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Amos Goldberg & Haim Hazan (eds), Marking Evil: Holocaust Memory in the Global Age.

New York, Oxford: Berghahn Books, 2015. | SBN: 978-1-78238-619-3. £75.00

"So, is this global memoryreally about human rights?"(p. xii). This is just one of themany
provocative questionsasked by Amos Goldbergand Haim Hazan in their stimulating edited
collectionwhich evolved out of thenultidisciplinaryandinterdisciplinaryresearctendeavoursf a
groupof Israelischolarsat the Van Leer Jerusalemninstitute between2008and 2009. Through the
essaysincluded in this collection, Goldbergand Hazan presentone of the mostomplex and
thoroughinterrogationsof the theoryand methodology of how thélolocaustis understoodas a
‘global’ memory. They explore thebenefits,limitations and provocations othis appoach. Ther
bookis split into five sectionsandis dedicatedo PeterNovick, who passedawayin 2012. Novick
is rememberedor critically unravellingtherole of the Holocausin post-1945Americanpublic life.
Within the contextof this anthology,this dedicationto Novick is apt. Not only was Novick a key
collaborator of GoldbergndHazan’sat a 2009 confeencein Jerusalembut hismercurialchapter
title, The Holocausis Not - andis Not likely to becomea Global Holocaustlemory' embodies the

spirit of debateanddivided opiniorwhich runs throughout GoldbemndHazan'svolume.

Thefirst sectionintroduces theollectionand containgessaydy GoldbergandHazan respectiely.
Goldberg’s contribution provides importantellectualandtheoreticalcontextualisatiorior all the
essayghat follow. Goldbergexploresa fundamentalsometimesomplementarandat othertimes
opposing tensiowhich underliesmanycontemporarynderstandings of the Holocaasta ‘global’
memory Goldbergasks,are ‘globally’ inflected public discourses of the Holocaystmarily about
“political ethics” or a“politics of identity” which stronglyresonatesvith the Lacanian'Imaginary’
(p. 8)? Aretheyconcernedvith providing a symbolimegativestartingpointfor the reconstruction
of the post-194%Vesternpolitical orderwith aview to the ethicsof humanand minority rights, or

are theseglobal manifestationsof Holocaustmemory primarily abaut reinforcing and affirming
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communal identies? If memoriesof the Holocaustare capableof promotingso called ‘universal’
valuessuchashumanrights, how doeghis ‘universalism’squarewith the ‘exceptiondl staus that
the historyandmemoryof the Holocausis oftengrantedin Westernpublic political andintellectual
debats? Examples of this ‘exceptional’ status cited by Goldberg include the prohibition of
Holocaust denial in twelve countries, despite the European Counciéfusal to criminalise
Armenian genocidedenial in 2013, as well as the often ‘exceptiondl statusaccordedto the
Holocaust by many postmodernists, whose discourge often otherwise characterisedby a
Nietzscheannfluencedrelativism If Goldbkerg presentshe readerwith the aporiaghat lie at the
heart of contemporary ‘global’Holocaust memory politics, or its spirit of “anti-fundamental
fundamentalism;” Hazanis far more focusedon issuesposedby disciplinary lacuna. Hazaris
chapter notes how thesubject area of Anthropology has largely avoided the Holocaust.
Anthropologyhasinstead tendedto focusits interess on otherforms of colonial oppressionethmic
cleansingandglobal genocide As aresult,Hazanclaimsthat Holocaust survivotestimonieshave
not been critically analysedin terms of the now selfreflexive anthropological discoursef
understanding theéother’ as ‘savage, a potentially productive seam of future researchand

interpretationn HolocaustStudies.

Thesecondsectionbrings together eangeof contrasting view-point® analysehe extentto which
the Holocaustan be considereda global'memory’. It begins boldlywith PeterNovick’s critical
appraisabf the entire‘global’ turn in Holocaustmemorystudies.For Novick, theideaof a global
Holocaustmemoryis far too diffuse becausereal collective memoriesare createdby andmakea
direct difference to the communitiesthat enactthem. Novick conceptualiseshe international
distribution of Holocaustmemory as a seriesof concentriccircles. Inner-mostis Germanyand
Israel,which have the most ‘organichemoriesbecausdheseare rootedin the experience®f the
survivors, the perpetratoesmdtheir descendantsSecondevel in intensityare Holocaustmemories

producedin European countriesccupiedby Germanyduring the SecondWorld War and which
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were sitesof the perpetrationof the HolocaustThe outerring includes countries beyond Europe,
“without any such ‘organic’ connectionto the Holocaust”(p. 48), such as the United States,
Australia and Canada Whilst Novick is right to alert scholarsto the potential distortions of the
discourse of ‘global’ Holocausnemory his argumentseemsproblematicin terms of thinking
about thesheergeographicatliversityof Jewishdiaspora populations around therld aswell asin
relationto thework of scholarssuchasMichael RothbergandWilliam F.SMiles who have shown
thatlack of ‘organic’ connectiondid not impede the influence of Holocaastarenessn discourses

of decolonization.

Arguing that the memoryof the Holocausin the globalarenaprovides an internationésymbolic
manual” (p. 62) for mediatinglocal eventsthrough globaframesof referencein the nextchapter,
Alon Confino wsesa historical comparisorwith the memoryof the FrenchRevolutionto explore,
"two foundational pasts of modern European histo(p."58) Confino points out kegifferencesn
the publicreceptionof the FrenchRevolutionand the HolocaustFor example,the happenings of
the FrenchRevolution vereseenmmediatelyby contemporargommentatorgs historical ruptures
whilst the historical events of the Holocaustere only perceivedas suchafter the Secondworld
War. Confinoalsonotes how international discourses surrounding-teachRevolution havdeen
appropriatedby different political positions;whilst Holocaustsymbolismhasoften beeninvoked
within contextsof morality (good and evil). Evidencing Goldbergand Hazan’s willingness to
grapple with thorny issues presentedby the Israel/Palestineconflict and ‘global’ Holocaust
memory,Confino endswith acritical sectiononthe use of thémoral’ framesof Holocausmemay
by groupswithin the Israeli settlercommunity duringhe 2005 disengagemeptan from the Gaza

Strip.

Departingfrom Novick and Confino’s focus on thessuesraised by the discourse of ‘global’

Holocaustmemoryin termsof nationaland communitypolitics, thefinal two essaysn this section
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approactthe topicfrom the perspective of philosoplayyd phenomenologyReinterpreting.yotard,
Ronit Pelegclaimsthat the globalisationof Holocausimemoryresidesn the philosophicatlemand
for an, "an absolute moral refusal dafialectics.”(p. 72) Ratherthan focusing onLyotard’s often
cited theorisationof Auschwitzasan ‘earthquaké& which necessitateaew representationaforms,
Peleg'sessayis refrediing in focusinganalyticalattentionon Lyotard’s refutationof the Hegelian
‘speculativedeath or ‘beautiful death’. This is philosophically significant globally becauseit
necessitatenew relatiorships of political belonging as well as a postAuschwitz ‘ethics of
listening. By contrast, Nathan Rapports comparison of theepresentatiorof spacein Imre
Kerstesz’'snovel, Fatelessandthe author’'svisit with a group of student® the MontrealHolocaust
Museum, proposes spatialand bodily conceptionof theHolocaustasa ‘global’ memory’. This is
predicatedon afurther ‘cosmopolitan’ tensiorthat canbe seento existbetweenthe ‘universal'and
the ‘particular’. Namely,“that the individual bodyin timeis a human uiversal” (p. 114). Rapport
interprets this in the sensethat no oneelse can be fully presentto our own imaginationand
memoriesEmbracingwhatis sometimeseferredto asthe currentspatialturnin Holocaust Studies,
for Rapport,it is the recognition ofthis fundamental dissonance of individual consciousgess

which paradoxicallyunites usn time andspace

The third part of the anthologys dedicatedto ‘Memory, traumaand testimony’ and the fraught
relationshipof the Holocaustto nonwesternmemories.Drawing on thework of literary critics,
Robert Eaglestonand Gayatri Chakravorty Spivakthis themeis perhaps modtirectly addressed
in Louise Bethlehem’sessaywhich looks at the potentiaintersectiondetweenHolocaustStudies
and Postcolonial Studiesn terms of the discursiveperformanceof the voice of theother as
historicalwitness.A key connectinghemerunning throughouMichal Givoni, TamarKatriel and
Carol A. Kidron’s essayss their negotiationof thethesisof global Holocaustnemoryadvancedy
Daniel Levy and Natan Sznaiderin The Holocaust andMemoryin the GlobalAge (2006). For

example,Katriel's comparativeanalysisof the UN’s InternationalHolocaustRemembrancd®ay
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(27 January)andthe InternationaDay of Non-violence(2 October)seeksto addfurther exampes
of what Levy and Sznaiderhave identified as a globd ‘cosmopolitan’ memory culture. Kidron
drawsuponSznaiderandUIrich Beck’s later critique of ‘cosmopolitan’'memory(2010)to question
all ‘universal’ paradigmsthrough her analysis of testimony given by descendant®f genocide
victims in Israel, Cambodiaand membersof the Cambodian diaspora livingn Canada.Kidron
provideshardevidencefor thecritique of thesocalled‘universalism’of the PTSDtraumaparadigm
advancedy critics of this paradigmsuchas Stef Crapsand Irene Visser. By contrast,spotting a
lacunain Levy and Sznaider’'sargument, Givonuseshis casestudy of the Frenchsectionof the
multinational humanitarian movement, Mdecins Sans Frontiéres (MSF or 'Doctors Without
Borders'),to explore how Holocaust discoursgnifestsitself in everydayhumanrights activism
Indeed giventhe importancef Levy andSznaideiin this section,it would havebeengoodif these
authors could have contributednaw essayto Goldbergand Hazan’santhology, orat leastbeen
interviewedon thestateof field andaskedo respondo criticismslevelledat theWesternovertones

of ‘cosmopolitan’ Holocaushemory.

Nonethelessthe anthology does nédll shortin termsof offering the views of canonicalthinkers.
For example,the sectionon witnessingconcludeswvith an essayby Michael Rothbergwhich warns
againstthe dangersof the Holocausbecominga moral symbol at the centre of global memory
politics, particularlyagainst the backdrop of the ongoisgaelPalestne conflict. This essayrecaps
Rothberg’s now hugely influentiadeaof ‘multidirectionalmemory’ butalsosupplementsghis with

an importantnew concept of implicatedwitnessing’. Rothbergillustratesthis throughan analysis
of W.G Sebald’snovel, Austerlitzand thework of contemporary visuartist, Alan Schechnerfor

Rothbergthe ‘implicated witness’is aboutforms of historicalrelationshipto violentandtraumatic
events which are more ambiguoughat direct perpetrationor victimisation, instead making
representations of the ‘bystandeor the memberof the ‘postmemorygeneration’the cus of

analysis.



The fourth and fifth parts of Goldbergand Hazan’s book explorethe representationof the
Holocaustin history, literature theatreandfilm, astheyareenmunteredn contemporaryetworks
of global media circulation. Thesesedions include JakolHessings analysisof novelist W.G
Sebaldwhich takesinto accounthis relationshipto the Germanliterary tradition since the mid-
1960s.Thereis also Batya Shimonys essayon Holocaustepresentatiomn Mizrahi literatureand
ShulamithLev Aladgenis pieceon thetransgressivéheatreof BudapesbornJewand survivor of
Nazism,Geage Tabori. Tabori'swork can be seento be influencedoy the 'Theatreof Cruelty'
practicedby Antonin Artaud.However,it is two essayn film which are particularlyilluminating
in presenting originareadingsof well-known HolocaustrepresentationsFraming her analysis
through theoriesof the sublime and kitsch, Rina Dudai provocativelyre-visits Schindler’s List
through a comparisonith OmerFast’sSpielberg’sList, while SidraDeKovenEzrahioffersa quite
brilliant and iconoclastic re-interpretation of Claude Lanzmann’sShoah (1985) and Roberto
Benigni’s Life is Beautiful (1997) For Ezrahi,thesefilms constitutetwo opposing poles oéthics
and representationn relation to the Holocaust —‘the legacy of revengeand the legacy of
reconciliation.” (p. 347) Criticising Shoah’sfocus on the un-endingain of the past which
undercutsconstructive intraacommunity dialoguesin the present,Ezrahi insteadpraisesLife is
Beautiful not for, “the infidelity of comicrepresentation of the Shoah, ljfdr] a reinstatemenbf

faith in a post-Shoakiniverse.”(p. 349).

AlongsideEzrahi’'sessaythefinal sedion includesa stimulatingessayby anthropologisEmanuel
Marx on thesignificanceof the historical eventof Kristallnacht (1938)as not only a momenof
intense violencéargetedagainstthe nation’slews,butalsoasasetof “insiduousthreats” (p. 319)
directed against‘Aryan’ Germans Writing in the shadows of theontroversiesprovoked by
membersof the ‘Hitler Youth’ generationduring the‘Historikerstreit’, but from the very different

perspectiveof a GermanJew personallyaffectedby Kristallnacht,Marx’s essaywalks a fine line
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betweengiving important dueecognitionto Germanvictims of Nazismsuchasthe disabled, the
Roma and ‘enemiesof the state’ interned in German concentrationcamps and making more
problematicclaimsin relaion to the“sacrificing” (p. 335) ofGermanlives on theEasternFront. Of
courseeveryloss of aGermansoldier during the &ondWorld War was a tragic eventfor thar
families However,Holocaustscholarshavelong beenawarethattheageny of Wehrmachfighters
on the EasternFront could be afar more complex combination ofpatriot’, ‘soldier’ and

‘perpetrator’ thanMarx’s passie discourse osacrifice’ might suggest.

Although aclearly wide ranging collection that has the capacityto appealto historians,cultural
memoryscholarsfilm andliteratureprofessionalsthereare nonethelessectionsn this anthology
on ‘global’ memorythat are notableby their omission.It would have beengoodto have some
essay®r a roundiablediscussiorwith representativesf policy-makerseducationalist®r museum
curatorswho arepartof theinstitutionaldriversfor the construction ahe mnemonics of Holocaust
memory at the internationalevel. It is also surprisingthat the collection does notfeature any
articlesdedicatedo exploring theimpactof the Interneton the representationpmmunicatiorand
transnationakxchangeof the historyand memoriesof the Holocausin the contenporary world.
Finally, andevenmore urgentlygiven 2016’s pditical challengego the post-194%esternliberal
consensusindthe resurgencef the extrane andradicalright, it would havebeenhelpful to have
hadasectiondedicatedo how the Holocauss symbolicallyignored, used, subverted rmegatedn
the sdf-representatiorof international networks afadical right-wingers far right extremistsand
Holocaustdeniers.That said Goldbergand Hazanmust becongratulatecon bringingtogetheran
importantand exciting collection of essgs thatin their sheerinterdisciplinaryrangeare essential

readingfor scholarsaacrosghe Arts andHumanities.

LarissaAllwork

TheUniversityof Sheffield
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