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* IMPACT OF "HOLOCAUST" ON' GERMANY - - -
"A MORAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL EARTHQUAKE "

by Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, Nat1ona1 Interreligious Affairs Director of
the American Jewish Committee and consultant to the NBC-TV series on "Holocaust".

Nothing - no book, no TV documentary, no film, no lecture - has touched the
soul of modern Germany on the moral watershed tragedy of the Nazi Holocaust as has
the NBC-TV series, "Holocaust." That dramatic but factual conclusion has emerged
from a series of overseas.telephone calls that I had with public officials in West
Germany, and in part1cu1ar, with leaders in the village of Oberammergau, last
Thursday following the viewing of the third instaliment of "Holocaust."

According to reports from West Germany in major American newspapers, an esti-
mated .13 million people, or 39 percent of the 34 million people in the viewing-
aud1ence. watched the third of the four installments last Thursday night. This was
up from 13 million viewers, or 36 percent last who watched the second 1nsta11ment,
and 11 million, or 32 percent, who watched the first installment.

The viewing audience for each of the three installments was more than .double
the predicted 15 percent that was expected to watch the program over Westdeutsche
Rundfunk (WDR) of Cologne, the regional station coordinating the telecasts. (The
number of people watching the last installment was not available at the time of
this -report. ) :

The German officials I spoke with said that the figures reported in the Amer-
ican newspapers were underestimated, and that, in fact, some 20 million people had
seen the second installment. That means that one in three potential regional
viewers were exposed to the "Holocaust" account. "That audience broke every record
for regional television in German," one official told me. "“The program has created
a mora? and psycho]og1cal earthquake of unprecedented- prOport1ons "

More than 20, 000 people called the WDR te]ev1s1on offices fo1low1ng the Tues-
day night showing, and two-thirds of the callers were in favor of. "Holocaust" being
televised in Germany. = Many of the viewers told the TV station authorities that
they either could not go on watching it, and some said that they could not sleep
and had to take valium or sleeping pills so powerful was the program'simpact.

One authority told me, "The experience with the program already has been quite
extraordinary. Nobody, even the most sympathetic in the TV industry, expected such
an emotional reactions. It has staggered everybody."

The effect has even spread to East Germany where, according to reports, many
1iving beyond the West German regional broadcasting range are demanding to see the
series. Regional television broadcasts can be received in East Germany and in areas
along the boundary, but most East German viewers are beyond their range. According
to reports, among the East Germans who had seen the program and called to express
their reactions, positive comments outnumbered negative comments 6-2.

I spoke with several people in the village of Oberammergau who are involved
in an effort to revise the anti-Semitic version of the Oberammergau Passion Play
scheduled for production in April 1980. Hans Schwaighofer, director of the Rosner
text of the Passion Play, told me: "Practically everybody in Oberammergau has
watched the first two installments of 'Holocaust.' The impact has been tremendous.
There is a feeling of shock throughout much of Oberammergau. Many people are walking
around the streets of the village saying, "God's sake!' and shaking their heads in
disbelief. How did we let that happen?"

The Oberammergau Town Council has sent around a questionnaire to all the
villagers inviting them to sign up for the 1980 Passion Play. In light of the
shocked feeling in the village in the wake of 'Holocaust' many are refusing to
answer the questionnaire, and it is now being extended for another eight days.



Several hundred of the younger villagers, identified with Rosner text have
indicated that they will refuse to act in the Daisenberger version of the Passion
Play which has been condemned by Christian and Jewish authorities alike as '
“structurally anti-Semitic." Some Oberammergau officials told me that they now
hope that the reaction to .'Holncaust' will play an-important role in influencing
the rejection of the anti-Jewish Daisenberger text:of the play.

There were a good number of negative and hostile reactions of Germans who
asked, "Why reopen old wounds? We should forget all this. It is enough time
already."

Heinz Galinski, head of the Jewish community in West Berlin, said that
“the reactions of the Jewish community throughout West Germany had been positive"
adding that he had received many calls from Jews and non-Jews alike. There'are
about 27,000 Jews in West Germany today, a tragic remnant of the more than 500,000
Jews who lived in pre-war Germany. ' A

Galinski said the "timing of the showing was perfect. It comes at a time
when there is talk again of the Auschwitzlie," a reference to the Nazi effort to
revise history and claim that the genocide of Jews never took place, "when someé
students are making jokes again about Jews, when the statute of limitations on
Nazi war -crimes of murder is an issue and at a time when everybody seems to be
preaching 'let us ‘forget.' :

Perhaps the most significant response of all to "Holocaust" was that of
Chancellor Helmut Schmidt. In a debate in the lower house of the West German .
Parliament last Monday, Chancellor Helmut Schmidt commended the "Holocaust" series,
said that the film is a "must" in connection with the current controversy over
extending the legal time 1imit under which Nazi war criminals can be prosecuted.

He added that the series encourages critical and moral reflection which "is
important in view of the decision each of must make for himself in the course of
this year 'on the statute of limitations." e

“Based on the impact already registered, the American Jewish Committee now
plans to carry out a systematic study of repsonses to the entire series in Germany
as well as in the 15 other countries in which the film is being shown, and then an
intensive follow-up educational program in German religious and secular school
systems. I have no hesitation in saying that if this "Holocaust" series had
achieved nothing other than the impact that it has already had in Germany, it more
than justifies all the investment of time and energy in helping bring its message
%§f05e1m11112ns of Germans who might otherwise have avoided facing the tragedy of

e Holocaust. : : ‘
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SHOWING OF "HOLOCAUST" IN GERMANY

The American;made'teTevisioh stqry Ho]ocauét was aired on West Germany's
3regidna1 te]evfsfon statfons on Januar} 22, 23, 24 and 26, 1979, and;if_: _
quick}y generated an emotional response far greater than anyone had expected.

Only two dajs befofe the §eries start, Heinz Ga11nsk1, leader of the
West Berlin Jew1sh commun1ty, to]d the New York Times that the real issue was
how many would actua1]y see it, s1nce the show was to be run on the Tittle-watched
 regional stations. With the two nat10na] stations refusing the x::gg;x and
with moét pre-broadcast reviews criticizing it for errors of historical deta11
and for triviaHzing. its topic by pTaciﬁg it in a-sbap opera-like serial
context, the Cologne based station that bought and co-ordinated its airing,
the WRD, hoped to gain 15% of the vfewing audience. -

Yet when the figures were in, Holocaust had garnered.BZ“ of its first night‘s 
viewing audience, then 35% 39%, and finally, 41% for the final episode. That.

all told, some
last audience contained zeme 14 m11110n people, and,zemezRAxwitkiamzz 20 millions
" saw the show--about one-third of the nation. It was, NRD_spokesmen were pleased
to say, unprecedented.
experts _

A follow-up discussion with zaeiamg on the Nazi era was also broadcast each
evening, and viewers were invited to call in to talk with the experts.- Despite
the 11:00 Qtaft of_the discussion in a nation where early-to-bed, eaf]y—to-rise'
is the general rule, it too foﬁnd a huge audience.

More than 5,200 calls came in during thelfirst discuésion's night, and they -
._ .kept on coming in, during the day, during each épisode and after, until some 50,000
| calls had been logged. | |

CATHARSIS?

Many viewers were badly upset by the show; some could not watch complete
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episodes, olhers were unable to fall as]éep afterwérds;' Everywhere, the program.
was the major topic of conversation.

A sdrvey taken by the federal Office for Po1itfca1 Education foUnd that,
before the.shbw's airing, 49% of its réspbndents-felt the 1944 p]ot to kill
Hitler was justified, and that after the series, 63% felt that way. Similaf]y,
. those opposing the statuté'of 1imitations against war_cfimes rose from 154 .

to 39%. A third sampfé; taken three months after the seriés, indicated that
these att1tud1na] changes had pers1sted | | |

Yet the f1rst two surveys “also found an unchanged 30% b]oc that fe]t
"Nazism was a basically good idea that was only carrwed out badly."

One of the more striking results of the show was 1ts effect upon the

each decade for

Bavarian village of Oberammergau, the city which has produzed : centuries
produced a Passion Play widely criticized as anti—semétic; -

"Many pédp1e are walking afound the streets of the village saying 'God's
sake,' shaking their heads in disbelief. 'How did we let it happen,'" said
the director of the proposed altered version of the Play, Hans Schwaighofer.
Many vi]lagerg declined or de1ayed'answering fhe town council's letter asking
them to sign up for the 1980 production, and the time allowed for such responses
was extended. . -

Further evidence of Holocaust's impact came in many of tﬁe calls reﬁeived
by WRD. Callers offered new documents, trial records, diafies and photograph§ of
“atrocities, in and effort to unburden themselves and to help prove that it really _
~ did happen. Former prison camp guards called to éék for hepp with their own
memories, and the vast majority 6f callers expressed shame, regret, horror br'
astonishment. ' |

The ‘widely read Der Sgiegél wrote on Jan. 29: "Was this in the final reckoning
really the catharsis? Thirty-foiur years aftér.the end of the war and the Nazi

era, the end of our inability to mourn?"



THE MEDIA

Such responses were wi&éspread as an amazed mass media turned to examine
the show;s huge impact, and what it told about the German people, their young,
and their re]ation to_their past. | o

."A whole nation hés now set oﬁt in search of its history," declared the

radio station Norddeutscher Ruhdfunk; The-Stuttgarter Zeitung newspaper con-

cluded that "the film has altered our awareness," and the aroused interest in

the past, wrote the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, was "a revelation."

o One month later, the show was "still the leading theme_in the country,"
reported Variety magazine. The méss circu]afion tabloid Bild ran a nove]%zed
form of the story,land Seven top Bazﬁan writers, including Gunter Grass and
- Nobel Prize-winner Heinrich Boll, jointly offered to wdrk.on a German-made version.
THE YOUNG |
One segment of thelwest German population stood out in the degree to which
it had been moved by the program: the young. A report op "The Impact of 'Holocaust'"

by the federal government stated thgt "People aged 20 to 25 showed'the most

interest," and the Hamburger Morgenpost and other papers agreed.

The Political '

BXZUEXRY Education Office survey found that young people in particular
wanted to learn more about the Nazi era, and éhat mény admitted they now under-
Stood the reasons behind the reparations payments. But.of those over 40, the
poll found, 73% felt they knew enough already about the Hitler period.

Another poll found that the}g;gqgroup most strongly favored the abolition
_of the statute of limitations on Nazi war crimes (by 71.6%) of all who saw the_series.
Equally telling was the finding that it wés in the youngést age group (under 18)
that the widest gulf between viewers and non—viewers apﬁeaed on this issue. Only
7.9% of the non-viewing youngsters opposed the statute, while 46.7% of the teenaged
viewers opposed it. And, although moderate siied dffferences emerged bewween
viewers and non-viewers on the issue in the 01der age groups,_it was tﬁis

. . such
youngest group, followed by the 19-34 group, that evidenced the 1argestqperc&ntage_



differences in their opposition to the statute. This, too, supported the
conclusion phat young Germans were the most changed by Holocaust.

RELIGIOUS RESPONSES

IAmong those pleased with the show was Berlin Jewish congregatfon chairman
Galinski, who applauded the"beneficial effect" it had, particularly upon the
statute of limitations jgsue and upon the young. |

The general secretaf}gbfhthe Jewish Central Council in Germany, Alexander
Ginsbqrg, syggested that "a conversation is begihning which has been avoided
for years. This is good for democracy." | | |

series _

Before the gzxemaimg was shown, church groups recommended viewing it, and
after, many screened it again for their members. Sti]l,-the Churches came in for
some criticism from those who called the broadcasting stations to ask why the
Churches hadn't used their authority to oppose Nazism? |

The Roman Catholic respbnse to the series consisted largely of attempts to
explain its position during the era. The R.C.weekly Petrusblat%¥ ran a small,
favorable editorial on Holocaust, followed by the text od a 1942 report, which
it claimed to have just found, that had been sent to Reme by the director of a
Catholic office in Berlin set x up to help non-Aryan Christians and JHews.

Catholic publications ran stories in this.dizséziﬂn during the following
month, including many explaining the 1933 Concordat signed between the Hole See
and the Nazis. The articles led many inside and outside the Church to ask if

it were belatedly trying to justify its actions of that era.
A

Zhe high point in this questioning came with an article in the Frankfurter -

Rundschau by Karl Heinz Deschner, a Catholic philosopher. He asserted that
the German Catholic bishops supported rearmament and WWI and that thé Vatican
secretly agreed in 1933 to compulsory German military training; produced numerous
quotes showing Church support for the Nazi regimé; and argued that the Church's "

age-old peosecution of Jews pad 1éid the groundwork for Nazi anti-semitism.
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The Protestant (Evangelical) Chﬁrch's response was less controversial, with

its weekly newspaper, the Berliner Samg Sonntagsblatt, perceiving the crucial

issue as being: could it happenﬁagain, here or e]sewhére?

"The origin of the political involveﬁent of the Church today,"ldeclared
the paper's editorial pommittee chairman on the:front pégé, "..t1ies_in tﬁe
.experience of fheIChufbh in ‘the Third Reich.®’ He'noted:with”¢0ncern Ja withdrawal
from political preaching and a restricting bflactivity #o the defﬁeding of
our private interests."

Much smaller differences in the.viewing.behavior of the religious groups
were indicated by one pp11,-which found Protesténts-(SE.B% of the sample who
gave their religion) comprising. 56.2% of the viewing audience and 56.1% of the
non-viewers. Catholics tilted a bit more towards viewing the series (10.5% of
the respondents, 11.7% of thé viéwers, 9.0% of the ndn—viewers),.és did Jewsr
(0.5% of the respondents, 0.7% of the viewers, 0.3% of the non-viewers)/

© POLTTICAL RESPONSES

The right-wing repponse to Holocaust was predictablj negative,

Neo-Nazis attacked it és 1ies, trash an d anti-German propaganda, and, where
they couldn't deny patés, fumed that it ignored German suffering during the War.

The Deutsche National Zeitung banner-headlined the series as "The Big Lie,"

.and "The Big Fraud," and claimed there-was no pfoof the Final Solution actually
- meant exterm{nation of the Jewish people. IThe German people, it said, were
being “brairv.«:ashed‘.I into guilt, helplessness and "national masochism.”

The month1y hub]ication of the National Democratic'Party asked "How many ° -
billions are Germans to pay now," and worked the themé of "hate-mdngering atrocity
stories of US-Jdewish profiteers." At stake, it claimed, was fhe destruction of
Germand and "the doom of the West." |

More-than verbal blasts, pfowever, surfaced in the right's attack on the.series.
Two television facilities wefe bombed by Meo-Nazi groups during the airing of a

preparatory documentary, The Final Solution. An old synagogue in Essen was
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bambad burned shortly before the series was started.
politician, Christian Social

The nation's most conservative major pamiizxcaiyzxExanzxdagefzitraa Union chief
Franz Josef Strauss, warned of a "new anti—German wave in Western Europe,“
and asked why television didn't focus on other topics like the Sov1et treatment
of German WWIT POWs.

Christian Democratic Union leader Helmut Kohl noted the "intehse'debate“
provoked by the series, and argued that people should be made aware of the
power of totalitarianism both right and left.

Hans Koschnick, deputy chairman of the governihg Social Democratic Party,
said that Germans "cannot, dare hot, fly from this chapfer of our history,"
and that the show "will shake up those who don't want to face the truth about
the past..." -

Speaking on the floor of Parliament, Chancellor Helmut Schmidt praised the
series, stating that "this film forces one to think critically, to think moraliy.“
Also strongly in support of the series were most of the nation's liberal or
left publications, and the Trade Union Federation and each of its 17 member:

unions issued strongly supportive statements on the program. |
THE STATNTE OF LIMITATIONS

_ | ZXZWPKZXZXZX. ZXPKE
iizuzf%ﬁzﬁﬁxzxzﬁﬁkzxz XZxzx2xzRZx2X xzxzxzxzzx

Sy
The most significant impact the film had within the political realm was
updn the statute of limitations for war crimes. This law, under which the last
date for the start of war criminals' trials was to have been Dec. 30, 19?9, was

already before Par]iamént for reconsideration when Holocaust was shown. But
. after thé film's airing, Jﬁsfice-Minister Hans-Jochen Vogel noted a surge of
support for an end to the statute--widely indicated in polls--and ruling party
chairman Koschnick came out for aholishing the statute.

No oberver doubted that the series h elped, in no small degree, to convince

the Bundestag to abolish the statute.



EAST GERMANY |
The impact of the series sp11led ovef into East.Germany as well, déspité
the fact that it was nqt showh fﬁeré. Some 3 million Eaét Germans along thé
West German border did see the show, and a spekesman for West Ge?]in te]evision told
of many cé115 from East Berlin not only supporting.thelshoﬁ (by'3 to 1),.but _,{,1'
complaining that it had not beén shown on West German national television. (Had |
it been broadcast on one of the natibna] stations, all of East Germany would
Ihave been ab}e td see.fhe series.) | |
Thousands of East Germans.éppea1ed to their nation's leaders to run it,
and E. German Party boss Efich Honecker felt constrained to state in February
that his natiqh's anti—fascist standards and past fi1m$ relieved it of any
need to run the series. |
EDUCATION |
The surprise with which the film was met by young West German viewers pro-
duced a questioning of the quality of teaching about the Naii era; and ﬁany gage
low marks to education in this subject. "what-goes on in the schools is a catas-
trophe, so 1jft]e is taught, and 50 late," one teacher was QUofed as saying.
History teachers, it was reported, often failed to take their classes past
~ the Tast Kaiser, and a post-Holocaust American Jewish Committee study found that
available textbooks, although accurrate in their accounts of the Nazi perseuutidn
of Jéws,“fai] to provide a historical context for the peréecution.
- The demand for. topical educational material tﬁat fo}iowed the shbw.caught
thé federal Office for Political Education off guard. It had printed 250,000
copies of an inqumational kit cdrre1ated with the program-—and quick]y'had to
print more. |
Also producing similar -aterial was_the North-Rhein-Westphalia provincial authority,
and the Adolf Grimm Institute for Adult Education in ¥x% Marl, which prepared
maferial on the problem- of treaching about fascism and the Final Soldtion.
The German Council for Christian Jewish.Understanding in Frankfurt produced

a'snecia1'eniarqed issue of its regular bulletin, combining material on Hesses,
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Kristallnacht, 250,000 of which were distributed throughout the nation.

“The film is good for those who don't know anything about the time," said
a member of the Jewish Stident's Federation in West Berlin. "Teachers could take
this as a basis to do more about the problem." Teachers Trade Unions did do so,
with many looking into fhe_ways in which the Holocaust era could best betaught
to their students. The impoktnnce of effecting teaching about the Nazi era was noted
by Jewish communal leader Galinski,>
. We don't want TOoT e over 50 percent of the population who were born
after 1945 responsible for what happened," he said, "but they are responsible for a X

future free of prejudice and the rule of base instincts."



IMPACT OF "HOLOCAUST" ON GERMANY - - -
"A MORAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL EARTHQUAKE"

by Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, National Interreligious Affairs Director of
the American Jewish Committee and consultant to the NBC-TV series on "Holocaust".
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Nothing - no book, no TV documentary, no film, no lecture - has touched the
soul of modern Germany on the moral watershed tragedy of the Nazi Holocaust as has
the NBC-TV series, "Holocaust." That dramatic but factual conclusion has emerged
from a series of overseas telephone calls that I had with public officials in West
Germany, and in part1cu1ar, with leaders in the village of Oberammergau, last
Thursday following the viewing of the third instaliment of "Holocaust."

According to reports from Nest Germany in major Amer1can newspapers, an esti-
mated 13 million people, or 39 percent of the 34 million people in the viewing
audience, watched the third of the four installments last Thursday night. This was
up from 13 million viewers, or 36 percent last who watched the second installment,
and 11 million, or 32 percent, who watched the first installment.

The viewing audience for each of the three installments was more than double
the predicted 15 percent that was expected to watch the program over Westdeutsche
Rundfunk (WDR) of Cologne, the regional station coordinating the telecasts. (The
number of people watch1ng the last installment was not available at the time of
this report.) -

The German officials I spoke with said that the figures reported in the Amer-
ican newspapers were underestimated, and that, in fact, some 20 million people had
seen the second installment. That means that one in three potential regional
viewers were exposed to the "Holocaust" account. "That audience broke every record
for regional television in German," one official told me. "The program has created
a moral and psychological earthquake of unprecedented proportions."”

More than 20,000 people called the WDR television offices following the Tues-
day night showing, and two-thirds of the callers were in favor of "Holocaust" being
televised in Germany. Many of the viewers told the TV station authorities that
they either could not go on watching it, and some said that they could not sleep
and had to take valium or sleeping pills so powerful was the program'simpact.

One authof1ty told me, "The exper1eﬁce with the program already has béen quite
extraordinary. Nobody, even the most sympathetic in the TV industry, expected such
an emotional: reactions. It has staggered everybody.".

The effect has even spread to East Germany where, according to reports, many
living beyond the West German regional broadcasting range are demanding to see the
series. Regional television broadcasts can be received in East Germany and in areas
along the boundary, but most East German viewers are beyond their range. According
to reports, among the East Germans who had seen the program and called to express

.their reactions, positive comments outnumbered negative comments 6-2.
2l <

I spoke with several people in the v111age of Oberammergau who are 1nv01ved
in an effort to revise the anti-Semitic version of“the Uberammergau Passion Play
scheduled for production in April 1980. Hans Schwaighofer, director of the Rosner
text of the Passion Play, told me: "Practically everybody in Oberammergau has
watched the first two installments of 'Holocaust.' The impact has been tremendous.
There is a feeling of shock throughout much of Oberamnergau Many people are walking
around the streets of the village saying, "God's sake!' and shaking their heads in
disbelief. How did we let.that happen?"

The Oberammergau Town Council has sent around a questionnaire to all the
villagers inviting them to sign up for the 1980 Passion Play. In light of the -
shocked feeling in the village in the wake of 'Holocaust' many are refusing to
answer the questionnaire, and it is now being extended for another eight days.



Several hundred of the younger villagers, identified with Rosner text have:z
indicated that they will refuse to act in the Daisenberger version of the Passion
Play which has been condemned by Christian and Jewish authorities alike as
"structurally anti-Semitic." Some Oberammergau officials told me that they now
hope that the reaction to 'Holocaust' will play an important role in influencing
the rejection of the anti-Jewish Daisenberger text of the play.

There were a good number of negative and hostile reactions of Germans who
asked, "Why reopen old wounds? We should forget all this. It is enough time
already."

Heinz Galinski, head of the Jewish community in West Berlin, said that
“the reactions of the Jewish community throughout West Germany had been positive'
adding that he had received many calls from Jews and non-Jews alike. There are
about 27,000 Jews in West Germany today, a trag1c remnant of the more than 500,000
Jews who Tived in pre-war Germany. S : _

Galinski said the "timing of the showing was perfect. It comes at a time
when there is talk again of the Auschwitz lie," a reference to the Nazi effort to
revise history and claim that the genocide of Jews never took place, "when some _
students are making jokes again about Jews, when the statute of limitations on €;*'
Nazi war crimes of murder is an issue and at a time when everybody seems to be
preaching 'let us forget.'

Perhaps the most sign1f1cant response of all to "Holocaust" was that of
Chancellor Helmut Schmidt. In a debate in the lower house of the West German
Parliament last Monday, Chancellor Helmut Schmidt commended the "Holocaust" series,
said that the film is a "must" in connection with the current controversy over
extending the legal time 1imit under which Nazi war criminals can be prosecuted
He added that the series encourages critical and moral reflection which '
important in view of the decision each of must make for himself in the course of
this year on the statute of limitations."

Based on the impact already registered, the American Jewish Committee now
plans to carry out a systematic study of repsonses to the entire series in Germany
as well as in the 15 other countries in which the film is being shown, and then an
intensive follow-up educational program in German religious and secular school
systems. I have no hesitation in saying that if this "Holocaust" series had
achieved nothing other than the impact that it has already had in Germany, it more
than justifies all the investment of time and energy in helping bring its message
gﬁfoae1m11}1gns of Germans who might otherwise have avoided facing the tragedy of

e Holocaus
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Wer hat 'Holocaust' resehen? Ver nicht?

Sozialstatistische Daten zu Schern und Nicht-Sehern:

- Gesamtstich- Holocaust- Holocaust-
X probe(n=821) Seher(n=445) Nicht-
S Seher(n=367)

Geschlecht '
m#nnlich 43,0% 52,8% 31,6%
weiblich _ bo,6% » - 42,2% - 58,0%
Alter _ )
unter 19 Jahre : 8,5% 6,7% 10,4%
19 bis 34 Jahre 21,3% - 26,1% 16,1%
35 bis 46 Jahre 19,5% 21,3% 17,2%

! 47 bis 64 Jahre : 2L, 7% - 25,2% 24 ,3%

; ~~ 65 Jahre und ilter 25,9% 20,7% 32, 2%

‘?Familiensfand .

verheiratet — — 51,2% 56,6% Ly, 7% -

% ledig = 16,9% 18,49 - 15,0%

; verwitwet . 18,1% 14, 6% 22, 3%

3 geschieden 6,8% : 5,8% - - 8,2%

E _{ getrennt lebend : 0,7% 0,7% 0, 8%

§ ﬁﬂ? Religionszugehorigkeit

5 evangelische _{{ 56, 3% 56,2% 56,1%

= katholische 10, 5% 11,7% 9,0%

1.? jiidische . g 0, 5% 0,7% 0, 3%

= andere Religionsgem. ° 1,9% 2,2% 1,6%
keine Religionsgem.__ | 25,0% 25,8% 24, 3%
Haushaltsgriéfle -
1-Personenhaushalte 28,6% 24, 3% ' 34,1% g
2-Personenhaushalte 34, 7% 36,0% 33,2% §
3-Personenhaushalte 16,8% 20,2% 12,5% i
h-Personenhaushalte 10,0% 12,6% 6,8% :
5 und mehr Personen- 3,1% 3,1% 3=8% y

haushalte . .

* Anm. s. folgende Seite
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1 Gesamtstich- Holocaust-~ Holocanust-
S : fgb' probe(n=821) Scher(n=U45) Nicht-

‘\3“ o g R A Seher(n=367)

1 5

E ;z £ ! [ Berufliche Position _

{g'lg f Selbstindig 4, 6% 5,6% _ 3,5%

s | ( ——— Beamte ) ) % 7,8% 10,3% b, 6%

; L-~H*J Angestellte 28, 6% 31,7% 25,1%

| Arbeiter ‘é, 8,6% 8,8% 8,7%

' Rentner/Pensionire S 26,8% 21,1% 33,8%
Hausfrauen ' 8,3% _ 7,9% 9,0%

; Auszubildende X . 5,49 8,1% 2,1%

= ‘ Arbeitslose — o 0, 4% 0,2% 0,5%

usbi

] Iﬂ%ﬁTWs.f wfou T *Frm,l:-y ’?5

; Hauptschule ohne Abschlufi/ _ '

i ohne abgeschl. Lehre C12,1% < 9,2% - 15,3%

; Hauptschule mit AbschluB/ o

1 abgeschl. Lehre oder i 2 '

i Berufsausbildung 37 4+5% = 37,8% 37,6%

‘ ‘ Realschule, Mittlere Reife, ) -

Fachschule, Handelschule,

CECET Y S

Oberschule ohne Abitur 28,9% 30, 3% 27,2%
: Abitur, Hochschule/Univer-' ‘ .
: sitdt ohne AbschlusB 6,3% 8,3% 3,8%
' Hochschule/Universitit
i mit Examen : 7,8% 9,0% 6,5%
Berufstitigkeit
1 voll berufstitig 43,8% L9, 2% - 38,49
b teilweise berufstitig 5, 6% 5,8% 5, 4%
; voriibergehend arbeitslos 1,0% 0,9% 1,1%
' Rentner/Pensionir 28, 3% 23,1% : 35, 1%
in Berufsausbildung
einschl, Fachschule 0,7% ; 1,1% 0,3%
i in Schulausbildung
' einschl. Hochschule ' 3,7% 5,2% - 1,9%
nicht berufstitig,
Hausfrau 9,4% 9,0% 10,1%

* Die hier und im folgenden zu 100% bestehende Differenz ist
auf fehlende Angaben auf den Fragebdgen zuriickzufiihren.
Die jeweilige Héhe dieser fehlenden Angaben wird aus Platz-
griinden nicht gesondert aufgefiihrt.
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Und nun zur Sehbeteilirung.

Mehr als die Hilfte der Befragten (54,2%) haben die TV-Serie
bzw. Teile davon gesehen, trotz spiter Sendezeit, 'negativ
besetztem! Thema und Verbannung ins sogenannte Minderheiten-
programm. Aufgeschliisselt nach den einzelnen Sendeterminen

heit das, hier auch im Vergleich mit der Sehbeteiligung in

den USA im Friihjahr ,1978:

5
“Telefon- Teleskopie UsA (NBC)
umfrage BRD Berlin(West)
Berlin(West)

Montag, 22.1. 36,7% 32,0% 30,0% 27,1%

Dienstag, 23.1. -  37,0% 36,0% 38,0% 32,7%

Donnerstag, 25.1. . 39,6% 39,0% 47,0% - 30,3%

Freitag, 26.1. - h2,3% L1,0% 36,0% 34 ,9%

Zu beobachten ist also eine kontinuierliche Zunahme der Zu-
schauerzahlen im Verlauf der Woche. Ein Trend, der sich auch
in den Teleskopie-Daten fiir das Bundesgebiet (vgl. Tabelle)
abzeichnete, der aber in deutlichem Widerspruch steht’zu den
Teleskopie-Daten fiir den Westberliner Raum. Als Ursache fiir
diese Differenzen konnen die kleinen regionalen Haushalts-
Stichproben (die Teleskopie-Daten basieren in Westberlin auf
nur ca.100 Haushalten mit ca. 250 Personen) angesehen werden,

die mit groBeren Fehlerwahrscheinlichkeiten behaftet sind.

Ein Verglteich der sozialstatistischen Daten der Zuszchau-
er der einzelnen Abende zeigt, daB die Zusammensetzung und
Struktur des Publikums iiber die vier Abende hin sich nicht

verindert hat, sondern konstant gebleiben ist.

Als Grund, daB sie nicht alle vier Teile der Serie gesehen
hatten, gaben die Interviewpartner am hidufigsten 'Zeitmangel'’
an (36%). Damit stellt sich die Frage, ob die Einschaltquoten
nicht noch viel hGher gewesen widren, wenn die Programmplazie-
rung - alle vier Sendetermine innerhalb einer Woche und zu

reletiv spdter Zeit -~ zuschauerfreundlicher gewesen wire.

R s e e = e T Y e T T R ST T TN BN S V0N - TR T T Sy ©




v B e

Der Zeitfaktor spielte bei den Befragten, die sich entschie-
den hatten, 'liolocaust' nicht zu sehen - man kann hier wirk-
lich von Entscheidung sprechen, denn nahezu allen war der
Sendetermin bekannt - zwar auch eine Rolle, doch nicht in so
starkem Mafle. Fir sie waren vornehmlich andere Griinde be-

stimmend, wie der nachfolgenden Tabelle entnommen werden

sehen?", antworteten mit

g
Ei § g kann. Auf die Frage: "Warum haben Sie 'Holocaust' nicht ge-

absolute Zahlen Prozentwerte

-am Thema nicht interessiert 71 8.6%

In die Kategorie 'Sonstiges', dje am stdrksten besetzt ist,
fallen so triviale Ereignisse wie 'Fernseher kaputt'!, aber
auch direkt auf die Serie bezogene ablehnende Argumente.
Hier die am hidufigsten genannten: 2zu grausam, 2zu schwer, =zu
aufregend, zu trivial; NS-Filme sind als Spielfilme nicht
gut, man kennt es schon, es geht zu sehr an die Nieren,

man ist das Thema leid,man hat selbst zuviel im Zweiten
Veltkrieg mitgemacht; der Film ist eine F&dlschung, es mufl
endlich SchluB damit sein, man will endlich seine Ruhe haben,
es sollten lieber Filme iiber an Deutschen begangene Greul-
taten gezeigt werden. Vornehmlich alte Frauen (65 und #lter)
dokumentierten mit diesen Aussagen ihre Verdridngungsmecha-
nismen. Die nachfolgenden Tabellen, aufgeschliisselt nach
Alter, Geschlecht und'Holocaust-Seher' und 'Nicht-Seher'

verdeutlichen diesen Sachverhalt,

~von der Ausstrahlung der % i
Serie nichts gewuBt ' 6 0,7% ~. '.
-anderes Programm gesehen 8 : 1,0% o !
-keine Zeit gehabt o 8,6% ‘1}{'
-Sonstiges 190 23,1& A
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Ilolocaust geschen lolocaust nicht resehen
(n=bk45) (n=367) - |
“'(TS 19-34 | 35-46 [47-64| 65 /|18 [19-34]35-46 [b7-64] D65

M 5.1 28.1| 26.4| 26.4|14.0}|2.6| 21.6| 21.6| 25.9]28.4
F i 3.2| 25.0| 17.0| 26.1|28.7||3.8] 16.0}] 16.0| 26.3|38.0

Im Vergleich zur Secie wurden die 'Open-End-Diskussionen'

nicht in so hohem MaBe genutzt, nur 16% derjenigen, die die

Serie gesehen haben, blieben regelmifig am Gerdt und folg-

ten auch demxBeiprogramm. 37% der Zuschauer sahen gelegenf—.

: lich die 'Open-End-Diskussionen'; fiir den Abbruch wverant-

wortlich war in erstgr Linie die zu spite Sendezeit! Ins-

gesamt zeichnete sich fiir die Rezeption des Beiprpgfamms
eine #hnliche Tendenz ab wie fiir die einzelnen Teile der

; TV-Serie: iiber die Abende hin eine kontinuierliche Zunahme

1 der Zuschauer: am 22.1. haben 22,1% der'Holocaust-Seher' die
'Open-End-Diskussionen' gesehen, a, 23.1. 24 k%, am 25.1.
27%, am 26.1., fiir viele schon der Beginn des VWochenendes,

34,2%. Die Diskussionen wurden voh der Mehrheit ihrer Zu-

[

schauer fiir die Beurteilung und Bewertung der TV-Serie ¢
'Holocaust' als relevant und informativ erachtet, wenn auch n
Form und Gestaltung der Diskussionsrunden fExperten- und
Professorenkliingel®, "nur Fremdwﬁrter“) hiufig als #uBerst H]

negativ eingeschiatzt wurden.

T TR T

Die der Ausstrahlung der T-V-Serie 'Holocaust' vorausgeschick-

ten Dokumentarsendungen konnten noch weniger Zuschauer als

ETTNCEY

die 'Open-End'Diskussioen' auf sich vereinigen: die Sendung

"Antisemitismus - Geschichte eines Vorurteils" (11.}.1979,

ARD 20 Uhr 15) sahen trotz des exponierten Programmplatzes

nur 6,5% aller interviewten Personen (=821), die Sendung
"Geschichte der Judenverfolgung 1933 - 19457 (18.1.1979, ebenfalls
ARD 20 Uhr 15) nur 11,9%.
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Den Anstof3, sich die TV-Serie 'Holocaust' anzusehen, erhielten

die meisten der Zuschauer aus Prorrammzeitschriften und Zeitungs-

fom e ol

artikeln. Daneben spielten vor allem Hinweise von Freunden,

Verwandten und Arbeitskollegen eine wichtige Rolle, ein weite-
res Zeichen dafiir, wie intensiv die 6ffentliche Diskussion

] X, und die Kommunikation de r Zuschauer untereinander waren.

Von dem vorliegenden Roman zur TV-Serie (Gerald Green, Holo-
caust, Bayreuth (Hestia) 1979, 32 DM) gingen keine Impulse

zur Rezeption der Fernsehserie aus, da nicht einer der Inter-

viewpartner den Roman gelesen noch von ihm gehdrt hatte.

Die Bereitschaft der 'Holocaust-Seher', den Roman in nich-
ster Zukunft noch zu lesen, hdlt sich - wie die folgenden
Zahlen zeigen - zwar auch in Grenzen, doch ist hier die
Lesebereitiggaft eindeutig hdher als bei der'Gesamtstich-{?

probe: ((\\ cF? é . {,\(qﬁ - SSS‘)
Stichprobe

! Bereitschaft, den _ Holocaust-Seher
4 Roman zu lesen ‘P (n=821) (n=445)

Ja J>Q§>a aJ jf 27,2% 35, 1%

Nein e i? Q? 44 0% 38,9%

i .- ~ Lk _TER RN O

E VeiB nicht & 18,9% 18, 0%
Keine Antwort x:éﬁ ' 10,0% - 8,1%

E Auch das Sehen des Rahmen-programms, Dokumentarsendungen
i und 'Open—End-Diskussionen"scheint EinfluB auf die Ent-
!

scheidung, den Roman in Zukunft noch zu lesen oder nicht,

! zu haben, wie folgende Tabellen dckumentieren:

Bereitschaft, den o Dokumentarsendung am 18.1.1979
Roman zu lesen gesehen nicht gesehen
Ja | 35,7% 27, 3%
Nein _ 37,8% L7,0%
WeiB nicht ' 20, 4% - 18,9%
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Bereitschaft, den " 'Open-End-Diskussionen’
Roman zu lesen regelmdlig geclegentlich iiberhaupt nicht
(n=445=Holocaust- gesehen gesehen gesehen
Ja Scher) 34, 7% 38,0% 32,8%
Nein ‘ ‘ 38,9% - 39,8% 39,0%
WeifB nicht 20,8% 18.7% 19,0%

Diese Befunde scheinen darauf zu verweisen,

dafl die Bereit-

schaft zur Rezeption von Dokumentar- und Diskussions-

sendungen, also Sendeformen, die landldufig
verdaulich und weniger eingingig gelten als
Serien, korrespondiert mit der Bereitschaft
eines thematisch gleichen Romans. In diesem

kann also neben der Offenheit verschiedenen

als schwerer
etwa Familien-
zur Lektiire
Personenkreis

Sendeformen

gegeniiber auch eine grofBere Flexibilitit zwischen den

verschiedenen Medien, insbesondere auch hin

medien,erwartet werden.

zu den Druck-
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der Entscheidung 'gecsen Verj*hrune!,

; Als wesentliche EinflufigriSen in dem Fntscheidungsprozef

; fiir oder gegen die Verjéhrung nationalsozialistischer Ver-

: brechen haben sich die Merkmale Alter und Geschlecht der
Befragten herausgestellt. Die nachfolgenden Tabellen ver-
deutlichen diesen Sachverhalt-fﬁrldie verschiedeneﬁ Altersgruppen:

H it h 244
'w quﬁocﬁsj gesg en R;‘M?

S Xeine ' Fir i) X Gegen VeiB ‘335\

f Alter Angabe Verjghrung VerjZhrung nicht
| bis 18 36.7% 10. 0% L6.7% . 6.7%
: 19 bis 34 1.7% 19.0% 71.6% 7.8%
ﬂ 35 bis 46 . 1.1% 26.3% 56.8% 15.8%
47 bis 64 1.8% 20.5% 64. 3% 13.4%
1 ab 65 2,2% 20.7% 63.0% 14,1%
li

i | -~ Holocaust nicht gesehen (n=367)

; Keine Fiir Gegen WeiB

| Alter Angabe Verijshrung Verjsihrung nicht

; bis 18 36.8% 10. 5% 7.9% Ly, 7%
19 bis 34 - 25.4% L9, 2% 25.4%
35 bis 46 4, 8% 20.6% 60. 3% 14, 3%
47 bis 64 1.1% 29.2% 50.6% 19.1%
ab 65 5.1% 21.2% 41,5% 32.2%

Ein verbliiffendes Ergebnis sei hier kurz hervorgehoben:
Bricht die Rezeption der Serie 'Holocaust'bei den Jlingeren
Personen gerade die Unentschlossenheit in der Verjdhrungs-
frage zugunsten der Entscheidung 'gegen Verjdhrung' auf, so
zeigt sich bei der Gruppe der 35bislbjihrigen ein vollig
anderer Effekt: hier steigt der Anteil der Unentschiedenen;
aber noch wichtiger, der Anteil der Personen, die sich fiir

eine Verjshrung aussprechen, nimmt durch die Rezeption der
Serie zu. Velche Griinde fiir diese Er}t\-.ricklung mangblich sind,
kann an dieser Stelle noch nicht beantwortet werden.
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lStraftatan bei den Holocaust Sehern

und den Nicht Sehern, so scheint ,inj

die Rezeption der TV—Serie auf dia,f;ﬁ
Beantwortung der . Frage EinrluB Se- -

,i.}nommen zZu habeq-' a5ﬁ.; o e i T i
Holocaﬁéé ééséhénfl
5 fiir Verjﬁhrung | '“?0.7%:: f
.\ gegen Ver;jahrung 6_3.1‘,”'0'f : QM—
Telwedn nicht =~ S 12.1% e
: f keine Anfwort w0 0% T_ﬁfgﬁxzzl_
ﬁ'_?‘ Holocaust nicht gesehen el
SRR &1t Verjahrung .. . 22. % G J‘(—hﬂ*
../ gegen Verjihrung L, 5% 0‘7”"-”' e =
pageere A D ¢ 32 LN F .
ikeine‘#ntwbrf, e 6,60 thuﬂﬂhiﬁv?tfﬁiﬂff
t:Aus den Tabellen wird ersichflich,- G
daB die Serie Holocaust den Block g |
~_ der 'Unentqrhiedenen' aufgebrochen f
_hat 7ugunsten der Entscheidung '
'gegen Verjﬁhrung . Yie lange diecse
m?irkung anhﬁlt, kann natiirlich nicht.
-prognostiriert werden.
.+ Das wird nicht- znletzt davon ab=
L7  h¥ngen, ob und in welcher Form in

iif"der nichsten Tukunft die Thematik
'welterbehandclt wird. :
1Unabdingbar aber wird sein, nimmt

“man die Forderungen der Befragten_;i

"
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BLAUSTE ™) M-ReligionToday 22-05 0600
IJB”AM -Religion Today,A1v0e--630 ~-
.adyvds - '
MU#fFor'release AM Fri Feb. 9
"=By GEOKGE W. CORNELL=
AmericT= AP Feligion Writer= - |
Comﬂ'nwEw YORK (AP) — In the Bavarian village of Oberanmergau, the '
‘townspeople were reportel in a mood of shaken bewillerment in the 2 C
-waxe of the German television showing of “‘Holocaust,’” a drama
-of the Nazi slaughter of Jews. %
*‘There is a feeling of skock fhroughout much of ' ——
Oterammergau, ~ Hans Schwaiszkofer was ,quotei. He is director -of a —
proposed changed text for the village’s world-renowed “‘Passion '
Play. ” whose past versions have been wiiely criticizei as
anti-Semitic.
g1s comnment was among reactions gathered from West Serman
sources by the American Jewish Committee, which says the NBC-maie
TV film nvidently has preduced " an earthquake in the Jerman

5ou1.
~ "'It%s a turnirg point " says Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaun, th_
committee’s inter religious affairs 1irector. “Nothing sinca
World war II hes so permeated the mentality of the }ernan
people.

Ee says extensive telephone checks with German officials and
other community leaders indicate the impact has been far greater
than U. S. press accounts have indicateid, opening chanrnels for
'xidened 1nterreligious dialogue and affecting the Zerman political
climate.

' .For instance, he says, west Jerman pclls founi that the _
proportion of people favoring extension of time for Nazi war. j?
crimes trials beyond its scheduled expiration this year trlpnlei
~from only 14 percent defore the TV showinv to 47 percent
af terward.

He says it now appears much more likely that an ° ‘enerzing
majority”” of legislators will vote this spring to extsnd the
statue ¢f 'limitations, thus allowing more time to apprehend still -
fugitive Nazis and bring them to trial.

'+ As a result of the new openness on the issue, the American

- Jewish Committee is organizing a stuiy in depth by 3erman social
scientists of the show s inmpact among 3erman Protestants and
Catbolics. and’ the implications for the future. :

*It’s an unvoreceiented opportunity to deal with Nazisn 1n
3ermany in a cooperative way that was never possible before,”” he
Says. :

Among German Jews, now numbering 27,202 in West Gernany,

remnant of the 528,222 in pre-war jermany, Tanenbaum says

indications were that the film brought e sense of historic,

development in the national clinate.

It has aff°ctei the conscience of a najor proportion of the _

German people,”” he says. —_—

Tannenbaum says the telephone checks gave particular attention r

to reactions 1n the village of Oberammergau, where the famed '

“Passion Play ™ has been prcduced each decade for more than a
century, attractlng hundreds of thousanis of tourists.

There, the impact has been tremendous,”” Schwaighofer was
aquoted. “Many people are walking arovnd the streets of the - :
village saying, 60 "s sake! %hakinv their heads in disbelief. ' ’2;

‘How did we let it hapoven?’

As a result of the T'er:uc:til.cms. many vlllagers were rnported to
have declined or delayed answering a questionaire sent out by the
town council to all the villagers, inviting them to sign up for _ |
the 1€8@ play production. Consequently, Tanenbaunm says, the tine , |
was extended for respcnses. ;

" He says the impact coull affect outcome of the drawn-out
controversy over whether to continue using a play text wiiely
condemned ty Christian and Jewish scaolars as anti-Senitic, or to
use a proposed more even-handed version. '

Meanwhile, an AJC-commissioned study of affects of the TV
airing ¢f ““Holocaust’” in the Unitel States last spring, founi
that nearly half the 120 nillion viewers_régarded the the
four-part series ~“disturding to watch.’

In a8 5¢-page report, Response Analysis Inc. o{ Princeton, N.

J. .reported that the filn made American viewers more aware of,
and perhaps more sensitive to, a caJastrophe almost beyond
comprehension. -
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Federal Central Office of Political Education
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"Holocaust" and Political Education R

A selection of the results.of a repnresentative survey

1. Aims of the Survey

The survey's basis provides three representative samples:
Interviews before (800 persons), interviews after (1800
persons), and interviews after 14 weeks (500 pérsons).

The fact that this structure for the enquiry was decided on

as early as Autumn 1978 by the team”conducting the survey

and that reprgsentative samples were selected, make it clear
that both West German Televisicn and the Federal Centre for
Political Education regarded the screecning of "Holocaust™”

not as an uncomfortable duty but as a valuable educational
opportunity of far reaching consequences. A further illustra-
tion of this is the composition of the group of consultantsm
who made an essential contribution to the content of the
study. The group included representatives of communications
and media studies, media educational theorists, researchers
on radicalism and totalitarianism as wcll as political and

educational didactics.

‘This accompanving survey to "Holocaust" is not

intended to satisfy merely abstract interests but to deliver
oraxis-orientated results. The main objective of the Federal
Centre for Political Education was to work out a detailed

data basis of high informative value for the purpose of
developing accompanying measures focusing on National Socialism
and its significance for the present day. The Centre's interest
was also coupled with the hope of winning the mass medium

of television as an ally for a socially relevant theme. {Thié
home's realisation is confirmed by the 105 thousand letters -
70 thousand of them from tecachers - who wrote to us requesting
our documentation on "Holocaust"). The Federal Centre evalu-
ated "Holocaust" as a positive contribution to the learning
-proccss-still necessary in resnect to the period of National

Socialism. lor in cpite of the endcavours of all nolitical

1) Dr. Uwe lagnus, WDR; Dipl.-Soz.Peter mi: thnqhaimer,savnris,
Fonchen; Dipl.-Psych., Tilman Ernst,Bundeczentrale fGr
politischu Bildung

2) Dr. Karzten Renckstorff, Hans-Bredow-Institut,Hamburgs
Dr. Jozchim LiBeznn,cidukticches Zentrum d. Universitat -
fFrankfurt; Dr. Jocef Hackforth,Incstit.f, Publizistik,
Universitat minster; Dipl.-Psych.Arthur Fizcher, Fa.Psydscta,
Frankfurt; durchrunranden Institut; Farplsn,0ffenbach,
Studionleiter: Nipl.—Pzvch, pizster Yalchart




educational institutions and the schools as well, there are

grounds for the assumption that considerable scctions of

socicty still question democratic principles and the represent-

ative parliamentary system of decision-making. This raises the

question of how those can be reached who still, or once again,

adhere to essentially fascist ideologics and thus keep one of the

roots of Fascism alive. In connection with political education,

"Holocaust" has threce main nositive functions:

1.

. "Holocaust" provides all those involved in education with an

opportunity of introducing themes relating to the origins,
deeds and consequendes of National Socialism. "Holocaust"”
created the requisite sensibilization of large sections of
the general public for the success of this. Now, political
education no longer has to laboriously stimulate intecrest
for this problem complex: on the contrary, it can offer
rational arguments, the background, inter-relationships and
the consequences for today to the millions of discussions
going on at the moment in everday life.

"Holocaust" has revecaled deficits and made it possible to
analyse fruitful points of departure for lcarning processecs,
both in the field of historical knowlecdge aﬁd social attitudes.
The "Hitler-Vogue" opened up a market for National
Socialism with publications, original recordings and films
which both heroised and played down the harmful side of

Nazism and it was above all young people who were susceptible.
So it was high time that some of the most drcadful events of
Nazi-rule were rendered visually and emotionally experienceable

to pose a counter weight.

From a media and program policy point of view, the serial
"Holocaust" must be evaluated as an exemplary case of

television offering an intensive treatment of themes that

'pursue sociopolitical interests. That ."Holocaust"'s success

has improved and increased the possibilities of political
education means also that the basis has now been created for

opening comparable chances for other socially relevant themes.
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+ 2. Tindings
2.1. "Holocaust" has had an uctiva{lng of fect

It didn't require an empirical survey to ascertain this:
"Holocaust" supplied food for thought and discussions of

millions and it awakecned intcrest in further information.

Included in this are the documentations madeé available by the Federal

Central Office for Political Education and the authorities of

" the various German Lindor. The Fedceral Central Office alone received

over 110LOOO.requcsts for the comp]cmcnﬁé}y material. The sum
of all the enquirics recceived by the Federal and Linder Central
offices, particularly in North Rhein Westnhalia, numbered over
450,00C. As mentioned alrcddy, over 60% of those roeceived by
the Federal Central Office were from educators and tcachers:

schools 83%, youth workcrs 11%, armed forces 3%, adult education

38. A 1arde proportion of those who wrote in gave their opinions

. on "lHolocaust" ‘but also on such questions as " How c¢ould soinc-

" thing like that happen?" and "What can we lecarn from it for the

problems of today?". The following valucs werc obtained from the

survey:

Question: "Did "Holocaust"arousec your interest to learn more about

National Socialism and the percsccution of the Jews?"

Total Aged i Aged Aged hAged 40 years

14-19 | 20-29 ' 30-39 old and over
Basis 1014V . . 122 : 150 202 540
Yes - 36% 623 53¢ 362 27%
No 632 3912 451 644 73%

These ratios correspond very well to the rest of the exmeriences
made by the Fedcral Office, as far as these were clear from the
letters. Many tecachers wrote that their pupils. in class brought
‘up the subject "Holocaust"; many parcents wrote asking for the

documentation becausce their children had reguested it.

Another indication of the activating effcct of the series is the

willingness cxpressed to sce the film again, if it should be
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1) Viewers of "Holocaust" interviewed from the sccond representa-
tive sample (2nd stage) :



repeatcd. (Unfortunately, we chose a date for the survey
quecstion that, today, scems too far.ahead).

Q.: "If the program werec to be repecated in two oxr three years
time, would you watch "Holocaust' again?"

Total ° Aged i Aqgoed ﬁgcd Aged 40 ycars
14-19 20-29 30-39 old and over
Basis 1014 122 150 202 540
Yes,
certainly 28% 39% 38% 29% 22%
Yes,
probably 32% 412 34% 37% 27%
No, probab- .-
ly not 22% 10% 20% . 17% 27%
No, certain- :
ly not 17% 10% 9% 16% S 21%

., hececording to these figures, particularly the members of the
younger age groups have a considerable interest in sceing the
film again. (hat this is not just lip-duty on their part is

substantiated by a comparable question from the first round of

interviews before "Holocaust" was screened and which asked whether

the interviewed would watch the seriecs. These results tally
very well with £he actual vicewer ratings.) "Also noteworthy in
this connection is, that it was predominantly the young viewers
who complained that the scrics was shown too late at night. The
lfindings of the intervicws 14 wecks after screening also shdw
no deviation from the proportions cited above. Even after this
time gap, the majority of "liolocaust"-viewers in general and a

great majority of the young ones would watch the film again.

The discussions provoked by "Holocaust" were of very diverse
content. Discussions took nlace even while the film was on.
The following table shows results obtained immediately after
screening: | .

Q. "Did you talk about"Holocaust"” either during or after the

program with family, friends, acquaintances or collcagues?”




4

s . Total Men Women o

. Basis : 1014 - 504 510

Yes, with members
of my family 64% 64% 63%

Yes, with friends,
acquaintances and
colleagues : 40% 48% 33%

No, with no-one 23% ' 20% 27%

The results show, that when this question was repeated after 14

weeks, discussions within the family had remained constant whereas

the frequency of conversations with friends, acquaintances and
colleagues had risen by 10%. This was of course most noticeable
in the 14 days after the screening; after that, the frequency
declined and reached an average of 14% 14 wecks after the broad-
cast. Here thc'following'was observed: particularly the younger
age groups discussed "Holocaust" with friends, acquaintances and
at work, irrespective of whether they themselves approved or dis-

approved of the series or whether it had moved them or not.

Further questions show that these discussions were not necessarily
always harmonious. Although the opinion prevailed, thatone's

own opinion had met with more assent than dissent, considerable
controversies obviously took place. This becomes clear on loock-
ing at the.content of these discussions ( these points were
laid before the interviewed and hultiple choices wére possible):

i .
Q.: "And what were thesc discussions about with your family?"

or And what were thcsc discussions about with frlcnds,

i acqualntanccs and’ collcagues’"

A i e L e ey

rareami




Discussions with . Discussions with
members of the friends, acquaintances
family or colleagues '
; Total - . Total

Basis i 644 410

The film as a whole | 53% 59%

Certain scenes T 48% 1 38%

The actors 14% 10%

True-to-life rendering
of the period and
persons - 30% - 32%

If a subject like this
should be treated in : , ' :
a fictional film S 17% , 20%

If a subject like this

should be shown today 29% _ 24%
Persecution of the Jews/ ' \

Antisemitism 43% : 51%
National Socialism 32% _ 44%
Origins, question of '
guilt 48% 51%
Effect of the film 28% ' 37%
Lessons which could be o
learned from the film 25% : : 34%

These findings illustrate the fact that not only very specific
themes were discussed in connection with the film but also problems
which went much further; for example, the lessons which could
'bu lecarned from it or why it havpenced and the question of guilt.

The third round of interviews showed that with the passage of

time, slight shifts took place. Whether it was a faithful portrait
of the pericd, problems concerning the persecution of the Jews

and antisemitism, whether the subject of the extermination of the
Jews should be brought up again today, what effect the film

really had - these gquestions came more to the fore of the dis-

cussions.
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~The f,h‘i-i:d-.&xj_pund of interviews brought more detailed ";'_pformétion'
about how "Holocaust" was discussed. From this, the kind of
argumentation as well as the perscnal experiences of the inter-
viewed can be deduced. These are very important prerequisites
for the working out of effective accompanying measures such as
study guides. In this way, the arguments, opinions and attitudes
expressed by young persons, for example, in their immediate
social context, can be made the starting point for information

. which will be conveyed to them from outside.

The following table gives an idea of the extent of so~called
ﬁfguments" that an interviewer, reader or viewer can be
confronted with. These results will need further analysis-
but they serve to illustrate the fact that educational
measures in connection with the subject of National Socialism
can meet up with very hard opposition, that cannot

be shaken by logical or rational arguments.




Question: llerc is a list of opinions,
connection with "lolocaust".

that we have hcard in
Could vyou tell us which

of thcm you yourself have also heard or rcead about?

(pre-given list)

dﬁinion al-
ready heard
or read

Total

| .
Oninion | Opinion
considered 'not

| commented on

i
Right Wrong;

Basis (Interviewées 3rd Rbund)

497

Everything must have an‘end to it;
Germans today can no longer be held
responsible for the crimes caunitted
- under National Socialism

Those vihio talk about wrong done to
the Jews should also talk about
the wrong done to Gormans, like
the bambardirent of Gormuan toms and

the expulsion of Gemuns fran the Last

That today only the crimes of Nation—
al Socialism are taliied about and not
those of the Americans, English or
Russians, for example, is due to the
fact that we Cemmans lost the war.

The German people didn't know any-
thing about the crimes of the Nation-
al Socialists against the Jews then.

Of course life in concentration camps
wasn't pleasant but it was war-time,
-after all, and the soldiers at the
front weren't having a good time
either.

That today the crimes of National
Socialism are over-cnphasised is
because people are jealous of the
Gerrans' post-war econamic
prosgerity

The extermination of the Jews is
‘propagancda and a lie uscd to black-
mail we Germans into paying
reparations which run into the
millionrs

. Recognised historians have proved
that not one single Jew was cver
gassed in a German concentration
canmm

The death carps of the Nazis are
something made up by cannunist
propagarda; how elsc can it be
esplained that they all lie in terr-
itory that is governcd today by the
camrunists?

72 %

57 %

57 %

55 %

32 %

24 %

22 %

59 % 19 % 22 %

59% 18 % 23 %
27 %

55 % 19 %

51% 25% 24 %
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27 % 28 % 35 %

31 % 37 % 32 %

10 % 59 % 31 %

6% 61% 33 %

6% 60 % 36 %

-
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2.2. "Holocaust™ has induced change

- That was a crucial question: does "Holocaust" only produce an

emotional shock and arouse sympathies or does it achieve more?

Is new knowledge transmitted, are opinions influenced, attitudes
created or existing ones weakened? The very question, whether
"Holocaust" could have positive effects in the cognitive sphere,
seemcd déring in the light of the heavy initial criticism. But
the results of the empirical survey showed a different picture.
According to these, "Holocaust" conduced an increase in knowledge
not only for the "historically illitcrate" but also for those
professing to be "very interested"in politics - peonrle who had
frequently had the benefit of further education.

In addition, "Holocaust" contributed towards the dismantling of
antisemitic tendencies and, according to all recognised indicators

of Fascist tendencies, "Holocaust " has most definitely produced

counter-impulses contrary to these. These trends are confirmed
by the results of the second round of interviews 14 wecks
after screening. Although the general affirmations of "Holo-
caust" have receded slightly - as was to be expected - and a
more oxr less clear fading of the positive effects on opiniOns
and attitudes can be observed, only with very few of the quest-
ions and the persons interviewed were contrary trends to be
observed. “ '
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i s Ungquestionably, the central aspect of the film's effect is that
: "Holocaust" is emoticnally moving and it is therefore probable
that because of this a general tendency exists to sympathize

and answer all questions connected with it affirmatively. How-
ever, the survey described here provided evidence that "Holo-
caust" also had effects in the rational sphere. Although this
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is illustrated here by individual indications, it must be re-
membered that these in fact represent trends.

f Question: Would you say that through "Holocaust" you personally

; learnt things about the pveriod of National Socialism that you .

; didn't know before? '

: ' " " Interest in Politics

; Total Aged Aged . hged y Aged 40 ] -

3, 14-19 20-29 30-39 & over High Average Minimal/

i ’ ' Not at a

3

Easis1014

3 == - -

Yes 518 69% 61% 49% 463 48%  56% 48%

No ©  49% 328 - 39% 51% ~ 54% 52% 443 52%
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The answér'to this guestion 14 weeks after screenihg@showed an
increase in the "yeas" of all ace groups on an average of 20%.
This is most certainly due to themmany discussions and conver-
sations that thosc intervicwed had had in the meantime, in
which new opinions, arguments and information were encountered.
Interestingly enough, this also applicd to those who cxhibitcd
above-average characteristics of an authoritarian, unpolitical
stance and of political alienation. h

The subjective estimation of own standard of knowledge becomes
more assertive if one asks what "Holocaust" conveyed that was
new. At the head of this list was the extent of atrocities,
which above all was not known by women, the younger and middle
age groups and the formally less well-cducated. To be able to
recognise the magnitude and systematization of the exterminat-
ion actioms is an important prerequisite for estimating the
question of whether it is still important today to concern one-
self with the period of National Socialism and the persecution
of the Jews. Thus "Holocaust" has created a basis which polit-
ical eduéation can build on among an important target group.
‘Other results brought to light by the survey reveal that these
are not merely individual cases. Here a few illustrations:

- Statement: "Holocaust" made certain vrocesses during the '
period of National Socialism more comprehensible.

Immediately 14 weceks
after screeningllater

Yes, that's right 60% | 543
Don't know 21% 25%

No, that's wrong 20% 21%




‘ Statement: "Holocaust" is a good history lesson for those who
didn't live through that time. )

Immediately 14 weeks
after screening, later

Yes, that's right ' 70% - - |.. 65%

Don't know ' - 18% : 22%
No, that's wrong ' 1% . 13%

Statement: "Holocaust" should be shown in all schools in the
Federal Republic of Germany.

Immediately 14 weeks

after screening; later
l

Yes, that's right \ 48% 45%
Don't know _ : 25% 28%
'No, that's wrong 27% : 28%

Further indications of what "Holocaust" achieved in connection
with setting and anchoring adequate focal points of knowledge
is demonstrated by a comparison of individual results gathered
before the film's broadcast with the results from "Holocaust"
viewers and non-viewers after the event. (This comparison is
only partially acceptable for mecthodolocical rcasons because
althouygh representative samples were used, the same persons
weren't intervicwed.) According to these results, very many
more persons who watched "Holocaust"™ believe that the figure
of 6 million Jews killed is appropriate whereas there was no
change.ih the number of those non-viewers who disagreed. Also,

there are clear shifts of focus regarding the interviewees'

et
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estimation of salient characteristics of the period of National
Socialism. Whereas before the film was shown such things as
building Autobahns, aboliﬁion of unemployment, restoration of
peace and ordér, rcstrengfhening the German nation, ectc., fre-
‘quently played an important role in the answers given, after
"Holocaust" these features were forced back in favour of the
'dark sides' of the time such as persccution of the.Jews, con=
centration camps, killing of the mentally disturbed, and the
Gestapo. This trend is also to be obscrved in the non-viewers
but not to the same degree as thosce who saw the film. Appar-
ently, all the information surrounding "Holocaust" led here to
the same éffects as the film itself.

At the same time, "Holocaust" has pushed new questions to the
fore in connection with National Socialism and the extermination
of the Jews. The following table gives an overview of themes
and focal points of interest asked for 14 weeks after the broad-
‘cast in addition to the information supplied in connection with
"Holocaust".
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Question: This is a listwe have made.
. us which points you would like. to know more about.

(pre-given list, multiple choice possible)

Please read it through and then tell

3039
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Total 14-29 40 years
yrs.old yrs.old oldaover:
basis L97 120 107 260
About why other countries didn't 48 % 54 % 51 % b %
“help the Jews ) :
About what the Germans knew about 37% L% L1 % 34 %
the extermination of the Jews -
About the attitude of the church 32 % 39 % 38 % 26 %
to National Socialism )
Abocut why National Scocialism found 29 % 35 % 31 % 25 %
enthusiatic supporters :
About German resistance to 27 % 32 % 30 % 22 %
National Socialiem | ‘
about vhether one can do wrong if 27 % 30 % 30 % 23 %
one abides by the law : )
" Abaut the rise of National Social- 26 %  38% 33 % 16 %
ism and its preconditions
Arout vhy the Jows didn't defend B2 % . 31% .19% 20 %
themselves
About vhich nrejudices against 21 % 32 % 22 % 18 %
foreigners exist in the Federal
‘Republic today _
About the persecution of persons 21 % 27 % 17 % 18 &
of other political persuasions
under National Socialism
About the fate of the Jews under 21 % 23 % 22 % 19 %
National Socialism
About historical cvents during the 20 % 29 % 25 % 123 %
period of National Socialism . ,
About vhat the Genran public at large 20 % 27 % 19 % 17 %
did under National Socialism '
About the doctrines and world- BY 5% . 17% 9%
view of National Socialism
About political thought and actions, 12 % 11 % 1 % 12 %
which both then and today, aid and :
abet urdemocratic developments
About what we, today, can learn 1M1 % 12 % 1 % 10 %
from "Holocaust" a
. About antiscmitism 10 % 15 % 12 % 7%
Don't want any information
Y 16 % 1M1% 15 % 18 %
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This table also gives valuable clues for the future emphases to
be placed in guides and documentations accompanying the scries,
not insofar as the most frequently mentioned points were em-
phasized anyway, but rather in the link-up of questions such as
why other countries didn't help the Jews with what can we learn
from "Holocaust" today; The frequency distribution shows that
an "exonerating" theme tops the list, but also the conduct of

institutions and individuals arouses considerable interest.

Regarding the mediation of knowledge, the questions of the

credibility of the source is of particular significance.

Question: Are you of the opinion that the program gave a

correct rendering of the circumstances of the time?

Total
Basis 1014
Yes, completely 16%
_Yes, for the most part 70%
No, mostly not 9%
No, not at all 2%
No answer 3%

In respect of sex, age, formal education and political interest,

there were harily any differences within the groupings.

Also, the results of the third enquiry 14 weeks after screening
show "Holocaust" to be estimated as credible and authentic.
However, there is a falling-off of about 10% points in the croup of the
- formally less educated which may result from the influence of
conversations and discussions. The values for the statement
"The program was totally incredible"; only 2% of "lolocaust”

viewers intcrvicwed agrced with this.



Of course, in this qonncction therc-was criticism. For cxample,
about 10% of the interviewces who had scen "Holocaust" said that
itfgave a simplified portrayal of the events of the time and
paftially distorted them. But these reservations in no way
detract from the general and universal tendency, of which there
-~ is enough;verifiCation, that "Holocaust" was credible. Some of
the critical voices gave such reasons as "Exaggerated", "many
gaps", "the Germans weren't as cruel as that", “gené}ally be-

. yond belief" but also "an undefstatementf. | '
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When we speak of opinions and attitudes, we mean forms of cons-
ciousness which in contemporary political culture are relative
folthe general assessment of the period of National Socialism,
or in respect to neofascist tendenciés or attitudes toward the
statute of limitation. This enguiry did not use an integrated
theoretical concept (like. one Fascism theory) but predominantly
pretested single indications from other surveys which reflect
certain striking fecatures of the political consciousness of the

various target groups for political'éducation.

Apart from these, some were used with direct reference to

- ecriticism of "Holocaust". Here are 3 cxamples;

Statement: "Holocaust" is a typically American film: it
- doesn't have much to do with the real situation

under National Socialism.

Yes, I agree 16%
~Don't know 29%
No, I don't agree 56% (Interviewees in the age

group 14-29: 68%)

Statement: A subject like the persecution:of the Jews should

not be handled in a fictional film.

Yes, I agree - ' 33%
Don't know ' 20% _
No, I don't agrce 47% (Intecrvicwees in the age

group 14-29: 54%)
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Statement: Films like “Holocaust" only serve to damage the
image of the Germans in other countries.

Yes, I agree ' . 38%

-Don't know ' : - 26% |
“No, I don't agree ? . 35% (Interviewees in the age

| ~ group 14-29: 43%)

14 weceks after screening, criticism like this appears to have
become less frequent. Those in agreement have decreased by 10%.

Of course, one single broadcast, just one film (even one that
lasts for 8 hours), can have only a limited effect on the
opinions and attitudes that are in the heads of neofascist .
citizens which make themselves felt partly through spectacular
actlons but also through very subtle and everday forms. Only bd
a combination of several instances, like mass media (television,
program magazines and daily newspapcers) and frequent discussions
within the family, school and at the place of work, can a tight
web of information and communication be created that would in-
fluence and relativize - or even change - opinions and attitudes.

This combination which really did come about was contributed to
in a significant way by "Holocaust": It effected an emotional
sympathy, which is a necessary precondition for the possiblity
to change opinions and attitudes. These chances are, of course,
the results of a long-term process needing continual attention,

 stimuli and "rewards". Thus only slight changes can be expect-
ed that will be of short duration if there is no follow-up

or only a limited one.

However, there is one instance where "Holocaust" has caused
quite apparent change:‘ The prevalent attitudes to the
abolition of the statute of limitation for crimes committed

under National Socialism;



Question: Recently, therec has bcen a lot of discussion about
the repeal of the statute of limitation for crimes
committed under National Socialism. What do you

think: should such crimes be prosccuted after 1979
or not, or haven't you thought about this question?

Before "Holocaust" "Holocaust"
Screening Viewers Non-Viewers
Basis _ 824 1018 404

Should still be
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prosecuted '

after 1979 15% 39% : 24%
Should no

longer be
- prosecuted STe : 35% 36%-

Haven't thought ' Y
about this
. question 34% 26% 39%

L T

It is of note that changes have taken place in the number of
those who are for the further prosecution of Nazi crimes,-which
cannct be valued absolutely,-but there has also been a consider-

able decrease in the percentage of kbosc who before had not even

e ST

thought about this question.

The results of the third round of quations, 14 weeks after
screening, show that these effects have not stabilized. The

proportion of the Don't Knows sank further to a value of I
21%; but at the same time the group of those who were for the . |
statute of limitation developed into the majority with 41%,

. thus balanckm out the predominance of those whowére against

the statute of limitation \mmed_tatEI a?tc-_r scr‘e,e,mrB "

i
One indication which rcacted sensitively to the effccts of E
"Holocaust"” and has remaincd relatively stable is the general prcwﬂEn¥§

opinion about the era of National SOCl&llSM’




Questidn: Many people say that the era of National ‘Socialism
was a good time, others say it was bad (...) How
would you pcrsonally'éstimate this period with the
help of this 1list?

pre-given list from +5 to -5

Before "Holocaust" . “Holocaust"

Screening Viewers Non-Viewers
. . |
Basis 824 . 1018 404
Average -2.08 : <2, 36 -2.28

The tendency shown by this table is that in general, the time of
National Socialism is now considered to be worse by those who
had seen "Holocaust". Héie, there are also factors specific

to the age of the interviewees. Particularly in the case of
the younger group (14 to 19 years old), the effect .'as .
strongest. Similar tendencies can be documented by the follow-
ing indicator:

Statement: National Socialism was in c¢ssence a good idea

~only carried out wrongly.

Before "Holocaust" ' "Holocaust"
Screening Viewers Non-Viecwers
Basis 824 1018 404
Yes, correct 34% 30% _30%
Undecided 37% ~ 30% 38%

No, wrong 30% ; 40% 32%_

Many people may be shocked by the generally high level of
affirmation of this statement. However, these results

correspond favourably with those of surveys carried out in
past years. '
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The changes present in both indicators are very informative 1in
their connections with other characteristics. 14 .weeks aftor
screcening, National Socialism is oncoe again somewhat less
regatively estimated, but without falling back to the level be-
fore screening. The group of those who are undecided is again
as large as it was before screening. Both indicators show that
there are clear connections with regard to age: Younger age
‘groups evaluate the time of National Socialism and the merc
idea of it more negatively than older age groups; groups who
have had more formal school education have a cénsiderably'moré
négative opinion of National Socialism. Less  marked charac-
teristics of authoritarian opinions shown by interviewees cor-
respond with their much more negative opinion of National
Socialism; this tendéncy is also pronounced in groups with

less political alienation and a weaker tendency to antisemitism.

As was the case in the United Statcs, "Holocaust" seems to have

heightened the feeling of guilt and/or duty in the Federal
Republic:

-

Statement: Germany has a moral duty to make reparations

Before "Holocaust" "Holocaust"
Screening Viewers Non-Viewers
Basis 824 i 1018 404
_ | _
Yes,I agree 45% , 54% ~ 40%
Undecided 38% ' 312 _ 45%
No, don't
ag;ee 17% 15% 15%

-Statement: All Germans who were adults during the period
©f National Socialism are partly to blame for
what happened then. '
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"Yolocaust”

_ Before "Holocaust"
Ry Screening Viewers Non-<Viewers
Basis 824 1018 404
Yes, I agrce 16% 22% 15%
Undecided 31% . 24% 29%
No, don't -
agree 53% 54% 56%

gyt i
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14 weeks after screening, this basic tendency remains; a weaken-
ing of the moral duty to make amcnds
« however, does not reach the original level before the screening.

is to be observed which,

Once again, a corner stone of contemporary acute Neofascism
is antisemitic tendencies. It is estimated that antisemitic

tendencies are once again-or still-present in about a quarter
of the population and it is really surprising that these ten-
dencies can be proved acain and again in numecrous independent

enquiries at different times.

Statment: The Jews and their ideas only'cause'trouble.

Before "Holocaust" "Holocaust™"
Screening - Viewers Non-Viewers
Basis 824 1018 404
Yes, I agree 15% . 9% - 10%
Undecided 368 31% 40%
No, don't . ) .
agree 49% 60% ~51%

Statement: More than other people, Jews use tricks to
get what they want.




| ~And a

Beforce "HHolocaust" "Holocaust"
Screening Vicwers Non=-Vicwers
Basis 824 1018 404
Yes, I agree 32% 22% 21%
‘Undecided 38% 33% 38%
No, I don't
agree 30% 45% 41%

counter-weight:

Statement: The Jews in Germany are just as good citizens

as any others.

agree

Before “Holocaust" "Holocaust™"
Screcening Vicwers Non-Viewers
Basis 824 1018 404
'Yes, I agree 80% 843 80%
Undecided 19% 12% - 16%
No, I don't :
2% 4% 4%

14 wecks after screening,, the values of the "Holocaust" viewers

with respect to antisemitic opinions remaindat the same level

as immediately after the film was broadcast.

Thus{ the effects

have remained stable. The answers to given statements of this
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kind show-.clear differences according to the age group of those
asked. It is clear that in essence the younger age groups show
‘less freguent instances of antisemitic tendencies. But, al-

though they themselves do not know any Jews, they have absorbed
prejudices of the kind sketched above to a considerable degree.

Apart from overt forms of Necofascism and Totalitarianism, there
are, of course, othcr characteristics relevant to their causes
and origins. For this recason, two sets of questions were in-
cluded in the enquiry which have received much attention recent=
.ly: An unpolitical stance and political alienation.” The cen-
tral characteristic of an unpolitical stance is the emphasis

on peace and order. According to the motto "The first duty of

a citizen is to keep the pcace", discipline is stylized to be-
come the central civic virtue. The state is understood only

as a strong onelwhich guarantees the keeping of this peace,
indeed, must guarantee it. All criticism of the state is under-
stood as an attack on the state order which must be fought off.
The conseguences are radical: Those who just criticize the

state would do better to get out.

?olitical alienation is distinguished by a general mistrust of
politicians. Good character traits like honesty, efficiency,
‘responsibility are secn as not applicable to them. According

to this attitude, people become politicians mainly out of
selfish interests: Lust for power, money, extended travel.

To achieve this, the politicians resort to any means. Promises
are not binding; they aré just expressions of superficial oppor-

tunism and are changed according to the situation.

Both of these attitudes reveal two essential points in political
consciousness that stand in the way of own political engagement;
On the one hand, because the state is experienced as an absolute
authority unable to be influenced by individuals and on the .

other hand, because all those concerned intensively with politics

are not experienced as personal mentors.

With regard to the connections with and consequences of National

Socialism todax)thesu two arcas of characteristics, which refer

-
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to everyday "normal" structures of consciousness, are of signi-
" a p ; :
ficance because they represent/subjective and psychological

facilitation for undemocratic devélopments today.

It was clear from many letters that the IFederal Central Office
received;that a considerable number of viewers think about
problems and social and individual deficits in political cons-
ciousness. This was also shown by the various indicators of
the enquiry described here. There are grounds to believe that
"Holocaust" has made it poésible to make many connections with

contemporary problems of a pressing nature. In this way, people

thought it was important that "fiolocaust" should be shown in all

- schocls in the Fedcral Republic (49% of all those intervicwed
"thought this, and 65% of all thosc in the 14 to 19 year agce

group). "“Holocaust" is considered as a good lesson in history
for those who were not alive at the time (67% of those inter-

viewed, and 80% of the 14 to 19 year age group agreed with this).

No less than 16% of all thosec interviewed are afraid - even
14 weeks after screening of "Holocaust" - that something like

that, given certain conditions, could hdppen again in Germany.

‘This opinion is particularly strong in the group aged 30 to 39

with higher education-(e.@., university).

Given Statement: One canilearn from "Holocaust" that it is not
always right to obey.

About 70% of all interviewees answered this guestion with yes;

again, this was more so the case with the younger age groups

and those formally better educated.

Fourteen weeks after the film was shown, a blunt question

was pﬁt regarding the possibility of making generalisations
and was answered thus:

Question: Would you say that Germans can learn something from

"Holocaust" of becaring for our way of thinking and
acting in the Federal Republic today?

- ———

i —
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' Yes, we can learn from it 66%

No, we can't 12%

Don't know 22%

Tty ey

Further questions showed in detail what the interviewees con-
sidered as important to prevent developments leading to dicta-
torial forms of government like National Socialism. Particul-
- arly stressed was the fact that cven in difficult times a demo-
cracy is in a better position to solve problems than a dictator-
ship. It was also cmphasized that the danger of undemocratic
developments is proportionately lower the more citizens involve
themselves in.poliﬁics. However, although a democratic constit-
ution represents a certain guarantee, there remains the basic
incalcdlability of human nature which, then as now, can't be
changed. '

The few indications mentioned here can only touch on the field
of generalization which received stimulus from "Holocaust".
Much more cvaluation and analysis of the data will have to be
carried out to produce detailed results in this sphere.

However, one can say this: "Holocaust" has created a need and
awakened interests in questions such as how could something
like that happen, how did National Socialism come about and
what can we learn from it for the present aay. It is here that
we, concerned with political cducation, will concentrate our
efforts and make further evaluations of the multifarious re-

sults of this enquiry.

Perhaps one of the most important things that "Holocaust" achieved
was to reach the social group, which otherwise was particularly
‘inaccessible for political education. According to an analysis

of "Holocaust" viewers compared with those who did not sce the
seriegiit was particulafly young people and politically des-
interested persons who watched it.
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Prof. Dr. F. Knilli

Postomchrift: TU Berlin - Sekr. TEL 10 - Strofe des 17. Juni 135, D1000 Bertin 12 FACHBEREICH 1
Air Mail Institut for
Prof., Dr. Werner Sollors Medien-

wissenschoft

Dept.of English and Camparative Lit. und Literatur-

Columbia University

e oat
406 Hamilton Hall b, b
New York, N.Y. 10027 Fachgebiet
USA Germanistik

v 030)314.2320d %92 RO Datum I30,7,79

Dear Professor Sollors:

Tilman Ernst, of the Bundeszentrale fiir Politische Bildung, gave me a copy
of your essay "Holocaust on West German Television: The (in)ability to

- mourn?" which I found very interesting indeed and I should very much like

to have the opportunity of discussing it with you in New York. Are you

free at any time during the period 15.9. - 22.9.1979? At this time, I

shall be visiting the U.S. with my colleagues Professor Stahl, Tilman Ernst
and 12 students. We are presenting the results of a research project on
"Holocaust" and a film on the series' reception in Germany in New York and
various other U.S, cities. In New York we have contacts with the American
Jewish Camnittee, Anti-Defamation Leagu of B'naih B'rith, Titus Productions,
Prof. Arnold A. Rogow of the City University. Full details are enclosed.

Do you think that our program would be of interest to students and faculty
of the Columbia University? It would be really good if you could arrange
sanething - perhaps with Professor Edinger, Prof. Paula Hyman and Rabbi
Herzberg. They were recammended to me by Professor Markovits of the Depart-
ment of European Studies at Harvard, where we shall also be presenting

our program.

Sincerely yours,

(Knilli)

Enclosures gIA _ F 54

Telex: 184 262 tubln -d-
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TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITAT BERLIN

FB1 . INSTITUT FOR MEDIENWISSENSCHAFT

UND LITERATURSOZIOLOGIE

Fachgebiet Gcrman:shk

Pooiem ™M T Recn Sear TEL 0 Stiafe gas 17 Jum 135 100 Reren 12

BERLIN

April 1979

TEACHING AND RESEARCH CONCEPTIONS OF

MEDIA STUDTIES

Mcdia Studies at the Technical University Berlin is a part of Literature Studies.

The courscs are designed primarily for students of” Cerman, Fnglish ané French.

The stwients can take a mylia thane as major subjoect for any of the deyrees

( Diploma of Education, M.A. or Dr. phil.). Myt of the students beocane German,

English or French teachers. With this in vicw, the main enphasis of rescarch lies

in the fields of history and critique of the media, thoory and topics of cross
cultural carmnication. Fran 1979 onwards, the department is offering a course

for media editors which, inclxies projects and applicd media msea.rch and reception=-

oricntated product rca]xzatzon (pret c‘.tmg, previowing) .

PERMANENT COLLABORATORS IN THE MEDIA

STUDIES

1. Dr. Friedrich Knilli -
2. Dr. Karl Heirz Stahl =

3. Dr. Kristina Zerges
4. Dietrich Klitzke

5. Jo6rg Schumacher

6. Michael Vogler

Research

Gabriele Bock, M.A.
Hella Dunger, M.A.
Knut Hickethier
Stephen laufer, B.A.
wolf Dictcr Liitzen
FErwin Reciss, M.A.
Sicgfried Zielinski

.-f_f_

DEPARTMENT

Lhivefsity Professor of Literature _
University Professor of Sociology of I.iterat:ure

Assistant

Student Assistant
Student Assistant

<« Student Assistant

FREE LANCE COLLABORATORS

Guest Lecturers

Arthur Prauncr, Filmproducer (OOC)

Dr. Christian Buggert, Director of de-
partment for radio-plays (Hessischer

" Rundfunk) o

Han=-I¥rlo von Dincklage, Director (tele-
vision)

Car) L. Cuygpmos, Fditor (Daily Nc-wspape.r

o '"Die Neuae')

Prof. Dr. Rainer Knhol, Rerlin

Dr. (¥itz Naldpya, Dramatic adviser for.
radio-plays (Rias Rerlin)

Dr. Erika Runge, Author and director

Klaus Schoning, Dramatic adviser for
radio-plays (Westdeutscher Rundfunk)

Frank Werner, Dramatic adviscer for radio-
plays (Sender Freics Berlin)

Prof. Dr. Andrzej Wirth, (xford
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Prof. ¥Knilli, 'Ho]cx"au st'. German Antiscmitism in Cross Cultural Cammmications.

Prof. ¥nilli, Colloguiur for Post Craduates. ] '

Prof. Knilli, Jow Suess. Antiscemitism as Entertainment. Part II. :

Prof. Knilli/Hella Dunger, ‘custammade radio-plays'. Radio Play Experiments

with Target Groups. .

Prof. Stahl, Introduction to the Sociology of Literature.

Prof. Stahl, Introduction to the Motherls of Literary Criticism.

Prof. Stahl, Thoeory and Practice of Video.

Hans-Bodo von Dincklace/Kristina Zerges, Series Production for the Early-Evening
" TV-Programe. The docu-drara 'CafCé Wernicke'.

Kristina Zerges, Experimental Awudicence Rescarch. Introduction to the Pk:thods of
.~ the Bmirical Social Sciences. FE

Hella Dunger, Mcdiothck. Icoctures held by Experts from the various Media Branches. ' |

Siegfried Zielinski, Alternatwe Press and Marketing. :
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: SELECTION OF PUBLICATIONS

G . - -

F. Knilli, Das Horspiel in der Vorstellung der Horer. 1959

F. Knilli, Das Horgpiel. 1961

F. Knilli, Dcutsche Tautsprocher. Versuche zu einer Semiotik des Radios. 1970

F. Knilli (cd.), Scmiotik des Films. 1971 ;

F. Knilli, Cic Unterhaltung der deutschen Fermsehfamilie. 1970 '

F. Knilli/U. Minchow, Frniihes Deutsches Arbeitertheater. 1970

F. Knilli/Fout HickothierWolf D, Tiitzen, Literatur in den Massenmedien. 1976

F. Knllli (ed.), 'Jud SUB'. Antiscmitismus zur Unterhaltung. 1980

: I . (darin auch verschicdene Beitrige von Sicgfried Zielinski)

Siegfricd Zielinski, Dic worlrspots nicht einfach rausschmeiBfen. (zu *Holocaust').

3 In: M<iium, Januair 1978 _
P. Knllli/b:u;frl('(. Ziclinski, Zur Rezeption von NS-Filmen in der BRD. In:
rnill /Symlung 1. Jahrbuch fir antifaschistische Literatur und Kunst. 1978

Sleg“rled zZiclinski, Antifiaschistische Nachkriegsfilme. In: Sanmlung 2. Jahrbuch '
fir antifaschistische Literatur und Kunst. 1978

Erwin Reiss/Sicgfried Zielinski, Intemati#bnaler Mcdienzusammenhang. In:
Arqurent-Sonderiaand 10. 1976

Hella Dunger/Kristina Zerges, 'Holocaust'- Ein AnstoB zur Bewdltiqung der Vergan-
cenheit? In: Bild der Wissenschaft , Mai 1979

Heltarbunger, Konzepte zur Filmkritik aus don Jahren 1927 bis 1933. Eine empirische
tntersuchung. Tn: Kunst und Mdien. Hraqg. G.Ch, Rump. Hildesheim 1978

Bella Dunger, Rezeplionsforschung zun Horspiel. T1.1: Telefomumfrage. In: Reports 1
d. Instituts fir Mddicnwissenschaft und Literatursozinologie. Hrsg. Dunger/

T LD Knilliferges. TU Berlin 1978

Ludwig Fischer/Dictger Pforte/Kristina Zerges/liella Dunger, Zur Archiiologie der

. svlla Dun Popularkultur. Eine Dokunentat ion der Siemlungen von Produkten der Massen=

kunst, Missenliteratur wxl Werbung., Bd.1: Standortverzeichnis der Sammlungen
e BELIT: Interpreticrender Teil. 1979
Kristina 2erges, Sozialdemokratische Presse und Literatur. Empirische Untersuchung
zur Literaturverwertung in der Sozialdamokratischen Presse 1890-1933. 1978
Kristina Zeraes. Literatur in der Presse. In: Literaturwiss. u..Modienwissenschaft.197

- —— 1 — -

For free copics of the poriodical of the department *Medien-Magazin® and further
information write to:

R e Technische Universitdt Berlin _ ;
, ; Institut fir Mxdicnwissenschaft und Literatursoziologie ,'r_

1.:;'{_',--; ir. s Dr. Kristina Zerges . TEL 10 '
.o Ermnst=-Reuter=-Platz 7 :
Yoz ' D 1000 Berlin 12 i
“Iateie 1o |
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TEILNEHMER

1, Chrirtiane Kunde, geb. 5.9.1958 in Frankfurt/M., Nationalitit ,
deutsch; Studentin / Adress~: 3. Jordanstr. 47, 6 Ffm. 90
2. Vierwaldstitterweg 13, 1 Berlin 51

2. Zirit ¥ulmem, meb, 25,9,1958 in Pad Kreuznach, Nationalitdt
deutsnrh, Studentin
Adres=se: 1, Bad ¥Xreuznarh, Schione Anssicht 10
2., Suarezstr, 61, 1 Rerlin 10
3., Snusanne Tls+tmann, ~eh, 5,4,1856 n Ciiterslo¥, Nationalitidt
dentach, S+rdertin
tdroage: 1, ARZ Jiiteraloh, Yilhelm=Banmanr-Str, 4
2, lInohatetterstr, 20, 1 Peorlin 65

4., Zrwin Sundelcheimer, reh, 17.10,195% in Renkandorf, Nationalij t#t
dent.ch, Ntudernt
AMpresan: llneanheide 92, 1 Darlin 61

5., Heike HYdnken, ~eb, 10.5.,1957 in Letter/Hannover, Nationalitdt
deutcch, Studentin _ :
Adresse: 1, 3016 Seelze 2, Kurzer Kamp 31
" 2. Mbekernstr, 72, Berlin 61

6. Zietrich ¥1itzke, ceb, 23.5.1953 in Tudwigshafen, Nationalitit
deutsch, Student . ’
Adresee: 1, 6703 Limburrerhof, Zalmitwersr 24

2. NDieffenbachstr, 62, 1 Rerlin €1

7- Gisela E{'?_-“,"'m, "P'!"‘. 1?,7‘,1056 in ?""1"‘-"-2'3'."'!;/2?‘.9‘?_?1, Ma+ionalitdt
Aentanh, Studentin
Adresse: 1, 5429 Holzhansen a,d, Zleide, Biderstr., 41
2., Cnarecstr, 61, 1 Terlin 10

8. 'ndiine Te Gal, reb., 10.12.19260 in Parlin, Nationalitdt franzdsisch,
Studentin
Lireasge: Urbanstr. 175, 1 3erlin 61




9, Jutta Obrowski, geb. 27.7.1956 in Pforzheim, Nationalitidt
' devtsch, Studentin’ '
Adresse: 1., 7530 Pforzheim, Erlenweg 10
2. Fritachestr, 28, 1 Berlin 10, bei 3Batova

10, Bettina Wagner, gseb. 28.3,1958 in GieBen, Nationalitdt deutsch,
Studentin
Adresse: 1. 6301 Zibertal, BRirkfeld 10
2., Sybelstr, 60, bei Lindner, 1 Berlin 12

11. Frank ¥Waerner, cebh., 27.8.1958 in Kaiserslautern, Nationalitidt
deutsch, Student ;
Adresse: Calvinstr, 14, 1 Berlin 21

12, Siegfried Zielinski, geb, 1.1.1951 in Butzbach, Nationalitit
deutsch, oSturdent
Adresse: 1. 6300 Lahn/Ciessen, Ederstr. 28
2. Graefestr. 13, 1 Berlin 61

BEGLEITER

1. Prof. Dr. Friedrich Knilli, geb. 14.2.1930 in Fehring, Nationalitét
dsterreichisch, Hochschullehrer
Adresse: Arsentinische Allee 2, 1 Berlin 37

2o, Prof, Dr, Zarl Heinz Stahl, ceb., 23.11.1937 in Niirnberg, Nationalitit
- deutsch, !ochschullehrer :
Adresse: Weikrerwiesenstr. 14, 8500 Nirnberg-Brunn

3. Gloria Custance, geb. 5.9.47 in London, Natioralitdt britisch,
Sekretarin
Adresse: 1, 4 Rockhampton close London SE 27 ONG
2. Graefestr. 13, 1 Berlin 61

4, Dipl. Psychol. Tilmann Ernst, geb. 27.8.1942, Nationalitdt deutsch,
Abteilungsleiter
Adresse: 1. WinzerstraBe 62, 5300 Bonn 1, Tel (02221) 233313
2. Bundeszentrale fiir politische Bildung, Berliner
Freiheit 7, 5300 Bonn, Tel (02221) 515282 oder 5151
(Vermittlung)
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VORTRAGE - / KONTAKTE / INTERVIEWS

N.Yl’ N.Yt . 16.9--21a'g.

=

1.
2.

TOYUN s W
- . @ L]

N bW —=

American Jewish Committee, Rabbi M.H. Tanenbaum

The Graduate School and University Center of the City
University of New York /P.h.D. Program in Political Science
(Professor A.Rogow! .

Goecthe House New York, Dr. Wecker '’

Elie Wiesel

‘Titus Productions

Fritz Weaver ( Hauptdarsteller in 'Holocaust'= Dr. J. WeiB)
Gewlinschte Kontakte

ABC, CBS, NBC

Television Museum

ASI= Audience Studies Incorp.

N.Y. Times (Copy Tests , Flhrungen, Kontakt mit John O'Conner,Redak=-
Independent TV-Station teur)
Public Broadcasting Station

Philadelphia, PA. 22.9.-24.9.

1.
2.
'3.

University of Pennsylvania, Germanic Languages and Literatures
CU / Prof. Trommler

University of Pennsylvania The Annenberg School of Communications
Prof. G. Gerbner :

Temple University/School of Communications and Theater

Dean R.R. Smith

Washington, Maryland 25.9.226.9.,

1.

University of Maryland/Division Qf'Arts and Humanities/
Comparative Literature Program, Director J. Fuegi



Washington-Amhcrst-Cortland-Syracus (Group 1) 27.9.- 29.9,

Amherst

1. The Commonwealth of Massachusetts/University of Massachusetts/
Amherst:
‘- Department of History, Prof. D.S. Wyman
- Department of Germanic Languages and Literatures,
Sigrid Bauschinger -

Cortland, N.Y.

1. State University of New York, College at Cortland,
Department of Political Science, Prof. H.J. Steck

Washington-Boston-Cambridge (Group 2) 27.9.-29.9.
Boston . |

Gewiinschter Kontakt: M.I.T.

'Cambridge ; | 7 .
1. Harvard University/ Faculty of Arts and Sciences/ Prof.
Karl W. Deutsch

Chicago,_xilwaukee, Bloomington, Northbrook 29.9.-5.10.

Milwaukee

1. Frank Zipes (New German Critic)

Bloomlngton

1. Indiana University/ Jewish Studies/ Prof A. H. Rosenfeld

Northbrook, Ill.

1. A.C. Nielsen Company, Promotions Director, L. Frerk

Los Angeles o '6.10.~11.10.

1. The Annenberg School of Communications at the University of
Southern California, Dean F. Williams

2. University of Southern California, University Park, Los Angeles,
Department of German/ Prof. Dr. C. Schnauber

‘Gewlinschte Kontakte

1. ASI= Audience Studies Incorp.
2. ABC, CBS, NBC

3. Universal Studie

4. Disney-Land

San Francisbo,.Berkeley 11.10.« 13.10.

1. San Francisco State University, Broadcast Communication
~ Arts Dept./ A.A. Berger
2. University of California, Berkeley, Department of Political
Science, Prof. P.W. Sperlich : 8.
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Teaching and Research Project

Tolefon: (030) 314-2322 oder 2992

'Holocaust'; German Antisemitism | Telex: 184262 tubln d-
as _the Subject of Cross Cultural _
Communications : ) Pewm: March 1979

Project leader: Prof. Dr. Friedrich Knilli
Viewing rvenings: Siegfried Zielinski
Telephone Survey and Guestionaire: Hella Dunger M.A. /Dr. Kristina Zerges

Project Members: Gudrun Becker, Birgit Eulgem, Rita v. d. Grﬁn, Erwin
Gundelsheimer, Dietrich Klitzke, Ciesela Klump, Doris Kramer, Stephen
Laufer, Burkhard Ost, Marlene Schiéffer, Petra Schubert, Jorg Schuma-

cher, Thomas Radevagen Michael Vogler; Gloria Custance, Penny Mead,

Sabine Kleczewski, Barton Byg.

Teaching Activities

aummer Semester 1978: Viewings and discussions of parts of original
Helocaust! tapos from the U.S.A,

Winter Semester 1978/79: Seminars on the 40th Anniversary of the
'Reichskristallnacht’.

' 27. and 28. 1. 79: 'Holocaust' as Entertainment. Lectu;e of Prof. Knilli
Evangelische Akademie Lokum.

Summer Semester 1979: "Holocaust' Seminar., German Antisemitism in Cross
Cultural Communicatlons.

Research

1. In conjunction with the Illustrated Mégazine 'Stern': Pretest with
former Wehrmacht soldiers, members of refugees associations, teachers,
and school students.

2. In conjunction with 'Konkret' magazine: Ouestiohaire (in: issue
No. 2. 1979

3. With financial support of the'Federal.Department for Civic Education,
Bonn: a) Telephone Survey of 1200 Berlin households

b) Foreign and local press cutting collections.

c) Viewing evenings with young members of the Berlin Jewish
Community, the Metnlworkers Union, the Christian Democratic
and Jocial bLemocratic Parties, and School Students, Senior
Citizens, and members of a Protestant Youth Club.

4, In conjunction with the 'SFB' television station: Evaluation of
viewers' telephone calls - Evaluation of viewers' letters. .
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‘Publicafions

1. Articles “

Gudrun Becker: 'Nothing Understood'. School Students Discuss 'Holocaust!'
In: Hannoversche Neue Presse, 23. 1. 79

Hella Dunger/Kristina Zerges: 'Holocaust' Viewers Clearly Against
Statute of Limitations for Nazi Crimes. In. epd/Kirche
und Rundfunk, No. 9/1979

Hella Dunger/Dietrlch Klitzke/Kristina Zerges: 'Holocaust'= Coming to
Terms with the past? In: betrifft: erziehung No. 4/1979

‘Hella Dunger/Kristina Zerges: 'Holocaust' - Encouragement Towards
coming to Terms with the Past. In: Bild der Wissenschaft No. 6/1979

Dietrich Klitzke: 'Acknowledgement of Guilt Expected ...'. In: Suddeu-
tsche Zeitung, 26. 1. 1979 :

Friedrich Knilli: The Final Solution of all Future Problems for US-
Television? A Marketing Product and its Reception in
the U, S. A, In: Medium, No. 1/1979

Friedrich Knilli/Siegfried Zielinski: Auschwitz is still worth it.
In: Konkret, No. 2/79 (Content Analysis)

Stephen Laufer: 'Holocaust' Lessons. 1ln: Jewish Chronicle, 9. 2. 1979

(Ed.:) Stern Magazin, 'We Never Heard about it at School'. In: No. 6/79

(Ed.:) Der Spiegel, Reactions to 'Holocaust'. In: No. 4/1979

Siegfried Zielinski: Mass Murder as Soap Opera. In: Konkret, No. 8/1978

Siegfried Zielinski: Don't Remove the Ads! In: Medium, No. 1/1979 |

Siegfried Zielinski/Dietrich Klitzke: 'One Couldn't See Where it all
Came from'. In: die tat, 16. 2. 1979

2 Broadcasts

Disc@ssion Jens Wndland/Friedrich Knilli. Hessischer Rundfunk Frankfurt.
31 1. A979

SFBeat Berlin. Siegfried Zielinski (12/78), Burkhard Ost (1/79) -

Ideas - Controversy - Criticism. Interviews with Friedrich Knilli andl
Siegfried Zielinski. Rias II, Berlin. 2. 2. 1979

B.B.C.I, London. 'Tonight from Cologne'. With Stephen Laufer. 25. 1. 79
3. Film |

Research Film: 'Holocaust'=- Producers, Multipiicators. Critics, and
Viewers. Production: Technical University Berlin. Producer: Stephen
Laufer. Director: Siegfried Zielinski.

A comparlson of American and German reactions. Evaluation of 'Konkret'
Questionaire, Letters, and Telephone Calls. F. Knilli, K. Zerges, and
H. Dunger, in: Bild der Wissenschaft. September 1979.

'Holocaust' and Anti-Semitism. S. Ziellnskl, H.Dunger, K. Zerges, in:
'New German Critique' No. 4,1979.

'Holocaust' and the Germans. B. Byg, in: Telos, St. Louis, 1979.
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January 26, 1979

MEMORANDUM
Tod Foreign Affairs Department
From: ©Nives Fox

Subj: German Reactionms U.S. Holocaust Film

Having put up considerable opposition to the projection of the U.S.
film Holocaust, the entire German Republic and its various pundits
and experts are stunned. and surprised over the remarkable success
of the film as its four parts are being shown almost nightly this
week oz television.

Shunted to the less popular regional third chain because it was felt
that too mpch of an uproar would be raised by a downright refusal =--
though many?voiced the opinion that the better part of wvalour would
have been refusal -- the program has fascinated ever increasing au-
diences and telephone exchanges are swamped with unprecedented

many thousand calls. Letters to the editors are streaming in,

and the event has become a major story in the German press, with
considerable echoes abroad as well.

Not since the Auschwitz trials of 1963, and by far surpassing even
that time, have Germans reacted so strongly and been so shaken
on being reminded of the past, one is told.

It is calculated that the first part was seen by some 11 million

viewers, the second by 13 million, 327 and 367 respectively; and
: 20,0 hodoto Sl il

this was likely to increase for the last twO parts Of the series.

While telephone calls and reactions cover a gamut of opinions --
anger, denials, dazed unbelief, horror -- the overall result is a
most positive onej; and today there are very few Germans left who
speak out against the film or the fact that it was projected, the
vast majority agreeing that it is having a most salutary effect.

It is also reported that the more important chains which originally
had refused to screen Holocaust now are sorry; but in any case are
fully cooperating toward its success by canceling programs that

in any way might compete with viewing the series. Thus, a
film on neo-Nazi influence among German youth scheduled by one of
the major chains for the night showing part three was taken off

the program.
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Some violent reactions from militants of the extreme right and neo-
Nazi grouplets are expected nevertheless. - This already began with
the bombing of one of the regional stations; and several letfersS/Eo"'
Heinz Calinski, President Of the Berlin Jewish Community, threaten-
ing. to kill him or taking him as a hostage. These predictions are
supported further by €por mdicating that extreme right-
ist groups h been accumulat1ng explosives in the last 18 monfhs,
that there has been an increase in membership of fringe groups WUrthg

this period, with greater tendency to clandestinity and violence.

Surprisingly enough, this possibility, too, is seen by some pressmen
and political leaders as perhaps being a good thing, a way to shake
the government attitudes out of complacency. For there is a tendenc
in Germany to emphasize and react strongly about left extremism and
O minimize gnt. "he Toreto violence occurs, goes the
reasoning, 1t will beé understood once and for all that the extreme
right needs as much vigilance as the left.

The high and increasing percentage of Holocaust television watchers
does not hold up for the discussion sessions that take place after
he film. Some criticism was made of the esoteric and intellectual
level of the talks. Another reason, it is pointed out, is the late-
.ness of the hour: the film begins at 9:00 p.m. and the early to bed
early to rise habits of most Germans are not conducive to well after
midnight alertness. Here again the miscalculation on the part of
television experts about the success of the series can be blamed.

Cited by all who were opposed to showing the picture in Cermany,
though the arguments were the same in other European lands, was the
advertising interruptions in the projection. An unfair argument,
since this was done only in the U.S. and posed no problem of eli-
‘mination here. Yet it was introduced over and over again, to point
up U.S. commercialization, a kind of American stylé to be rejected.
This built up,a distasteful image, especially since it was almost
always coupledqwith statements like "we don't need films imported from
the U.S. to teach us a lesson...If we want to show the holocaust we
can do a better job ourselves...etc." For many months public opinion
was primed against the film, thereforel foreign, commercial, inaccurate,
altogether bad. Measured againstx such advance preparation the tre-
mendous success and reactions acquire even greater posi-
jve dimension.

HOLOCAUST BEATS ALL RECORDS is the headline igp/Die Welt,) a major im-
portant daily. Quver 13 million vipuaniL_IZng;:;;;;;;ne calls after
the first two parts, amd on Monday and Tuesday this weekj; 6,000 calls

on Wednesday, even before the third part was televised. Nothing
like it has ever happened in German television, says the paper.

It quotes replies given by program directors to complaints on why

was this an American film; and why, once shown, on the third chain,

the least important one. '"The film had the proper mixture of fiction
and reality suitable to give many Germans an example of what took place
between 1935-1945. And the strong reaction of the public proves if wae—

right to show the fifﬁr-?ﬁ?_mUTE_Tﬁlﬁ'zlJ_g£_Lhﬂ_ﬂﬂlls_xﬂxﬂ_ggﬁlLL__
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A rapid examination of the telephone calls monitored showed that
‘the overwhelming majority came from persons under 40. Many said
this was the first time they had seen such a comprehensive picture
of the horrors of that period. As for complaints that the film
was 'hidden' on the third program, TV representatives rejected

it .as "groundless; for all regional third chains showed it and
everyone in Germany had the opportunity to view it, as can be
"seen by the enormous audiences. ;

An editorial in the Frankfurter Allgemeine also expresses astonish-
ment about the succees of the picture, the number of viewers, the
amount of letters being sent to editors. The paper describes the
variety of reactions, '"going, as one can imagine, from the most ter-
rible attacks for incitement against CGermany, defamatibon, commer-
cial exploitation of the tragedy, to agreement and thankfulness .

for showing the film." This is not surprising, says the editorial,
"there have been denials and defenders in the past, some people .
"refusing to see the truth, others strongly approving its being
brought in the open. The Holocaust film reinforced all these atti-
tudes. At the same time, it brought forth something never achieved
by any other documentary film to date. It has reached cormners

of the psyche without excessive emotionalizing. Suddenly we realize
what a dramatic work canm accomplish in way of stimulation and impression.

And the depth of the impression made also is shown by the questions
posed during the debate, continues the article. Some said why open
0ld wounds? This question was asked even by those who had thought
much about these events in the past. But 2/3 of the queries were a
repetiticn of 'How could it have happened? Was it really so bad?
Why didn't the Jews defend themsélves?' The last revealed the in-
ability to understand horror. It shows that in spite of surveys
and information about the crimes, very few grasped what had hap-
pened and under what conditions, says the paper.

According to this long.:and comprehensive article,''a large part of
the public, particualrly those under 40, were puzzled and sought
answers for their state of confusion. Contemporary historians and
eyewitnesses took the role of explainers, . and in a
way never shown in Cermany before. The questlons showed the per-
plexity of a people which itself was a victim of crimes (Dresden,
expropriation from the East) but 15 still now in the accusatlon dock.
Holocaust is a look 1nto the past"

One of the discussion panelists was Eugen Kogan, most apt in the
task of'explainer' having spent eight years in Buchenwald himself.
Prof. Kogan, who teaches political science, wrote one of the most
‘authoritative volumes about the -Nazi regime, "The SS State.” His
considerable prestige and reputatlon gave undeniable authority tc
his statements. - -

Another unusual manifestation were the declarations made by Chancellor
Schmidt and CDU  leader Helmut Kohl in the midst of an important
parlamentary debate on the Federal budget, both thinking it

necessary to refer to the Holocaust film on this occasion. The



Chancellor expressed satisfaction with the fact that it was being
shown in Germany. He described the film as'correct” even if some
of the scenes were fictionalized. "It compels one to critical and
moral reflection,”" he concluded. Mr. Kohl spoke of the"intense
discussions provoked by the series within many German falmilies,"
adding that for historical reasons people should be made aware of
the power of totalitarianism both from the left and the right.

The German Jewish community is no less surprised than the media.

It plans to make a survey somewhat similar to the one carried out

" by the American Jewish Committee, when the series is over and after
a couple of weeks of detachment. This will be published in one of
the community's organs, Presse Dienst, when ready. T

There will be many more headlines, many more comments, reactions,
in dailies and weeklies. The series can be already said to have
‘received extraordinary success. How lasting this will be is an-
other question. But Pandora's box is open, and all now know that .
ncthing untoward has happened. It is possible that the people

and the authorities will be more receptive from now on about the
teaching of the Holocaust and the Nazi period, and that the film's
momentum may lead to serious permanent developments.pn this matter.
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January 30, 1979

MEMORANDUM

To: Foreign Affairs Department
From: Nives Fox

Subj: Followup - Holocaust Film in Germany

The entire Cerman people have gone 'meshugge' over the Holocaust,
comments one Jewish community leader after the end of the series.
Public,viewing and telephoning reached the over 20 million and
50,000 ’respectively; but this is not all.

It is the major subject of onversations everywhere -- in the homes,
the schools, in subways, trolleys and busses -- children, youth

and adults speak of holocaust, hassene, huppe, in a mixture that
includes the overall horror and the easy to identify with hardships
of a family living through this,as recounted in the film.

The whole thing is unbelievable, phenomenal, enormous, fantastic,
a never before experience; one that will give the first real
opportunity to do something concrete in Germany, says our friend,.

Two formidable results, he believes, and one serious possibility
already: :

--— Reactions practically clinch the postponement of the statutory
limitation for murder and Nazi crimes. Post-film public opinion
polls show a tremendous increase among the population in favor of
a no time limit for Nazi crimes.

In this connection, toec, it is interesting to note some recent de-
clarations of prominent political leaders:

Herbert Wehner, Chairman of the Socialist Deputies in Parlament, re-
affirmed his view that the problem of statutory limitations for Nazi
crimes is not a question of partisan politics but one of conscience.
At a meeting of the Socialist deputies in Bonn he stated that the
Social Democrats will prepare a bill to be submitted tc the Bundestag
that murder not be included in statutory limitations. This will be
ready well ahead of the parlamentary discussion, so that each deputy
mayv consider it.

Helmut Kohl (Christian Democratic Union Party Chief) asked that
Chancellor Schmidt make a declaration on the subject, only to be told
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by Wehner "That's stupid, because the Chancellor would not want to
influence anyone and wishes every individual deputy to make up his
own mind."

Before this, however, Helmut Kohl already went on record as saying:
"Most of the murders of the Nazi period to date have been attended
to, and prosecution initiated. The statutory limitations do not ap-
ply after prosecution has begun. In 1979 the limitations can again
be lifted. The period will then rum to 2009; and this is sufficient,
because all living Nazi criminals will then be about 100 years old.

I am definitely opposed to a general abolition of limitations, for
this is a substantial liberal principle of our penal law. Its pur-
pose is to insure that after a generation no judicial mistake be made;
and this principle should not be violated." (Note that while against
abolition Mr. Kohl does consider the possibility of angther 30 years
before full prescription.) _ . ' :

Deputy Chairman of the Socialist Party, Hans Koschniﬁk; came out in
favor of abolition of statutory limitations for murder.

--- The conspiracy of silence about the Nazi period in terms of __
family relations is definitely cver. Today children and youth ask
"Papa, you were in Berlin on Crystal Night, what do you know about
it?" And the answers are coming. The film was the lancet, as it were,
for the festering abscess: families suddenly discuss the events

they have lived thoough, participated in, the young hungrily question
their parents, uncles., relatives, friends.

Many letters are being received by the Jewish community too, women
asking advice, exposing fawmily problems on this score and in search
of a way to answer; children, asking for documentation.

--- As never before, there are now serious possibilities that teach-
ing of the Nazi period and the holocaust will become part of the curn-
culum, that German students will learn their land to be the source of
Beethoven and Goethe as well as Nazism, holocaust. Teachers Trade
Unions are actively searching for the proper way to introduce such
studies.

No other documentary film has or can possibly achieve what this U.S.
"commercial, Hollywo@d-style, bad picture” has managed: not the
Nuremberg and American denazification trials, not a dozen documentaries,
not a stack of studies and surveys. In fact, everything that has been
said, written, surveyed to date is now null and void, says the Jewish
community leader, and this view is echoed in most of the press reports.

There will come a time for assessment; but it is too soou now, says
our friend; perhaps in a few months. Meanwhile everyone in the conmmu-
nity looks on approvingly, delighted, disbelieving. And there are
calls to repeat the film again on television, but also to show it in
all the schools, universities, youth clubs, army posts...with the




younger demanding that this take place during the day, and not at
bedtime.

As predicted, neo-Nazi and extreme rightists are trying to counter
this avalanche of positive reactions; but so far the impact is mea-
sured as at best 17 over 99%Z, and hardly troubling. Only the
National Zeitung has dared headlining its entire front page with
"HOLOCAUST - THE BIG FRAUD." 1In an inside page the same paper points
out that Auschwitz could not have been so bad, since so many of its
survivors have had successful careers; and prints a number of photos
-— Ms. Simone Veil, Heinz Galinski, Roman Polanski, etc.

The film is slated to be shown in Austria shortly. This too should
make for an interesting event.
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MEMORANDUM

To: Foreign Affairs Department
From: Nives Fox

Subj: Holocaust Film in France

The right film at the right time in the right place was one of
the many comments about the extraordinary receptivity and impact
made by Holocaust in Germany. No such happy combination obtained
in France, where reactions are more nuanced and the combination
of events quite different. :

For the more positive aspects: As of the first two installments,
it is estimated that 727 of television viewers were tuned in on
Chain 2, the sponsors of Holocaust. According to the electricity
consumption figures for the nights it was shown, however, there

was no special upsurge iIsewsroepsaE, but for two areas, notably
Strasbourg, near the border with Germany. '

French Jewish documentation centers have had many calls and many
persons visiting and requesting mterial. Children report to
parents that the film is being discussed in their classes, with
the teachers. These discussions are sometimes spontaneous the
day after the picture is shown, sometimes planned for a few days
later (perhaps to give the teacher a chance for documentation?);
and this is taking place particularly among younger students,

the 12-15 group, who also bring to class discussions taking place
in their homes, often, when the children are Jewish, additional
knowledge and family experiences.

Two very touching calls were made to the Documentation Center
attached te the Monument of Jewish Martyrs in Paris, by non-
Jewish families who said they intended to make a pilgrimage to
the extermination camps on their vacation.

There are, also, menacing calls. A sample: "Have you seen the
Holocaust?" And to the affirmative reply, "Expect the same thing
to happen to you soon."

What indubitably has jeopardized the success of the film is the
current television strike. Fate had it that the firing of some
450 television employees, causing this, coincided with the pro-
jection dates. Reduced to the legal 'minimum program' clause,

which permits showing films, this meant the cancellation of the
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much needed debate and call-ins from the audience. T¥id, im-
promptu debates were arranged outside the television realm:

one by Chain 2 at the Sheraton hotel, with the panel of experts
originally planned ~- Dr. Riegner of the WJIJC being one of its
members -- and some 40 journalists invited to question and re-
port; one on Radio Luxembourg, much criticized by the strikers,
with Serge Klarsfeld, G. Wellers and others; a third with Raymond
Aron, painter Marek Halter, State Secretary Lionel Stoleru, etc.
Chain 2, moreover, and because it is beginning to looks as if

the final end of series debate will not be able to take place

-~ the strike situation is worsening instead of settling --

has decided to have this discussion at some future time, when
matters are again normal, with excerpts of the four installments.

Both during the Sheraton debate and in the press, the important
point was made that nowhere in the film was there a reference to
the Vichy government participation in sending the Jews in France
to German extermination camps. Again, but for the strike, this
could have been brought to bear more effectively in the debate,
to a much wider audience, to remind many and tc inform those
still ignorant that if the film describes only German deeds
France was not innocentj; and what they were seeing concerned

a role the country played in the bleak history of the holocaust,
and one seldom ought to light.

There were other peripheral interferences affecting the film.
Holocaust was used as ammunition by French political parties

and their peculiar alliances in the current already hot debate
on the European Parliamentary electiomns this coming June.
Gaullists and Communists, suddenly of one mind in decrying the
future European body, point to the dangers of an economically
too strong, sure to become politically dominant, Germany; and
ask Frenchmen to think nationally. The center presidential par-
ties counterattack by charging xenophobia and Germanophobia, and
present the Holocaust film as "a new spectacular recitation of
the extérmination of Jews by the Nazis as the kind of film which
feeds the anti~German campaign of some anti-Furopeans."

(It should be added here that talk was rife about the govermnment
having done all it could to prevent showing the film in France
precisely because of a strong belief that it would creat anti-
Cerman feelings ardfisturb the warm association between Giscard
and Chancellor Schmidt) It is not surprising, therefore, to read
the above quoted passage in the UDF (Union French Democrats, the
government's center coalition) daily information letter, which
ends with: "The question is crude, but merits being posed,
inasmuch as anti-Europeans do not hesitate to use anything for
their end: 1870, 1914, 1940. Enough!"

The reply by Humanité's (Communist organ) chief editor René

Andrieu was swift: "...we do not believe either in the chosen
people or the accursed one, and reject the notion of collective
guilt on a national scale. 'Holocaust' has the merit of reminding
us of the terrible years when refusal of barbarism united all those
worthy of being called men, without political cleavages..."
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The Gaullists followed, with editor of their Party organm La
Lettre de la Nation writing "It is not a matter of knowing

whether the assassins are French, German, Russian or American

but to know how one becomes an assassin...helas, easier than

one believes. When the UDF accuses Michel Debré of exploiting

the horrors of the holocaust with the pretext that he uses the
film to feed anti-Geman campaigns I reach the conclusion that

the intellectual mechanism that ends in crematories still exists...

1"

And then there was an unprecedented first, with a declaration

bty the Minister of Education Christian Beullac, given on the _
morning of the day the Holocaust series began. It was a 'message'
to parents and teachers, remarkable for its ambiguity, worth
quoting in spite of the verbosity, and longish even in excerpts.
"This formidable material unveiled, in all its rawness, suddenly
will exist. Parents, teachers, educators both, will be obliged
to face it." ' - -

After a peroration on the principles of modern education, family
and school responsibilities, the Minister shifts into a discourse
about television as a medium: "This world of simulacrum, daily
becoming more intense...This electronic creation which shines and
reverberates more strongly than truth. Fiction, animated with
sound and color, brought everywhere and without historical per-
spective by millions micro-factories of dreams. Events, true,
imaginary or supposed, will be affirmed and dangerously mixed
with reality. You must know how to distinguish and choose in this
world of semblance as you have learned to do with the real one or
about its memory." The Minister then warms parents and educators
to guide the children's choice of programs and put order in this
"fantastic jumble,": to ‘take into account the sensibility of
children thus shaped during hours by these powerful systems for
the acquisition of images, ideas, myths, emotions, examples and
models."

o
As for Holocaust, says the Minister when he gets around 4it, "it
.1is the occasion for a double awakening of consciousness: the
cruel sting of a past come to life again, one of the harshest and
most awful periods in the history of Europe and the world; and
that of the extraordinary power of television, which exists in-
dependently and without constraints in a free land, to show a film
which may be contested, or mediocre, and will upset willions of
human beings... This should be used well, but above all needs pre-
paration." .

And so to the ernd when Mr. Beullac makes another major point:

"The filming of Holocaust and its horrors should not allow us

to forget that in the history of mankind there was not only the

. Nazi genocide, in only one region of Europe. Analysis, perspective,
critical references and comparisons are necessary...parents,
teachers, prepare yourselves, choose, explain, put each thing in

its proper place, and above all, reason."

One can wonder just what the Minister means and whether he intended
his rambling message to be suitable for whoever heard it or read
it, regardless of views: heartrending and horrible for those

who know; but remember, the screen is a sham, what you will see
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is cinema, not the crﬁ?ﬁ,f%?gﬁ 223 gﬁggge what to believe, for
those who want to learn; and then, remember, the Jewish holocaust

is just one of many persecutions, the amalgam, for those who know,
believe, but want an easier conscience. ' :

In spite of all the contretemps the press coverage was considerable,
intermittently for months now, beginning with the "To be or not

to be" for the film's showing in France; during the projection of
the series, and probably for a while until this ends and a number

of letters to the editor are in. Contrary to the criticism about
the film before it appeared -- a product of Hollywood, commercial,
fiction, bad, we can do better and should, etc. =-- most of the
comments afterwards refrained from this, keeping to the events
recounted rather than the way these were portrayed, and with a

good number of serious basic articles about the historical sequel,’
many, as said before, including France's role in the extermination. .

The letters to the editor are exactly as expected. Most good, -and
the usual sprinkling of denials, what about cther persecutions,
and including several that clearly stated a sentiment of enough
abouz the Jews, their holocaust, their suffering...that's all

on. hears.

More disturbing was the interview by a journalist with a class
of highschool students -- 16 to 18 years old == in Orleans.

This is the city that caused headlines some years ago with
rumors about disappearances of women from Jewish clothings shops
and accusations of white slavery traffic by these same Jewish
shopowners. The reacticn améng this group of youth was one
almost of indifference. Yes, it was hard to watch at moments;
yes, I supposeg it could happen again; yes, there is still anti-
Semitism; ves, war criminals should be punished. But no real
revulsion or indignation, no feeling that the Jewish victims

of the holocaust were different than the daily victims, now,

of racism, injustice, authoritarianism. So much so that the
reporter himself states astonishment and wonders in dismay

about this indifference.

Many are beginning to be doubtful that the eventual debate to

be shown when the television strike is over will rak be watched,
even if the favorite minister in France, Mrs. Simone Veil is
slated to participate. Certainly, the delay will have serious
effects. Too much las been said and written, for too long now,
and it is impossible to maintain curiousity and sympathy levels
constant for such protracted periods.

Holocaust, to boot, was finally accepfed in France probably be-
cause of the tremendous outcry after the Darquier de Pellepoix

(Chi of Jewish tions during occupation and responsible for
(O o ofac) SYREN Al S 5,00 i REE, Vio¥h i 7 o bR TBEBRE 0 pinion
were really shocked and revolted, and so references and letters
and more articles continued for months. And now the film...gven
some Jews are beginning to feel that there are, after all, other
serious matters taking place in the world today.

fowr)
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BELGIUM

Showing ke of the Holocaust in Belgium ended the day before it
began in France.

Reports indicated that it was viewed by a large audience, and
that never before were there so many call-ins recorded.

The single debate programmed in Belgium did take place,but one
is given to understand that it was not a particularly good one,
for all that some of the persons on the discussion panel were
prominent -- historian Christian Halkan, Beate Klarsfeld (beth
non-Jews). The octhers, however, were not really equipped for
this kind of program, and only one student, among the youth
group invited, responded alertly and intelligently.

Jean Frangois Steiner, author of the much contested volume
Treblinka (wherein he posited that Jews went to the massacre
like sheep) managed to come out with yet another notion when
asked about anti-Semitism and segregation in clubs or housing:
"It's their right, it doesn't bother me." It was the young
student that replied well and cogently.

There was, too, in Belgium, a great deal of radio publicity given
to the film before it was shown; and journalists praised it after,
including those known to take anti-Israel positions.

i i #
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Reactions to.‘Holocaust' i3

: J A Ay ;?Amcrican television has gained the power
R move the world—or at least its emo-
" _ tions. First, Roots seemed to have the
Am ©71I50 04yhole human race looking at its past. Now
Cormmiiii is Holocaust. This time the needle mea-
suring public reaction is swinging more
widely. The Holocaust mini-series js both
praised and damned, sometimes in the
same account. Hereisa sampﬁﬁg from the

‘world press: -

The Toronto Star [ Apr. 18] editorializes
that Holocaust ‘“is sure to satisfy no one, yet
should be required viewing by everyone
... .the Holocaust represents the evil that
can possess any of us if we retreat from the
great humanist traditions that underpin
our society.”

NRC Handelsblad of Rotterdam [Apr.
22)] published a long, angry account by
Eric Boogerman, who proclaims ‘‘Amer-
ican TV has shown itselfto be incapable of
producing a decent film on a_serious
topic.” He calls the series *‘the epitome of
inanity’” and ventures that its purpose was
not education but “‘advertising dollars

nd ratings.” :

Israeli commentary is of special in-
terest. Yoel Marewss, Washington corres-
pondent fd Ha'aretz#ays [Apr. 21] Holo-
caust was “a commercial success” in
America, where success *‘is measured in
commercial terms.” He explains Holocaust
as part of Americans_infatuation with.
catastrophes. Sensitive to the counter-
point of program and commercials, Mar-
cus writes, “To see the death camp of
Buchenwald and then a commercial for
laundry soap in the first segment was

! particularly hard to take.” He calls the
program ‘‘shallow, rough, and marred by
inexcusable errors ol fact.” But he adds,

- Y

5

&

“The artistic level ol the serics seems
almost irrelevant; the fact that it was
shown at all was what is important.”
lg-Z ariz Porcign Editor Shaul Ben
Haim [Apr. 21] finds potential benefit for
Isratl' “From a propagancdla point of view,
the series has contributed an important
service.” ' He theorizes that the older
American generation supported Israel
because it knew the horrors of the con-
centration camps. “But this generation
did not pass on its experience to itssons. It
was foreseeable that when this generation
grew up its support for Israel was likely to
be less solid than its parents’. . . . Holvcaust
should provide at least a partial answer.

But it is not enough. We must act to
deepen their awarcness of what hap-
pened.” He urges that the history of the
Holocaust be taught in American schools:
“Maybe then they will understand the
meaning security has for Israel’s people.”
l Le Monde of Paris [Apr. 30] comments

1 6IYE Y0 01, Yo GiVE ME PLANES.

You GIVE Hif) PLANES.
WHAT DOES HE GIYE You 7

A LOT OF PROBLEMIS
;;:poiﬂ'. .

Globe and Mail/Toronto

that “‘we_liye in a iovisual age” in
which “most people, especially the young,
read very little” and depend on TV. The
liberal daily says the program “went too
far” and was a “soap opera,” but stresses
/] the effect on millions of viewers of “Walchcll
&ng a people destined to be purely an
imply liquidated.”
Le Monde despairs of any lasting politi-
ral influence by Holocaust: “Hitler is not

idead in Uganda; systematic killings toda
the indignant outcry of nations any more
Eﬂ%mr‘amm is nothin

Unhappy Miracles

Doubts about the value of the famous
“miracle rice’” are voiced by Mario P.
Chanco in the Manila Evening Post [May
9]. High-yield rice developed by the In-
ternational Rice Research Institute was
once expected to be the salvation of much
of the underdeveloped world. But Chanco
is critical of his Government’s glorifica-
tion of production records set by a few
farmers.

Says Chanco, “While a few isolated
instances of super-production may have
been achieved by farmers who, acting on
their own, would probably have suc-
ceeded anyway, the great need of the
moment remains how to increase the
productivity of millions of other farmers
who have not yet been similarly blessed.™
He attacks “‘the expensive rice cultural
practices’ of the Philippines” Agricultural
Department. “This system involves the
use of high-cost fertilizers, pesticides, in-
secticides, weedicides, and hybrid seed.. ..
High-yield-variety rice production has
been slowly destroying the fertility of
many rice farms.”

It also has killed the fish on which rice
farmers depended for food, and the use of
“ever stronger and deadlier farm chem-
icals has begun to affect even the health of
the farmers.” In areas where high-yield
rice research is conducted, he says, nurs-
ing mothers have been found to have high
percentages of long-lasting DDT in their
milk. Calling Philippine rice production
“unhappy,” he urges studies of organic
fertilizers and pesticides and pleads “for
worthwhile alternatives to the jet- pro-
peled agricultural production techniques
of the Western agri-business wizards.”

A Better Zambia

In Zambia a prolonged struggle is under
way between press and Parliament. The
Times of Jambia published a long, fervent
editorial [Mar. 3] defending itself against
parliamentary criticism. The Lusaka dai-
ly says its “‘task is to uphold the policies of
UNIP [the United National Indepen-
dence Party that runs Zambia] both in its
editorial opinion column and in its selec-
tion and presentation of the news....
UNIP is the supreme power in Zambia.
All other institutions stem from it. The
Party embodies the people.”

Despite the Times’ efforts to prove its
loyalty to the Zambian “revolution,” the
battle over press freedom continues. On
April 7 the Jambia Daily Mail published a
long speech by Robinson Nabulyato,
Speaker of the National Assembly, ac-
cusing the Times and the Daily Mail of bias
and causing ‘“‘animosity unduly’ and
“unnecessary hostility.” He said, “This
embitters  the sitwation dangerously
among Party cadres and divides the na-
tion into camps. ... But I must warn that
absolute freedom is absolute nonsense and
there is need for restrictions on it. This

8 Atlas World Press Review
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MEMORANDUM . "
To: Foreign Affairs Department

From: Nives Fox

Subj: German Reactions U.S. Holocaust Film

Having put up considerable opposition to the projection of the U.S.
film Holocaust, the entire German Republic and dts various pundits
and experts are stunned. and surprised over the remarkable success
of the film as its four parts are being shown almost nightly this
week on television.

Shunted to the less popular regional third chain because it was felt
that too mpch of an uproar would be raised by a downright refusal --
though nanv?«oiced the opinion that the better part of valour would

have been refusal -- the program has fascinated ever increasing au-
diences and telephone exchanges are swamped with unprecedented
many thousand calls, Letters to the editors are streaming in,

and the event has become a major siory in the German press, with
considerable echoes abroad as well.

Not since the Auschwitz trials of 1963, and by far surpassing even
that time, have Germans reacted so strongly and been so shaken
on being reminded of the past, one is told.

Tt is calculated that the f{irst part wags seen by some 11 williop
viewers, the second by 13 million elyvs
this was 1IKely To increcase for the last two parts of the series.

While telephone calls and reactions cover a gamut of opinions =-=-
anger, denials, dazed unbelief, horror -- the overall result is a
most positive one; and today there are very few Germans left who
speak out agszinst the film or the fact that it was projected, the
vast majority agreeing that it is having a most salutary effect.

It is also reported that the more important chains which originally
had refused to screen Holocaust now are sorry; but in any case are
fully cooperating toward its success by canceling programs that

in any way might compete with viewing the £iixm series. Thus, a
filw on nec-Nazi influence among German ycuth scheduled by one of
the major chains for the night showing part three was taken off
the program. X

.
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- Nazi grouplets are expected nevertheless. This already began

Some violent reactions from militants of the extreme right and neo-
yit =
the bombing of one of the regional stations; and several 1ettars/§gn
Heinz Galinski, Presidept of the quiin Jewish Community, threaten-
ifg to kITT him or taking him as a hostage. These predictions are
5EE33;?EH'1Tﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?Tﬁriﬁﬁz?T?Ef?zgz??;-zzﬁzcating that extreme right-
ist groups have been accunmulating explosives in the last 18 months,

that there has been an increcase in membership of fringe groups during
this period, with greater tendency to clandestinity and violence.

Surprisingly enough, this possibility, too, is seen by some pressmen
and political leaders as perhaps being a good thing, a way to shake

the government attitudes out of complacency. For there is a tendency
in German o emphasize and react strongly about
to minimize the right. violence occurs, goes the

reasoning, it will be understood once and for all that the extreme
right needs as much vigilance as the left.

The high and increasing percentage of Holocaust television watchers

" does not hold up for the discussion sessions that tgke place after‘//
the film. Some criticism was made of the esoteric¥and intellectual
levelof the talks. Another reason, it is pointed out, is the late-
ness of the hour: the film begins at 9:00 p.m. and the early to bed
early to rise habits of most Germans are not conducive to well after
midnight alertness. Here again the miscalculation on the part of
television experts about the success of the series cun be blamed.

Cited by all who were opposed to showing the picture in Germany,
theugh the arguments were the same in other European lands, was the
advertising interruptions in the projecticn. An unfair argument,
since this was done ounly in the U.S. and posed no problem of eli-
mination here. Yet it was introduced over and over again, to point
up U.S. commercialization, a kind of American style to be rejected.
'his built up a distasteful image, especially since it was almost
alwvays coupleiwith statements like "we don't need films imported from
the U.S. to teach us a lesson...lf we want to show the holocaust we

can do a better job ourselves...etc." For many months public opinion
was primed against the film, thereforey .foreign, commercial, inaccurate,
altogether bad. Measured againsts such advance preparation the tre-

mendous success and reactlons acquire even greater additional p051—
tive dimension. : -

OLOCAUST BEATS ALL RECORDS is the headline in Die Welt, a major im-
portant daily. Over 13 million viewers, 12,500 telephone calls after
“the first two parts, and on Monday and Tuesday this week; 6,000 calls.
on Wednesday, even before the third part was televised. Nothing
like it has ever happened in Cerman television, says the paper.

It quotes replies given by program directors to complaints on why
‘was this an American filwm; and why, once shown, on the third chain,
the least impertant one. '"The film had the proper mixture of fiction

and reality suitable to give Wanmy GErmans an example oOXf what_took place
between 1235-T945., And the stromng reaction of the public proves it was

ight to show the film, for more than 2/3 of the calls were positive,

Yoving the film was effective."

—




.

A rapid examination of the tclephone ‘calls monitored showed that
the overvhelming majority Came from pecrsons under 40. Many said
this was the YIrst-Time they had seen such a comprehensive picture
of the horrors of that period. As for complaints that the film
was 'hidden' on the third program, TV representatives rejected

it as "groundless; for all regional third chains showed it and
everyone in Germany had the opportunity to view it, as can be

seen by the enormous audiences." _ . : .

An editorial in the Trankfurter Allgemeine also expresses astonish-
ment about the success of the picture, the number of viewers, the
amount of letters being sent to editors. The paper describes the
variety of reactions, "going, as one can imagine, from the most ter-
rible attacks for incimm
CTZT exploitation of edy, to agreement and thankfulmess
iowving the film." 'This is nct surprising, says the editorial,

"there have beemw deénials and defenders in the past, some people

efusing to see the truth, others strongly approving its being
brought in the open. {The Holocaust film reinforced all these atti-
tudes?> At the same timWe, it brought forth something never achieved
by any other documentary film to date. It has reached corners
of the psyche without excessive emotionalizing. Suddenly we realize
what a dramatic work can accomplish in way of stimulation and impression.

And the depth of the impression made also is shown by the questions
posed during the debate, continues the article. Some said wly open
oddetonunds? This question was asked even by those who had thought
much about these events in the past. ©But 2/3 of the queries were a
repetition of 'How could it have happened? Was it really so bad?
Why didn't the Jews defend themselves?' The last revealed the in-
ability to understand horror. - It shows that in spite of surveys
and information about the crimes, very fou grasped what had hap-~

pened and under what cond;Llons.au%P» .. papec

According to this longeand comprehensive article,''a large part of

the public, particualrly thcse under 40, were puzzled and sought
answers for their state of confusion. Contemporary historians and
eyewitnesses tobk the role of explaincrs, says:.the=paperiy and in a

way never shown in Cermany before. Tihe questions showed the per-
plexity of a people which itself was a victim of crimes (Dresden, )67
expropriation from Ehe East) BUE 35 SEIlT Wow—tm THE accusation dock.
HoIocaust 1Is a look into the past. :

One of the discussion panelists was Lugen Kogan, most apt in the

task of 'explainer' having spent eight years in Bochenwald himself.
Prof. Kogan, who teaches political science, wrote one of the most
authoritative volumes about the Nazi regime, "The SS State." His
considerable prestige and reputation gave undeniable authority tec
his statements.

ta

Another unusual manifestation were the declarations made by'Chancellor

Schmidt and w in the midst of an important
parlamentary deba on the Federal budget, both thinking it iswr wrresidai

portant to refer to the Holocaust film on this occasion. The =R



Chancellor expressed satisfaction with the fact that it was being
shown in CGermany. He described the film as"correct”" even if some
of the scenes were fictionalized : sowpels one to critical and
moral reflection," he concluded. m spoke of the"intense
discussions provoked by the serieSwtes p/’many German falmilies,"
adding that for historical reasons people should be made awyare of
the power OI FOFZLliCaTYIanism both from the left and the right.

The German Jewish community is no less surprised than the media.

It plans to make a survey somewhat similar to the one carried out
by the American Jewish Committee, when the series is over and after
a couple of weeLs of detachment. This will be publlshed in one of
the communlty s organs, Presse Dienst, when ready.

There will be many more headlines, many more comments, reactions,
in dailies and weeklies. The series can be already said to have:
received extraordinary success, How lasting this will be is an-
other question. But Pandora's box is open, and all now know that
nothing untoward has happened. It is possible that the people

and the authorities will be more receptive from now on about the
teaching of the Holocaust and the Nazi period, and that the filn's
momentum may lead to serious permanent developments. on this matter.
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. A frovers i25 communautes

% ALLEMAGNE FEDERALE

-“_mr,_-.:"i-_ 2 Jewish
Conniitean

Paris 4 fev. « Aucun livre, aucun decument 1816visé, aucun Ti/m,
surune conférence n'a autant ému la conscience morale de I'Alle-
megne moderme que Iz projection de la série télévisée «Holocaus-
tey retrayant la tragédie du peuple juif victime des nazisy Jle rab-
bin Marc Tannenbaum, directeur des Affaires interreligizuses de
| American Jowish Committee et conseiller pour le scénario de la
série de la N.B.C. tire cette impression du nombre considérable

LAPROJECTION D'«HOLDCAUSTE» EBRANLE PHOFO'NDEMENTI
B ~.-. LAPOPULATION ALLEMANDE iz

d’Allemagne fédérale a la suite de cette projection, et en particu-
lier des autorités du village d’Oberainmergau. C'est dans ce village,
rappelons-le, que doit se tenir en 1980 une représentatron de Iz
Passion et ou la question n’a pas pour [‘heure €té tranchée du
choix de la version 2dcpiée : la version Daisenberger, traditonngl--
lement jouge et dénancée comme antisémite par les aurorites jui-
ves et chrétiennes,

d‘appeis tdidphoniques qu'il a regus de personnalités officielles

De son coté, en R.F.A, le
président de la communauté
juive de Berlin-ouest, M. Heinz:
Galinski, affirme que «lz com-
munauté juive ouest-allemande
a réagi positivernent 2 la diffu-
sion du filiny. il révéle par ail-
leurs avoir recu de nombreux
appels de juifs et de non-juifs
4 la suite des divers épisodes.
27 000 parsonnas environ for-
ment la communauté juive d’'Al
lemagne fédérale aujourd’hui,
survivance tragigue d'ung com-
munauté d'avant-guerre fioris-
sante forte de plus de 500 00C
amnes.

se prétaient tout a fait'a une
telle projectionn» a déclaré
M. Galinski. «Celie-ci en effet
est survenue & un moment ol
des discussicns commengent a3
se faire jour sur «le mensonge
d'Auschwitz», une tentative du
mouvement nazi de réécrire
I'histoire et de nier le génocide ;
a4 un moment cl une poignee
d’étudiants recommerncent A ri-
diculiser les juifs ; & un
momant ol la question de l'op-
portunité de la prescription des
crimes de guerre nazis cst @
'ordre du jour ; & un moment
enfin. ¢l tout un chacun
semble précher I'oublin.

Lz réponse !a plus significa-
tive peut-Gire en Allemagne au

[T

{ certaines autorités d'Oberam-
{ mergau ont céja confié au reb-
«Les circonstances actualles 5
i sion d'«Holocausten

feuilleton de ia MN.B.C. fur cei
le du chencelier Heimut
Schmidt. Il a souligné au parle-
ment comixien fa ciffusion d’un
tel  film s‘imposait, «au
meoment ol chaque Allemand
devait en son @ma el conscien-
ce prendre position sur fa gues-
tion de lz prescription des cri-
mes de guerres.

Pour za part, la conierence
episcopale allemande & recon-
nu qu'il était edifficile auiour-
d'hui da comprendre les raisons
pour lesqusties I'Eglise catholi-
qu2 n'a pas pris ung position
suffizamment net'c contre les

excos et les lois antisémitesy du
régime nazi.

OPORTUNITE -

A Oberammergau, l'impact
d'«Holocauster ful considéra-
ble auprés de la population.
Presque tous les villageois
étaient rivés a leurs postes a
chaque épisode. Aprés quoi
chacun demandait dans la rue
a son voisin : amon diey, com-
ment avens-nous pu laisser com-
mettre de telies horreurs 7 Et

bin Tannenbsuni gue la diffu-
jouera un
réle important dans le rejet de
cette derniére version par les
habitants de leur ville.
Cependant, un nombre ap-
préciable de réactions négati-
ves. voire hostiles. au feuilloton
ont néznmoins été enrégistrées.
par les autorités de R.F.A.
«Pourquoi rouvrir de vieilles
blessures ? Nous devons oubliar
le passé, il est grand temps»,

affirmaient certains.

L'American Jewish Commit-
te, & partic de ces preriéres
donpncas, compte effectuer une
étude systématique des reac-
tions & «Holocaustey en Alle-
magne et dans les 15 autres
pays ol le film sera ditfusé.
Puis, dans un deuxieme Lernps,
['organisation mettra sur pied
un vaste programme d'infarma
tion dans les écoles laiguas et
ieligieuses d'Allemagne

INCIDENTS

Deux incidents antisémites
ont été enregistrés & Berlin-
ouest, l'un samedi, & ["issue
d'une  manifestation, autre
aures une affaire survenue dans
une écale de la viile.

La sureté a ouvert une pre-
miére enquéte aprés que 5 per-
sonnes eurent e1é interpeliées

références anti-juives.

~ samedi peindant qu'avec une di-

zaine d'autres elles manifes:
taient contre «Holocauste» .

Le visege recouvert de mas-
ques reproduisant des tétes
d’ane, les manifestants ont
parcouru une rue cemmergante
en portant une pancarte décla
rant : «Je suis un ane qui croit
ce qui est montré dans Holo-
causten.

La seconde enquste fait sui
te & un incident qualifié de
uscandaleux» par les autorités
locales et survenu dans une
école du quartier de Tempelhof.
L'affaire remonte au 28
novembre 1978 mais avait été
étouffée par les responsables de
I'école.

Agrés un cours sur les po-
groms nazis de 1938, et notam-
ment sur I'incendie des synago-
gues d'Aliemagne durant ia

C«Nuit de cristaly, qui avait été

présenté par un conférencier
juif américain, M. Thomas Still,
plusieurs éléves, agés c'une
guinzaine d'années, avaient ins-
crit au tableau noir : «ll n'y a
rien da mieux sur terre que da
gazer des juifs, Still est un co-
chon de juif. |l doit éire gazén.

‘Ces inscriptions avaient été ac-

compagnées de dessins représen-
tant des emblémes nazis, croix
gammées et insigres «S.S.»

Le professeur avait demandé
et obtenu sz mutation ¢ans un
autre établissament mais
n‘avait pas obtenu I'expulsion
des coupables. Ces . derniers,
quétre  éléves, perait-il, ont
seulement été changds de clas-
se aprés avoir re¢u un avertisse-
ment.

M.Walter Rasch, «sénateurs
{ministre) & V'enseignement de
Jerlin-ouest, a exprime son in-
dignation devant cetie affaire.

vernernent, M. Peler Soetie, z
annoncé gue lé scandale serait
svonué & la Chambie des dépu-
tés ¢ la semaine prochaine.

ou la version «Roasnery dépourvuie ae

Il a ajouté gqu'un tel ircicent
était «inacceptablen.

Dans les milieux politiques
de Berlinouest, ou ‘e Sénar a
pourtant fait distribuer &ans .
les écoles et universités une
documentation dénongant les.
crimes nazis, on s'est cdéclaré
«choquéy par une telle affaire.
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SPECIAL TO THE JTA

IMPACT OF '"HOLOCAUST" SERIES

ON THE PEOPLE OF WEST GERMANY

By Marc H. Tanenbaum

(Rabbi Marc H. Tanenboum, national inter-
religious offairs director of the American Jewish
Committee, was script consultant to the NBC-TV
"Holocaust" series.)

NEW YORK, Jan. 28 (JTA) == Nothing -~
no book, no TV documentary, no film, no lec-
ture -= has touched the soul of modern.Germany
on the moral watershed tragedy of the Nazi

Holocaust as has the NBC-TV series,” "Holocaust.'

That dramatic but factual conclusion has emerged
from a series of overseas telephone calls that |
had with public officials in West Germany, and
in particular, with leaders jn the village of
Oberammergau, last Thur¢day féllowing the
viewing of the third installment of "Holocaust."

" According to reports- from West Germany
in major American newspapers, on estimated 14
million people, or 39 percent of the 34 million
people in the viewing audience, witched the
third of the four installments last Thursday night.
This was up from 13 million viewers, or 36 per-
cent last who watched the second instal Iment,
and 11 million, or 32 percent, whowatched the
first insta! Iment. SN

The viewing cudience for each of the three
installments was more than double the predicted
15 percent that was expected to watch the pro-
grom over Westdeutsche Rundfunk (WDR) of
Cologne, the regional station coordinating the
telecasts. (The number of people watching the
lost installment was not available at the time of
this report.)

The German officials | spoke with said
that the figures reported in the American news-
papers were underestimated, and that, in fact,
some 20 million people had seen the second in-
stalfment. That means that one in three potential

regional viewers were exposed to the "Holocaust'

account. "That audience broke every record for
regional television in Germany," one official
told me." -

"Quite Extraordinary" Experience

More than 20,000 people called the WDR
television offices following the Tuesday night
showing, and two-thirds of the callers were in
favor of "Holocaust" being televised in Ger-
many . Many of the viewers told the TV station
authorities that they either could not go on
watching it, and some said that they could not
sleep and had to take valium or sleeping pills
so powerful was the program$ impact.

One authority told me, "The experience
with the program already has been quite extrao-
ordinary. Nobody, even the most sympathetic
in the TV industry, expected such an emotional
reaction. It hos staggered everybody. "

The effect has even spread to East Ger-
many where, according to reports, many-living

~ beyond the West German regional broadcasting

range are demanding fo see the series. Regional
television broadcasts can be received in East
Berlin and in areas along the boundory, but
most East German viewers are beyond their
range. According to reports, among the East
Germans who had seen the program and called
to express their reactions, positive comments
outnumbered negative comments 6-2,

Reactions In Oberammergau

| spoke with several people in the villoge

of Oberammergou who cre involved in an effort to
revise the anti-Semitic version of the Oberammergau
Passion Play scheduled for production in April 1980.
Hons Schwaighofer, director of the Rosner text of the
Passion Play, told me: "Practically everybody in
Oberammergau has watched the first two instal Iments
of "Holocaust." The impact has been tremendous.
There is a feeling of shock throughout much of Ober-
ammergou. Many people are walking around the
streets of the village saying, 'God's sake!' and

shoking their heads in disbelief. How did we let

that happen?*

The Oberammergau Town Council has sent
around a questionnaire to all the villagers inviting
them to sign up for the 1980 Passion Play. In light
of the shocked fecling in the village in the wake of
'Holocaust' many are refusing to answer the question-
naire, and it is now being extended for another cight
days.



- S S S se— | W S - &

. At
1‘-.‘? I! g

T7A DALY NEWS BULLETN JAN 2 © 1979

ST Several hundred of the younger villagers
R . identified with the Rosner text have indicated that
cof they will refuse to act in the Daisenberger version
/ of the Passion Play which has been condemned by
y _ Christian and Jewish authorities alike as "structurally
anti-Semitic." Some Oberammergau officials told me
that they now hope that the reaction (o 'Holocaust'
will ploy an important role in influencing the rejec-
" tion of the anti= Jewish Daisenberger text of the play.
There were a good number of negative and
hostile reactions of Germans who asked, "Why re~
open old wounds ? We should forget oll this. It is
enough time already."

Jewish Reaction Termed Positive

~ Heinz Galinski, head of the Jewish community
in West Berlin, said j‘xct “the reaction of the Jewish
community +hroughout West Cermany had been posi-
tive, " adding that he had received many calls from
Jews and non-Jews alike. There are about 27,000
Jews in West Germany today, o hragic remnant of
the more than 500,000 Jews who lived in pre-war
Germany . :

Galinski said the "timing of the showing was
perfect. It comes at a time when there is talk again
of tie Auschwitz lie, " a reference to the Nozi
effort.to revise history and claim that the genocide.
of Jews never took place, “"when some students are
making jokes again about Jews, when the statute of
limitations'en Nozi war crimes of murder is an issue
and ot a time“when everybody seems to be preaching
let us forget.'”

Perhaps the most significant response of all to
"Holocaust" was that of Chancellor Helmut Schmidt.
In a debate in the lower house of the West German
Parliament last Me¢nday, Choncellor Helmut Schmidt
commended the "Holocoust" series, said the film is
a "must" in coninection with the current controversy
over extending ‘the legal time limit under which
Nazi war criminals €an be prosccuted. lle added -
that the series encourages critical and moral reflcc-
tion which "is important in view of the decision
each of us must make for himself in the course of
this year on the statute of limitations. "

Based on the impact already registered, the
American Jewish Committee now plans to camry out
a systematic study of responses to the entire series
in Germany as well as in the 15 other countries in
which the film is being shown, and then an intensive
follow-up educational program in German religious
and secufcr school systems. | have no hesitation in
saying that if this*'Holocaust" series had achieved
nothing other than the impact that it has already had
in Germany, it more than justified all the investment
of time and energy in helping bring its message
before millions of Germans who might otherwise have
avoided facing the tragedy of the Holocoust.



[end]

Original documents
faded and/or illegible
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September 7, 1979

Dr. Kristina Zerges and

Ms. Hella Dunger

Technische Universitat Berlin
Strasse des 17 Juni 135

D1000 Berlin 12, W. Germany

Dear Ladies:

Thank you very much for sending us a copy of
your study of the reaction in Germany to our
series, "HOLOCAUST".

I found it very interesting and have passed on
the results of your survey to the American Jewish
Committee, who are also involved in studying the
effects of the show.

Sincerely,

Robert Berger
PRODUCER

RB:cl
cc. Rabbi Marc Tanenbaumv/,

RANS



Technische Universidat Berdin

Or. Kristina Zerges
Hella Dunger, M.A,

Postanscheift: TU Berlin - Sekr. TEL 10 - StraBe des 17. Juni 135, D1000 Berlin 12 FACHBEREICH 1

Institut for
Medien-
wissenschaft
und Literatur-
soziologie

Fachgebiet
Germanistik

Sept 1979

Dear Sirs,

enclosed you will find a copy of one part of our studies
on 'Holocaust'. Unfortunately we will not be able +to present
it to you personally; but we hope you equally will be interested
to read it.

Sincerely,

Wivlre azuﬁj

./ f'{f. (e ' E’L’l-""/-'(/

Telex: 184262 tubln -d-

N



Technische bsﬂzversr?aﬂ' Beﬂm & ‘ ,-’;

Dr. Kristina Zerges . ' | | Laﬁ \‘;J //
Hella Dunger, M.A. '
Postomcheif; TU Beriin - Seke. TEL 10+ StroBe des 17. Juni 135, D1000 Beriin 12 ' ' FACHBEREICH 1

“Institut for
Medien-
wissenschaft
und Literatur-

P “ _ soziologie

: Fochgebiet

& Germanistik

'.i'”-,'l'j : .
) £
" @ (030]314-2372 od. 2992 o Datum )
HOLOCAUST INQUIRY

J

- KRISTINA ZERGES/ HELLA DUNGER

TELEPHONE INQUIRY IN BERLIN (WEST) ™

The Institute for Media Research.and Literature=Sociology of the _
Technical University of Berlin (We&t) carried out a telephone inquiry
immediately after the last transmission of 'Holocaust' (on the week-
end of Jan. 27th and 28th, 1979). The inquiry was designed to win an
impression as to the extent of the television audience, its impression
and its evaluation of the series. ' j
The inquiry was based on 1213 persons, whose names were selected by °
random choice from the Berlin 'telephone directo';:y' A postcard was sent
to each of them a week before the transmission of the series, infor-
ming them of the 1nqu1ry. In order to avoid influencing them, 'Holo-
caust' wasn't mentioned in the text of the postcard. In general they

* were informed that the institute was planning an investigation of the
television habits of the citizens of Westberlin, and that, in this
context, it was hoped they might answer some questions.

Interviews las.ting about 15 minutes could be carried 6ut with 821

of the selected Berliners, which is an astoniéhingly high participa-
tion (68%) for a telephone inquiry. This clearly revealed, as did
the great number of viewer telephone calls to the station's-trans-

' ® German translation published in: Bild der Wissenschaft 6/79
Telex: 164262 tubln .d- - . . Stuttgart 1979-




mitting'thé series, during and after the transmission of the
individual episodes, and the 'open-end-discussions', the strong
interest of the viewers as well as their concern and mental and
emotional preoccupation with the material. Even more impressive
was the willingness of the viewers and the general public to
speak about their reaction to the 'Holocaust' transmission.

More than half of the people qdestioned (54.2%) watched the™
series, or episodes of it, despite the:faét that it was shown
at a very late hour, and dealt with a 'negétiée‘ theme, and was
telecast as a part of the so-called ‘minorities" programme.

Shown diagrammatically, according to the times of transmission '

~of the individual episodes (and also in comparison to the viewer
participation in the U.S.A. in Spring, 1978), we have the follo-

wing statistical comparison:

Telephone Teleskopie
Inquiry - :
Berlin :
(West) BRD Berlin/West U.S.A. (NBC)
~ Monday, Coe _ !
22.1.1979 | 36.7% 32.0% 30.0% » 27.1% :
Tuesday, ' : d
Thursday, '
25.1.79 39.6% . 39.0% 47,0% 30.3%
Friday, _' : _
26.,1.1979 42.3% - 41.0% 36.0% - 34.9%
£ 7

.The total number of viewers constantly increased during the
week, however the structure of the viewing public remained
unchanged.

The interviewees said that the reason they had not seen all
four,pafts of the series was mest frequently 'lack of time'
(36%) . Thus the question can be allowed if the percentage of
the television public watching the series wouldn't have been

‘higher if the placing of the transmission times had been more

considerate of viewing habits (instead of transmitting all four.

episodes within one week, amd at a relatively late hour).

Of the interviewees, who had decided not to watch 'Holocaust',

e e A B 4
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the time at which it was transmitted was a factor in their
decision; however there were generally other reasons which
were more important in their choice: '

+ Not interested in the theme 71 (abs.) 8.6%
+ Hadn't known about the : - : o
transmission ' 6 " 0.7% 1

+ Saw other programme Yo ke o By

transmitted at the same time 8 .",%s"  1.0%
+ Had no time : 71 " 8.6%
+ Other reasons _ e 190 " 23.1%

Given as 'other reasons' were such trivial factors such as,
'television broken'. But there were also arguments directly
rejecting the series. Most frequently named of these were:

too horrible (the theme); too demanding; too exciting; too
trivial; rejecting of films of the Nazi-era; one already knows -
about the material; the material is too gripping, emotionally T
too upsetting; one is tired of the theme; one suffered too much
during the second world war; the film isn't accurate; it's L
finally time to be finished with the discussion of the Nazi-era,
and to have peace and quiet; it would be better to show films
about the horrible acts perpetrated on Germans during the war.

It was most frequently elderly women (65 and older) who do-
cumented their mechanism of mental repression, and suppression,
with such answers. Here is a graphic representation of the viewers

1}

and non-viewers of the series, according to age and sex:

'Holocaust' viewers

(n=445) % &
Age <18 19-34 35-46 47-64 > 65
male 5.1 28.1 26.4 26.4 14.0

female .. 3.2 25.0 17.0  26.1  28.7

| P
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'Holocaust' non-viewers

(n=367) %
Age . <18 19-34 35-46 47-64 65
male 2.6  21.6 21.6 25.9 - 28.4

female 3.8 16.0 16.0 26.3 38.0

In comparison to the series, the 'open-end-d-ccussions' weren't

as broadly followed by the public. Only -16% of the viewers of the

series stayed regularly in front of the TV-sets to follow the-

 discussion. 37% of the viewers watched it occasionally; the reason

generally given for not following the discussions was the late=-
ness of the hour of their transmission. The tendency was basi-

cally the same for the reception of the discussions as for the
individual episodes of the series - - the amount of viewers tended

to increase continually as the series progressed. On Jan. 22nd,

22.1% of the viewers also watched the discussion; on Jan. 23rd it

was 24.4%; on Jan. 25th it was 27% and on Jan. 26th (for many
spectators the beginning of the weekend) it was 34.2%.

The majority of the viewers considered the discussions relevanf

and informative for the judging and evaluation of the series;
although the form and organisation of the discussions was often
negatively criticised, as consisting of too many foreign words,
which were difficult to understand, and as projecting an image
of professors and experts talking to each othér, with little

or no regard for the interests and level of the general au-

dience.

Most of the viewers were stimulated to watch the series by in- .

formation received from television magazines Or newspaper
articles. Also influential were allusions of friends, relatives
and colleagues at work. This is a further indication of how

intensive the public discussion of the series was, and how much

the viewers discussed the series with one another. The novel
upon which the series was based wasn't at all influential in
stimulating viewers, in fact none of the participants in the
telephone inquiry had read the novel or even heard of it. There
was some limited interest under the viewers to read the novel

A i rgrpiis o 8 g
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in the near future, but this was somewhat higher under the
viewers of the series than in the total number of part1c1pants

in the - 1nqu1ry, as can be seen by the followmng table:

Interest, to _ ' : .
read the novel Y total sample 'Holocaust' viewer

| (n=821) (n=445)

. . -' !
. N

Yes ; 27.2% v . 35418
No - 44.,0% 38.9% o
Don't know - 18.9% 18.0% ) '
No answer 10.0% 8.1%

Although the viewers exhibited a thoroughly positive reaction :
to the series, they were not without criticism of it. It was
possible to recognise in the telephone conversations that the
most important factors in the positive reaction of the viewers
were: feeling onesself affected; being shaken, upset; emotional :
experience, feeling of the fate of the Jewish main characters;
and the alleged lack of knowledge over the dimension of the Nazi

horrors and annihilation.

When asked about the most memorable scenes, and the scenes which
made the strongest impression on them, most viewers named the
portrayal of the various methods of killing and destruction of

humans, in the following order: gas chambres, execution by

shooting, torture, the burning of living'%ic;ims in the synagogues.

Next came: the situation in the concentration camps and the

ghettos, but also the portrayal of the resistance -- in the Warsaw

ghetto, at Sobibor, and by partisans.

It was_ singularly noticabie in the answers to this question that
particularly the older viewers were strongly impressed by the
pictures of the 'Reichs'crystéi-night. It would appear after
evaluation of the material from the interviews that their own
experience of these events was particularly important. The rape

scene, in contrast, did not seem to move the viewers to the same

extent as many of the other events.

The sympathies for the persons of the drama were clearly distri-.

buted: the father of the Jewish family, Dr. Josef Weiss, was
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named as the most sympathetic male figure about 180 times; his.
youngest son, Rudi, the resistance fighter, was named about

90 times. The sympathy for the figures Karl Weiss, Moses Weiss
and Kuﬁt Dorf,  the uncle of Eric Dorf, were evenly divided.

Each was named about 25 times.

By the female figures of the drama the sympathies of the viewers

were mainly attached to members of the Weiss family. The wmother,

Bertha Weiss, was most often named, being mentioned 154 times;
her daughter-~in-law, Inge Helms-Weiss was ncned 98 times and
Helena was mentioned by 41 of the viewers. Characters who could

be seen as representatives of the Nazi regime were hardly mentione«

in this connection. Eric Dorf was mentioned seven times, his

wife Martha only twice. This tendency was observed equally in,
male and female viewers. _
The attribution of sympathies to the various characters remained
noticably constant through all four evenings of the transmission,

as can be seen in the following tables:

Sympathies for the male characters ;

Seen Seen Seen Seen "

Monday Tuesday Thursday Friday
Josef 40.5% 38.5% 39.4% 39.8%
Rudi ) 21.5% - 26.0% 21.5% 20.8%
Karl 3.0% 3.3% 4.0% 3.5%
Kurt 4.6% 5.0% ~ 528 "5..5%
Moses 5.3% 4.6% - .6.5% 5.5%
Erich 0.6% 1.7% 1.5% 1.8%

Sympathies for the female characters

Seen _ Seen Seen Seen

Monday Tuesday Thursday Friday
Berta 33.8% 36.1% 36.6% 38.7%
Inga 25.3% 25.0% 24.9% 22.5%
Helena 10.3% 13.1% 11.1% 9.5%
Anna 0.6% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3%
Female artist 0.6% 1.0% 1.8% 0.9%
Marta 0.3% 0.7% 0.6% 0.3%




It may be possible to explain this phenomenon by reference to the
principle of construction of American television series: simply
structured and easily understandable constellations of characters;
insignificant psychological development of the main figures; and a
relatively simplistic black and white portrayal in the characte-
ristics of the figures.

This principle of construction allows (and helps) the viewer

to take clear positions in regard to the characters, and helps him
identify with them. Thus it is iﬁpossible to determine if the
strong expressions of sympathy for the Jewish figures in the
series is an indication of the dismantling of antisemitic pre-
judice without an examination of the effect of the film over an
extended period.

A similar problem is encountered in the attempts to interpret

the answers to the question regarding the statute of limitations.
The following results were obtained from the viewers to the
question, 'are you in favour of the statute of limitations being
implemented for Nazi criminal offences?': 21.3% of the inter-
viewees answered positively, 54.7% were opposed, 18.8% were un-
able to decide and 5.2% gave no answer.

If we compare the decisions of the viewers of the series with
those of the non-viewers, regarding the question of the statute
of limitations as applied to Nazi offences, it would appear that
the film influenced the opinions. It can be seen from the followinc
table that the 'Holocaust' series has reduced the amount of the
'undecided' interviewees, and that most of them have become
opposed to subjecting Nazi offences to the statute of limitations.
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viewers non=-viewers
(n=445) {n=367)
In favor of the _
statute of limitations 20.7% 22.7%
Opposed to the .
statute of limitations 63.1% 44 5%
Undecided 12.1% 26.2%
No answer 4,0% 6.6%

It is also apparent that age and sex are very important in

the forming of opinion regarding this question. That can be

seen from the results of the following survey tables:

'Holocaust'-viewer (n=445)

Age No answer In favor of Opposed to Undecided
the statute the statute
of limitations of limitations
<18 36.7% 10.0% 46.7% 6.7%
19=-34 1%7% 19.0% 71.6% 7.8%
35-46 1.1% 26.3% 56.8% 15.8%
47-64 1.8% 20.5% 64.3% 13.4%
265 2.2% 20.7% 63.0% 14.1%
Non-viewer (n=367)
Age No answer In favor of Opposed to Undicided
the statute the statute
of limitations of limitations
<18 36.8% 10.5% 7.9% 44.7%
19-34 - 25.4% 49,.2% 25.4%
35-46 4.8% 20.6% . 60.3% 14.3%
47-64 1.1% 29.2% 50.6% 19.1%
765 5.1% 21.2% 41.5% 32.2%
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This is an .amazing result: if we further analyse the results
we see that the series influenced the younger viewers against
application of the statute of limitations for Nazi crimes, but
in the group of 35 to 46 years old persons it had a totally
different effect. In this group the percentage of viewers who

were undecided increased.

But, what is still more important, is that the percentage of
persons who were in favor of applicatibn of the statute of
limitations increased through the viewing of the series. What
caused this phenomenon can not be determined by the inquiry
and the analysis of the results.

In general it is possible to ascertain that the 'Holocaust'

series instigated a development,a process of learning, in the
interviewees. It is, however, not possible to predict how long
this effect will last. That will certainly be influenced by future
treatment of the problem; that is, if there are any; and what

sort of treatment it is given.

It will not only be essential to develop a "capability for
sorrow", but also to investigate and uncover the ideological,
poiitical and economic causes of fascism in Germany at the time
under discussion. Only then will there be a genuine chance to
fulfill the wish of so many viewers, which they uttered with
almost imploring urgency, that "the time never be allowed

to return".




Wwho saw "Holoczust"? Who didn't?

Socially statistical data regarding viewers and non-viewers
according to thne Berlin telephone inquiry:

Non-viewer

Total Viewer

sample

(n=821) (n=445) . (n=367)

% % %
Sex
Male 43.0 52.8 31.6
Female 49.6 42.2 58.0
Age
under 19 8.5 6.7 10.4
19 to 34 21.3 26.1 16.1
36 to 46 1955 21.3 17.2
47 to 64 24.7 2552 24.3
65 and over 25.9 20.7 32.2
Family situation
married <l S 56.6 44 .7
single 16.9 18.4 15.8
widowed 18.1 14.6 22.3
divorced 6.8 5.8 8.2
getrennt lebend 0.7 0.7 0.8
Religion
Protestant 56.3 56.2 56.1
Catholic 10.5 1.7 9.0
Jewish O 5 0.7 0.3
Other confession 1.9 252 1.6
No religion 25,0 25.8 24.3
Size of household
1 person 28.6 24.3 34.1
2 persons 34.7 36.0 332
3 persons 16.8 20.2 12.5
4 persons 10.0 1 12.6 6.8
5 or mor persons 3.1 3.1 3.8

B
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Total Viewer ' Non=-viewer
sample
(n=821) (n=445) (n=367)
% % %
Profession
Self-employed 4.6 5.6 3.5
Offical, civil servant 7.8 10.3 4.6
Employee, white collar 28.6 - 30817, 251
Worker, blue collar 8.6 8.8 8.7
Pensioned 26.8 2an 33.8
Housewife 8.3 79 9.0
Student, pupil, apprentice 5.4 B 2.1
Unemployed 0.4 0.2 0.5
Education
Lower (grade) school, with-
out completion; apprentice-
ship unfinished 12.1 9.2 15:3
Lower school completed,
apprenticeship completed,
professional training 37.5 37.8 37.6
Hifh school, without degree,
professional school 28.9 30.3 27.2
High school degree,
university without degree 8.3 3.
University with degree . 6.
Professional situation
Fully occupied (employed _
or self-employed) : 43.8 49.2 38.4
Partially occupied
(half-days, etc.) 5.8 5.4
Temporarily unemployed 1.0 0.9 1.
Drawing pension 28.3 23.1 35.1
In professional training,
including professional
training school iy 0.7 .
At school or university 3.7 5.2 1.
Without profession, '~ ° L -
housewife N o 9.4 9.0 ° 710.1
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DIE AJTOREN

Werner Biideler (,,Skylab*) wurde
1928 in Berlin geboren. Er ist Fachpu-
blizist fiir Raumfahrt und Astronomie,
produzierte zahlreiche Fernsehsendun-

gen aus diesem Bereich und ist Autor
verschiedener Sachbiicher.

oM

Cornelius Keller (,,Einzelne Ato-
me"), geboren am 16. August 1931 in
Donaueschingen, studierte Chemie an
der Technischen Hochschule Karlsruhe
und promovierte dort 1957. Er habili-

tierte sich 1964 und wurde 1970 zum
Professor fiir Radiochemie an der Uni-
versitiit Karlsruhe ernannt, wo er seit
1959 auch im Kernforschungszentrum
tiitig ist. Hauptarbeitsgebiete sind Fest-
korperchemie, Komplexchemie und

Metallurgie der radioaktiven Elemen-.

te. Seit 1975 ist er Leiter der Schule fir
Kerntechnik im Kernforschungszen-
trum Karlsruhe.

Hella Dunger (,.Holocaust**). Jahr-
gang 1951. studierte Germanistik, Ge-
schichte, Politwisscnschaften und Piid-
agogik. Sie ist Doktorandin am Institut
fiir Medienwissenschaft und Literatur-
soziologie der Technischen Universitit
Berlin.

34

Kristina Zerges (,,Holocaust**), 1944
geboren, war im Buchhandel und Ver-
lag tatig, ehe sie Germanistik, Psycho-
logie, Politologie und Linguistik an der

Freien Universitiit Berlin studierte.
Dort arbeitet die promovierte Medien-
forscherin heute als wissenschaftliche
Assistentin.

Tilman Ernst (,,Holocaust*), Jahr-
gang 1942, studierte Psychologie, Phi-
losophie und Soziologie in Frankfurt
(Main), Heidelberg und Gielien. 1969
erwarb er in Frankfurt das Diplom fiir
Psychologie. Von 1969 bis 1971 war er
Studienleiter bei Contest. dem [nstitut
fiir angewandte Psychologie und Sozio-

.

logie in Frankfurt/Main. 1972 und
1973 war er Mitglicd der Forschungs-
gruppe Jugend und Politik** an der
Universitiit Gielien. Seit 1973 leitet er
das Referat Unterrichts- und Medicn-
forschung in der Abteilung Planung
und Entwicklung an der Bundeszentra-
le fiir politische Bildung in Bonn.

P -

Klaus R. Scherer (,.Umer
Wie biirgernah sind unsere A
Jahrgang 1943, studierte Psy
Soziologie und Volkswirtsch
an der Universitit Kéln und
don School of Economics an

Sciences. 1966 erwarb er das
fur Volkswirtschaft mit sozi
schaftlicher Richtung. Er fiih
Studien an der Harvard Univ
den Vercinigten Staaten von
fort und promovicerte dort 197
dem er zunichst als Professo
Universitiiten von Pennsylva

'Kiel tiitig war, ist er seit 1973 1

im Fachbereich Psycholo;__n.
Universitdt Giellen,

"

Marlene Maurhoff (.,Univel
dritten Alters: Studieren mit «
Engagement gehort den Alten
chisch Behinderten, fiir die sie

alistin eine Verbesscrung der
rreichen versucht. Die Basis i
blizistischen Arbeit bildet ein
sche Ausbildung in Altenpfleg:

Es schlossen sich ein Fre

chenstudium und eine Tatighe

o
AL

teraturiibersetzerin an. In der
Jahren vertrat sie ein grofics
trisches Landeskrankenhaus al*
referentin.

Frau Maurhoff hat zum The
schiedene Beitriige in Fachzeits
und Biichern verdffentlicht. «
arbeitet sic in den entspre
Gremicen bei wissenschaftlich
tersuchungen zum Problemkrc
tenbetreuung' und ..psychisch
derte** mit.

bild der wissensch
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