prbﬁlém'
of starvation which was a major threat for Nézi-.zﬁctims. A s_to_ry\ in theJerusalem
Post~points out that there appears to be little effort to probé the roots 6f
the Nazi extermination. Tuvia Friedman, a survivor and head of the Nazi Wai‘
Crimes Documentation Bureaﬁ in Israel, perceived the film ver di_fferenfly- and
stated that the first episodé was "exc.ep'ti,onal, portraying the period very .we].._l."
Résponse on the presence, or rather lack .of 'preéenCe .,.of Adolf Hitler i_s !
i:he subject of some of the most greatly diverging c0nnhentérjr-. Gidebh Ha_usnér'_,

" the chief prosecutor in the Adolf Eichmann trial took exception to the fact that =

"Hitler's role was minimized in "Holocaust'. Hausner also remarked that the film



pared Israeli behavior toward Palestinians to the Nazis' treatmeht bf the Jews.
- The mayor of Bethlehem, Mr. Elias Freij told a correspondent: "To Say that I
am shaken would be a wretched and meager understatement. This is a hbrfible
reminﬁer of the deterioration of man; but it is also é 1es§oﬁ for us-éll; Jews
and Arabs, who live in this.regiOn.;.therefis no substitute -for undersféhding aﬂd
communication, for mutual respect and a humane-apprbach;l.the time hés come to
find a common language and live in neighborly peace.' A young academic and sup-
 porter of the PLO acknowledged that he has learned something'vital" about the |
way Israelis think, "For the first time; it is real to me...and I shudder."
Israel has officially paid less attentionlto the'éubject of the holocéust than
one might anticipate. -Many reviewers speculated on this iséue. A comment-éited

in the Washington Post contends that the Israelis” failure to address the holocaust

and its implication stems from the''fear of damaglng the image of the Israeli
,the single Weiss survivor

fighter." Perhaps this may explain the continued use of Rud1/ in photographs
accompanying articles in Israel. |

Although some young Israelis, particularly Sabras, could not understand
how the Jews could go to their deaths without fighting,the film actually-prb-
moted a fuller understanding of the near powerlessness of'the'JewS;l The"jéfﬁSéiéﬁ
Post article claims that the "'sheep to the slaughter” issue has been confronted
squarely and Jews have largely succeeded in refuting the allegation. The film

effectively warned against to much dependency', an issue which Israells are

conscious of continually reports the Wash1ngton Post "Holocaust' also illustrated

for Jews in Israel and throughout the world why Israel appeared so stubborn
during negotiations with President Anwar.Sadat of Egypt.

Despite all comments, critical and supportive, the general rééttion to
"Holocaust''in Israel was favorable. Many young Israelis told the press' that they

learned more from "Holocaust" than from a hundred history lessons. Amos Elon



does not depict reality and that .it is "an adapted and sweetened version of the
holocaust," but also stated that he "accepts it as.an effort to tﬁ- to bring the
story to the multitudes.'" Moshe Kohn's views as expressed by him in a Jerusalem
Post article are diametrically opposed to Hau_sner's. He reflec'ts ".I. .the fi]m's
producers were on the mark in leaving Hitler and Himnler so far m the bécltgromd'
and concentrating on the'banal' Germans without whose t:o0peratidn the hﬁlocaust could -'
" not have been impleﬁented." -
" Members of Kibbutz Lohamey Ghettaot (Bhetto Fighters) who survived the.’
Warsaw Ghetto wrote letters stating that an)r resemblance between events des-
cribed in the film and real life are accidental. The I(lbbutz has filmed its own
documentary on the Nazi era "’I'I'le 81st Blow' which won an Oscar nom1nat10n

Amos Elon, the widely respected Israeli joumalist writing in 'Ha'aretz ; :'L's
-encouraged not so much by the film but by Israel"s 'response to it. In keepmg
with other critics and journalists Elon notes the hlstorlcal 1n;accurac1es but -
maintains the relevance of the film is not the quality of the program but the
fact that "for two hours, two-thirds of the adult population were seemg, and pos~
sibly feelmg the same thing.'" The question, ac_c:ordlng to Elon, which merits
our attention is 'Does this film, with all its shortcomings; encourage memory and
prevent foréetfulness?‘f Elon's answer is affirmative.~ ~+ T o

Elon further notes that because of the format of the f.ilm ", ..the nightmare of
the holot:aust has been transformed iﬁto the real sufferings of a real family." |

Many Israelis regarded the personalization of the story as particularly beneficial

for the young who would more readily identify with the characters than with abstract
‘fl,gm‘es and historical facts and dates. B

Arabs in Israel and the occupied territory voiced mixed teattion to "Holocaust L
A street- survey questioned 10 Arabs only 3 of whom had seen the film at a11 none

of the Arabs questioned had seen more than one-hour of the broadcast. _ Ye_t,

'Ha'aretz reports that thousands of Arabs did see the film. One young Arab com-



concludes that''...the public meaning of the experience...'" is that,'it forces

rememberance upon us and prevents oblivion.'






