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GERMAN DEMOCRACY

he result of the Bund-
I estag election has many
Germans despairing and
£ some foreign observers believ-
£ ing the fascists are back on the
gmarch to seize power as the
€ Nazis did in 1933. This is non-
%sense. The German philoso-
g pher Karl Marx recognized as
€ much when he remarked that
£ history doesn’t repeat itself
£exactly, but
£ rather first as
s tragedy, sec-
£ ond as farce.
Today’s Ger-
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g little resem-
Eblance to
g the unstable
¢Weimar Re-
£ public of the
£early 1930s.
3 Its president
£ today is the
= distinguished
% democrat
% Frank-Walter
2 Steinmeier - no comparison
g to the monarchist, nationalist
¢ Field Marshal Paul von Hin-
& denburg, who in 1933 appointed
& Nazi leader Adolf Hitler Reich
€ Chancellor. In its ranks today,
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Confident and Prudent

The democratic
majority must
decide to defend
freedom and
restore it in full

the AfD has rabble rousers, xe-
nophobes, anti-Islamists, and
anti-Semites. Its leaders have
pledged to “hunt down” Chan-
cellor Merkel and the country’s
democratic parties.

Let them try! The AfD enjoys
touting itself. In Germany’s
Saxony region it became the
biggest party by a narrow mar-
gin. In total nationwide, how-
ever, it took
only 12.6 per-
cent. More
than 87 per-
cent voted
against these
chauvinists.
We demo-
crats should
therefore
not make the
mistake of
overstating
the AfD, but
instead as-
sess the situ-
ation calmly
and realistically.

Yes, this party of national-
ist loudmouths is a disgrace
to every humane society and
every liberal democracy. But
every open society also has its
share of racist, xenophobic de-
plorables. In this respect the
United States is no different
than Italy, France, or Hungary.
In some countries the so-called
populists even run the govern-
ment. In such cases the demo-
cratic majority must resolve to
defend freedom and then re-
store it in full.

This spring, in France the
populist Marine Le Pen took a
share of the vote nearly three
times the size of the AfD’s in
Germany. Of course, that is no
solace. Any vote for the AfD is
one too many. We, the open
society and overwhelming ma-
jority, should go our own way.
And, the democratic parties as
well as politicians should do
their homework.

Their first step should be to
recognize their own mistakes.
The center-right “grand coali-
tion” with Chancellor Merkel
followed a good course for
Germany. It gave asylum to
people in need. Yet it failed
to listen to the fears of parts
of the German population.
Without question, that needs
to be done better. Calmly, but
resolutely. That’s how we safe-
guard freedom and humanity.

SUKKOT

mav

The citrus fruit etrog, the frond of a date palm tree lulav, as well as branches of myrrh and
willow are all symbols of Sukkot. Since ancient times, the Feast of Tabernacles has symbolized
the unity of the Jewish people. This applies as much today as it ever has. It is a festival of joy.

BRIGITTE ZYPRIES
Germany’s Chances

e “Industry 4.0

i is a neologism
invented in
Germany. To-
day, the term is

commonplace
‘ in China and

the U.S. There,
machines made in Germany are
in great demand,” Germany’s
Minister for Economic Affairs
Brigitte Zypries tells the Jewish
Voice. She also discusses the dif-
ficult situation of her party, the
SPD. For her, an important task
for the future is fighting anti-
Semitism, first and foremost
using schools. »PAGE 18

o

CLAIMS CONFERENCE
Supporting the Needy

Since its founding in 1951, the
Conference on Jewish Material
Claims Against Germany (JCC)
has devoted itself to the mate-
rial compensation of Holocaust
survivors and to their care.
Ridiger Mahlo, the representa-
tive of the JCC in Germany, tells
the story, frequently a pawn of
top level politics. His account
includes the organization’s
ongoing efforts to ensure that
survivors can live their lives
out in dignity. YPAGE 8
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"1 Sevenisa Jew-
ish lucky number.
The menorah, the
- Jewish candelabra,
<<= has seven arms;
the week has sev-
en days. The next issue of
the Jewish Voice will usher
in the seventh year of the
paper’s existence.

For that, we thank you, our
loyal readers. It is your inter-
est that has helped us nearly
double our original circula-
tion of 30,000. In collabora-
tion with Axel Springer pub-
lishers, for the past four years
we have added a German-
language edition as a sup-
plement to the newspaper
Die Welt.

We would also like to thank
the editorial team and our ma-
ny freelancers. Top-flight jour-
nalists such as Michael Rutz,
Heribert Prantl, Roland Tichy,
Peter Huth and Rabbi Lord
Jonathan Sacks are writing for
us. Political leaders and artists
we have interviewed include

et B B

Angela Merkel, Frank-Walter
Steinmeier, Sigmar Gabriel
and Meir Shalev.

Our paper is financed
through ads for companies
and institutions. Our cor-
porate sponsors, including
global groups such as Allianz,
BASF, Coca-Cola, Deutsche
Post, Deutsche Bahn and
Mercedes, have remained
loyal through the years. They
do so to reach decision-mak-
ers and influencers through-
out the world - but also to
help keep the German-Jewish
relationship thriving.

The success of the Jewish
Voice has stirred interest
among others. That’s a positive
situation. Competition is good
for press and business alike.
But the playing field should
be an even one, not slanted
by public funding. That would
violate the principle of a free
press and economy.

We hope to keep report-
ing freely for you, dear
readers - and keep your
valuable interest.

Jewish Voice




2 | OPINION

JEWISH VOICE FROM GERMANY | OCTOBER 2017

ANGELA MERKEL’'S NEW TERM

Germany's Challenges Will Grow

Populism, Europe’s excessive debt, Trump, climate change, international terror

By Rafael Seligmann

ngela Merkel has the chance to
Abecome Germany’s longest-serv-

ing chancellor. The Christian
Democrat received the people’s mandate
to form her fourth cabinet. That puts her
in position to equal Helmut Kohl’s six-
teen-year tenure.

Angela Merkel and her Christian con-
servatives have suffered heavy losses at
the ballot box. As has the SPD, which will
now go into opposition. The winners, as
in the U.S,, are the right wing populists.
Now, for Merkel to govern another four
years, she will have to forge a coalition
with the free-market FDP and the Greens.

Merkel faces daunting challenges at
home and abroad. Germany’s economy
- the economic locomotive of the Euro-
pean Union - is booming. But many of
Europe’s other economies are being kept
under steam using borrowed fuel. The
European Central Bank is lending mon-
ey interest-free. In addition, the ECB is
purchasing state and corporate bonds to
the tune of $70 billion every month. The
total volume of these asset purchases has
reached $2.4 trillion.

This era of free money will inevitably
come to an end. Less robust national
economies, especially that of Italy, rely
on the interest-free cash injections like
junkies. Once free credit is gone and

reasonable interest has to be paid once
again, Italy’s economy will be thrown
into crisis. France, too, will face insta-
bility. That, in turn, will weigh heavily
on Germany’s export-oriented economy.
And recessions generally lead to political
turmoil - not only in Germany. The suc-
cesses of populist movements in France,
Italy, Hungary, Poland, and even the
U.S. demonstrate as much. Germany is
no island of'the blissful. One voter in ten
opted in favor of the far-right populist
AfD. In parts of the east that figure was
one in four.

Meanwhile, however, the populist, na-
tionalist and/or putatively devout govern-
ments of some European countries and

Public Domain Olaf Kosinsky

the U.S. have big issues with Germany’s
democratic, liberal values. Turkey’s Pres-
ident Recep Tayyip Erdogan keeps try-
ing to pressure Germany because Berlin
needs Ankara’s cooperation to keep an
EU-Turkish refugee deal operating. The
governments of Hungary and Poland,
meanwhile, refuse to take in the share of
refugees assigned to them by the EU.
Russia refuses to hand the occupied
Crimean peninsula back to Ukraine.
Moscow supports pro-Russian separat-
ists in eastern Ukraine militarily. The
Kremlin also rejects the NATO member-
ships of the Baltic States. Indeed, Mos-
cow continues to try to re-establish its
political and economic hegemony over
all these states, belonging as they once
did to the Soviet Union. Neither Berlin

(14

The United States will remain
Germany's strongest ally

nor NATO can accept Russia’s conduct
without losing their credibility as reliable
partners and the legitimacy of the trans-
atlantic alliance. The result is a latent
conflict between Berlin and Moscow.
Even more profound is Germany’s sud-
den but now ongoing verbal confrontation

with the United States under the admin-
istration of Donald Trump. He claims to
represent “America first.” Trump launched
his presidency by declaring NATO obsolete
and ridiculing the EU. These two institu-
tions are pillars of German policy, as is free
trade for the German economy. Trump’s
mockery of civil rights and his tolerance
of fascist and racist agitation directly vio-
lates the principles of Germany’s democ-
racy. Here, Berlin had to react. Doing so
publicly, however, by lecturing the U.S.
president on democracy and human rights
as Chancellor Merkel and her challenger
Martin Schulz did, was no example of far-
sighted diplomacy.

Donald Trump has three years left in his
current term as president. Berlin will have
to find a way to co-exist with Washington
during the Trump era
and, especially, thereaf-
ter. The United States is
and will remain Germa-
ny’s strongest and most
important ally.

Threats at home and
abroad stemming from
climate change and international ter-
rorism will rise in an unstable world.
To come to grips with these and other
threats, Merkel will need a clear political
concept, good luck and, first and fore-
most, the loyalty of the democratic Ger-
man citizenry. [

NUCLEAR THREAT

North Korea’s and Iran’s Blackmail Strategy

A political settlement guaranteeing peace must be found

By Elisabeth Neu

yongyang's ambition of
Pbecoming an “invincible

nuclear power” is spread-
ing fear. The latest causes for
concern were the dictatorship’s
missile launches and a hydro-
gen bomb test. Prime Minister
Shinzo Abe said Japan would
not tolerate the threat from
Pyongyang. The UN Security
Council unanimously con-
demned North Korea’s missile
tests and tightened sanctions
on Pyongyang.

(14

The deal with Iran
does not mention
Israel’s right to exist

The U.S. president reacted
forcefully, threatening North
Korean dictator Kim Jong-un
with “fire and fury.” Russian
President Vladimir Putin and
Chinese leader Xi Jinping, on
the other hand, squarely back a
political solution. Germany sup-
ports a similar approach. Chan-

cellor Angela Merkel has
cited the 2015 Iran Nuclear
as a possible template.

In that treaty, Iran com-
mitted to decommission-
ing part of its centrifuges
for enriching uranium and
transferring already highly
enriched uranium - which
is essential for building a
nuclear weapon - to Rus-
sia. Also, international ob-
servers would be permitted
to inspect production sites
for potential nuclear weap-
ons zones. In return West-
ern states agreed to
release frozen Ira-
nian assets. The treaty
has an effective lifespan
of ten years.

From the beginning,
Iran’s neighbors ex-
pressed reservations
over the deal, and with
good reason. The clear-
est condemnations have come
from Israel and Saudi Arabia,
but other Gulf states have also
expressed serious doubts. Even
under so-called “moderate”
presidents, Iran’s clerical regime
has always espoused the goal of
destroying the Jewish State. Iran
also treats the majority-Sunni

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia as an
enemy power. The nuclear deal
with Iran makes no mention of
neighboring states’ right to exist,
neither Egypt, Israel, Saudi Ara-
bia, or the UAE.

In Washington, congressio-
nal Republicans were joined by
some Democrats in expressing
serious doubts about the deal.
In the end, the treaty was rati-
fied. Iran ceased production of
highly enriched uranium. West-
ern states lifted sanctions against

Iran and unfroze Iranian assets.
Yet Tehran keeps developing and
testing medium-range missiles
capable of carrying nuclear war-
heads. The country has redou-
bled its sponsorship of terrorist
groups such as the Shi’'ite Hez-
bollah militia in Lebanon and
Hamas in Gaza. Iran is propping
up the Assad regime militarily
in the Syrian civil war. And, Iran
arms the Shi'ite Houthi militia
in Yemen, which is fighting the
Saudi-backed government there
and seeks a guerilla war against
Saudi Arabia. All this springs
from Iran’s unabashed objective

of eradicating Israel and de-
stroying Iran’s Arab rivals
Saudi Arabia and Egypt. Al-
so, Tehran keeps threaten-
ing to walk away from the
nuclear treaty and relaunch
its military nuclear program.

When Donald Trump
called Iran a‘rogue nation,
Tehran demonstratively
started a new test missile.
Berlin voiced protest.

The nuclear deal with
Iran has given the rest of
the world some breathing
space. However, it is not a
role model for resolving the
Korea crisis. Indeed, the
North Korean nuclear threat
is ample reason for the inter-
national community to remind
Iran and North Korea that they
must uphold the 1964 Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty - and
that the rest of the world re-
fuses to be blackmailed any
longer. The best instruments
for this continue to be diplo-
macy and economic pressure.
If world powers neglect to re-
solve this threat today, it will
continue to fester tomorrow.
The nuclear blackmail will go
on - or even lead to war, with
unforseeable consequences. =

Asitimes
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ANTON HOFREITER

Laws of Nature Are Non-Negotiable

Green Party parliamentary co-leader on dishonesty in politics, the climate crisis, and Israel

ou are a biologist, Angela
Merkel is a physicist. What
does that mean in practical
terms for politics?

The special thing about biolo-
gy is that it functions in extreme-
ly complicated, integrated sys-
tems, namely ecosystems, which
display a high degree of com-
plexity. What bothers me about
Mrs. Merkel is that, as a physi-
cist, she knows what the climate
crisis is going to mean for us,
what these scientific numbers
mean and that one cannot ne-
gotiate compromises with laws
of nature. By the way, in politics
I do not like the expression “no
alternative.” In politics one finds
alternatives around every cor-
ner. We have to fight the climate
crisis now and stop just talking
about it. Merkel talks a lot about
the climate crisis but she doesn'’t
do anything. In 2016, Germany’s
CO, emissions were as high as in
2009. We have made no progress
in Germany in the fight against
the climate crisis.

Thediesel scandal, climate change,
faulty nuclear reactors - all these

are core Green issues — but at the
federal level the Greens cannot
get the same results that Baden-
Wiirttemberg’s premier Winfried
Kretschmann and Tiibingen’s
mayor Boris Palmer achieve at the
regional and local levels.

One reason is that there is
a large measure of dishonesty
in government policy today. I
grew up in Bavaria when Franz

Josef Strauss was the regional
premier. A difficult person, but
when he said, “I support nucle-
ar power,” he supported nucle-
ar power. Merkel, on the other
hand, says, “I support climate
protection,” but she doesn’t do
anything about it. We Greens
have not yet succeeded in con-
vincing German voters of the
contradictions between what

she says and what she does. We
have to make the difference be-
tween talking green and acting
green even clearer.

Your goal is to phase out inter-
nal combustion engines by 2030.

I am firmly convinced that the
German industry has to be giv-
en clear requirements to move
toward zero-emissions vehicles
by 2030, otherwise the compa-
nies will not invest enough and
not move fast enough. In the
end they won’t only be caus-
ing serious health and climate
problems; they’ll have made
themselves obsolete and put
hundreds of thousands of jobs
in Germany at risk.

Policy is communicated by peo-
ple. Why is it that Green lead-
ers at the federal level cannot
achieve the same feedback for
their talking points as a mayor
in Tiibingen does?

You cannot compare a mayor’s
job with federal politics.

Or a state premier. Or, in his time,
Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer.

V/ N

Joschka Fischer never got more
than 8 percent of the vote either.

Is the state of Israel dispropor-
tionately criticized in public in
Germany?

On the one hand there is, I be-
lieve, justified criticism of the
Israeli occupation and the ev-
er-tighter rules in Israel on the
activities of critical non-gov-
ernment organizations. On the
other hand, we in Germany have
an anti-Semitism problem that
should not be underestimated.
Criticism of Israel is often used
as a gateway for anti-Semitism. It
often comes in the guise of claims
that one cannot legitimately crit-
icize Israeli policy without be-
ing called an anti-Semite. These
cases do exist, but of course they
are not prevalent. We've been
watching it closely. Here in Ger-
many we have the classic brand
of homegrown anti-Semitism, in
addition to another form that
should not be neglected, namely
that held by some people calling
themselves leftists and claiming

solidarity with Pal-
estine. And then we MK

Serving everyone
means serving every

single one.

We are the postal service for 82 million people in
Germany. And every day we give our all for every
single one of them. Whatever the weather, our
84,000 mail carriers and 19,000 parcel carriers are
out and about across the country, making sure

that 59 million letters and almost 4,3 million parcels
safely reach their recipients the day after being
posted. With this unique service, our carriers make
Deutsche Post the postal service for Germany.

www.deutschepost.de

Deutsche Post 0
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Hannah & Hannah

Hannah born in 2017

By Rafael Seligmann

annah is my first granddaughter.
HShe was born in Rosh HaAyin

near Tel Aviv. Hannah is named
after my mother. That Hannah was
born in 1905 in Galicia, in the east of
the Austro-Hungarian monarchy. Her
life spanned 85 years, to 1990; in other
words, almost all of the 20th century,
with its tragedies and triumphs. My
mother took part in both.

When Hannah was nine years old, the
great war that would become the World
War broke out in Europe. Months lat-
er, Russian troops shelled the house in
which Hannah, her sister Esther with
her family and their mother Malka were
staying. When the shell hit, Esther and

her family were killed instantly. Malka
extinguished my mother’s burning hair,
saving her life. At the war’s end, Hannah
went with Malka to Berlin. She worked as
a seamstress and cared for her sick moth-
er until her death in 1924. Then Hannah
lived with her sister Sima and her fam-
ily. Besides her job she had to do domes-
tic work for her relatives. Following the
brief hiatus of the 1920s, hard times re-
turned with the Great Depression. Han-
nah lost jobs repeatedly and had to keep
looking for work. The economic disarray
sent unemployment soaring. That led to
political radicalization. More and more
Germans turned to the Nazis. The party’s
leader in Berlin, the future propaganda
minister Joseph Goebbels, actively in-
cited anti-Semitism among the people.
Hannah watched as more and more Jews
were persecuted in public, on the streets.
When Hitler became Reich Chancellor in
1933 and the Nazis seized power, Hannah
fled to Palestine. The British Mandate
administration turned down her applica-
tion to emigrate legally, so she acquired
forged papers. That made it harder to
find work. Delicate Hannah had to take
any job she could. Once Hitler started
World War II, her illegal existence in
Palestine became potentially life threat-
ening. The British were deporting Jews
back to Europe. But Hannah was lucky.
She fell in love with Ludwig Seligmann
who had emigrated from Bavaria and
married him. Finally, she could reside
legally in Tel Aviv.

After the war ended in 1945, Hannah
learned that nearly her entire family
had been murdered by the Nazis. She
was left traumatized. Yet, two years lat-

er, Hannah became a mother
at age 42. She loved me with
all her strength. In 1948 war
came to Israel. In the space of
a few years, the young state of
Israel took in millions of Jew-
ish refugees. That threw the
economy into crisis. My fa-
ther lost his job. He wanted to
return to his German home-
land. My mother refused to
go back to the “land of the
murderers.” In the end, it was
necessity that prevailed.

Peace and security

Hannah and Ludwig immi-
grated again, to West Ger-
many. In Munich, my father
found professional esteem. For
the first time in years, he and
my mother lived something
other than a hand to mouth
existence. Yet the old wounds
remained. Hannah never
warmed to Germany. When,
however, following my father’s
death in 1975, I suggested we
return to Israel, Hannah was
afraid. She feared even more
difficulties. She kept clinging to me and
forbade me to go to Israel.

However, my daughter Yael performed
Aliya, the emigration to Israel. She
served her time in the army, studied
IT at Beer Sheva University, married a
Zabar, an Israel-born man, and works in
a startup. Hannah is Yael’s second child.
Since its inception, Israel has fought a
permanent struggle for its existence,

Hannah 1905-1990

through wars and terror. Yet a new gen-
eration of self-assured Jews is growing
up. These Zabarim know neither the
constant hostility of anti-Semitism nor
the diaspora Jews’ pleading for recogni-
tion. Israel has achieved amazing things.
It will, in the end, make peace with its
neighbors. It is my wish that Hannah -
unlike her great grandmother - grows
up in peace and security. [

have the problem

and I criticize the policies of Mr.

technical in nature. Nowhere

«PAGE 3
with anti-Semitism

found in areas with a big share
of migrants.

In Berlin schools Jewish kids are
bullied mainly by other kids from
Muslim families whose parents
are exposed to anti-Jewish pro-
paganda. Their children are be-
ing incited against Jews.

This is where schools, parents,
all of us are called upon to reject
anti-Semitic prejudice, incite-
ment and violence. We must

Netanyahu’ or ‘the current gov-
ernment.” When I watch how
Netanyahu acted in Hungary
with Prime Minister Viktor Or-
bdn, then I have some criticism
for Mr. Netanyahu. But that has
to be worded precisely.

In 2008, Chancellor Merkel told
the Knesset that Israel’s securi-
ty was a tenet of German state-
hood and non-negotiable. Later,
negotiations came after all. The
nuclear deal with Iran is purely

does it mention the right of all
states to exist. The treaty is ef-
fective for another eight years.
Once again, no mention of Isra-
el’s right to exist. Where is the
criticism by the Greens?

I do not believe that during
the negotiations over Iran’s
nuclear program that Israeli
security was disregarded. On
the contrary, we seem to have
succeeded in preventing Iran
from obtaining nuclear weap-
ons. When we look at the cri-

Privat (2)

NG(2)

act resolutely against all these
forms of anti-Semitism.

There is no criticism of China,
no criticism of Russia, no criti-
cism of Syria - yet we constant-
ly hear that criticism of Israel is
legitimate. Should not you, as a
leading Green lawmaker, point
out that criticism of Israel
opens the gates to delegit-
imizing Israel?

That is something that
one should always be aware
of. Israel’s right to exist
is repeatedly called into
question explicitly or im-
plicitly. That’s not the case
in criticism of the U.S. In
general, and using the ex-
ample of Israel, one should
be careful how one formulates.
There is a big difference be-
tween saying, ‘I criticize Israel

We must act resolutely against
all forms of anti-Semitism

sis with North Korea, it was
a big step. I also believe that
for the states of the region
it strongly helped ease ten-
sions. The treaty certainly
changes nothing in the
systematic violations of
human rights in Iran and
Iran’s problematic role in the
region, but in view of the great
threat I believe it was a step in
the right direction - including
for Israel’s right to exist.

There is no mention of that in
the treaty.

But the treaty does state that
Iran will not obtain any nuclear
weapons in the coming years
and I believe there is at least an
indirect connection there.

Despite the pact, Iran can con-
tinue building intercontinental
missiles and is doing so. These
missiles threaten not only Israel
but also parts of Europe.

Missiles were not part of the
negotiations. Indeed, the deal
does not solve all problems, but
we are convinced it was a step
in the right direction. Of course,
more steps need to be taken, so
that the states of the region -
and ideally beyond the region -
recognize Israel’s right to exist.

One of our concerns is that the
Jewish community in Germany
and the state of Israel receive more
than lip service. We want people to
stand up for the human dignity of
the Jewish people and actively pro-
mote the Jewish community.

That is a matter of course for us. m

Anton Hoffreiter talked to JVG
editors Elisabeth Neu and Rafael
Seligmann in his office at the
Bundestag in Berlin
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AN ANGLO-GERMAN FAMILY

We Cannot Afford Brexit

Personal reflections on economic and political blessings at stake

By Christian Lawrence

ere’s an anecdote from the height

of the Empire that offers a re-

vealing view of the British soul.

A French diplomat, trying
hard to be polite, told Prime Minister
Lord Palmerston, “If I were not French,
I should want to be an Englishman.”
Palmerston replied, serenely, “If I were
not an Englishman, I should wish to be
an Englishman.” To be sure, this kind of
self-assurance could be found not only in
the United Kingdom especially in the 19th
century, the age of the nation state. Prob-
ably in no other country has this sense
remained as unshakable as in the UK, and
by no means just among societal elites.
One small but revealing sign of this is
the box office success of the evacuation
drama Dunkirk. The mystique of the Brit-
ish Isles as a sanctuary, a safe haven from
the threat of persecution by alien powers
holds its sway to this day. And haven’t we
Germans always envied the Brits for this
very reason? Is not this ever-redoubtable
Britishness that we have always acknowl-

/ I f
. /./ y Al "f'r.'l‘-.-"z-.l ?-//mm
- honi Yo Looma
aome @ C Amalmaslo edl
some, f'*fmnﬁqma& g 0 Atk
f g -;L gLve Yk O
AL ;’ ank. f ¢ Y nill
have o Uellars Yoyags home
tham haa. e o

3'-;’1'111@6’3&

\r-"r

Va Pt

John Lawrence’s grandson John served in the Imperial German Navy during WWI

at home and abroad, this is a luxury we
can hardly afford. I feel this looming loss
personally not only because my family’s
origins are in Britain but also because it
was marked by the British-German ri-
valry and two world wars.
My great-great grandfather John Law-
rence was born in the London borough
of Southwark, the sixth of eleven chil-
dren. His father painted houses for a
living and the family lived a mostly
hand-to-mouth existence. A family
friend, a Jewish merchant named Mo-
ses Nathanson, organized an appren-
ticeship with his son Isaac, an import-
er of British goods based in the town of
Giistrow in Mecklenburg. Seventeen-
year-old John moved there in 1830. In
later years he set up his own business
as a watchmaker in Stettin, which was
then the capital of the Prussian prov-
ince of Pomerania and today is called
Szczecin, the capital of the Polish ad-
ministrative district of West Pomera-
nia. Surviving letters confirm that he

kept contact with the family he left

Young Campbell Lawrence miss

edged as the most elegant example of the
national self-esteem so essential to every
society? While in Great Britain a blend
of confidence, irony, and common sense
has found pragmatic solutions for mend-
ing the fabric of society, the in-group/
out-group tension that sociologists have
identified in Germany can apparently be
resolved only through the periodically re-
curring, awkward debate over what “Ger-
man culture” really is and
should be. This takes place
mostly without any new in-
sights, and results instead in
a measurable rise in popular
alienation from establish-
ment politics.

Cross-cultural influences

The close-run Brexit ref-
erendum result of June 26,
2016 - even if it does not
result in a “hard Brexit”

- deprives Europe of this
specifically British brand
of political culture. In a

b

es his brother (1832)

behind in London. Then, the paths
diverged. The emigrant’s grandson,
likewise named John, joined the Imperial
German Navy in 1898. He spent the First
World War as an officer on various big
warships. His son — my father Peter (born
1920) - joined the German Kriegsmarine
in 1939 and, as a U-boat commander in
World War II, was intensively engaged
in the struggle against the chief enemy,
the Royal Navy. In Norway when Ger-
many surrendered, he spent two years in
English and Scottish POW camps before
returning to Germany
and, in 1956, became
one of first officers in
the newly founded
West German Bundes-
marine. In the 1990s,
the  British-German
family circle began to
close again. [ was trans-
ferred to London by a
German company; my
son John was born in
the city and holds Ger-
man and British dual
citizenship. There is no
more contact, however,
to the surely abundant

Europe currently facing —
an array of uncertainties

John Lawrence had left England

~  and far-flung family in
the UK.

This single example among
millions reveals the kinds of
subtle cross-cultural influenc-
es and undercurrents that so
many people in Europe carry
within them. From our joint
history we can readily con-
clude that any weakening of
Europe’s powers of keeping
peace must be avoided. In his
day, Helmut Kohl was laughed
at for his remark that the unifi-
cation of Europe was a choice
between war and peace. To-
day, we would not be laughing.
None of this, of course, lessens
the referendum choice for or
against the EU - such a refer-
endum was already held once
before, in 1975. What matters is the style
and substance of the debate. It is grossly
negligent to reduce Europe to an assem-
blage of grievances, the pre-Brexit public
discussion in Britain often did. The old-
est trivialities were trotted out — about EU
regulations on how bent cucumbers could
legally be, or the idea of classifying Scotch
whisky as a “flammable liquid” and there-
fore dangerous chemical, requiring drastic
safety precautions, to name but a couple
of examples.

Dismissive media

This is where the role of the media -
which is and remains a chief influence on
the forming of public opinion - comes in.
By a lopsided majority, the British media
supported the agenda of the pro-Brexit
camp. For decades, the terms “Brussels”
and “Europe” were deployed as defama-
tory shorthand for bureaucracy and the
nanny super-state that would like noth-
ing better than extinguish the British
people’s cultural identity. In the echo
chambers of social media, these negative
impulses were massively amplified; a dy-
namic also recognizable among populist
movements elsewhere. Notwithstand-
ing the axiomatic avowal of freedom of
speech and the press, previously in Great
Britain there was also always a tacit con-
sensus regarding the role of the media. It
was always accepted that the media are
there to give people orientation, show
the opportunities and risks bound up
with change and, when the time came,
to enter into a skeptical exchange with

Privat/Christian Lawrence (5)

Peter Lawrence, the author’s father

those offering solutions. Many media
outlets in the UK no longer provide this
orientation. “Europe” was denigrated and
dismissed. The result was a public unease
that was left unaddressed by any con-
structive summation of what the people
want. Brexit has come because in the UK
- as well as in parts of continental Eu-
rope - there was no vision for Europe that
people could make their own. People do,
however, want to do their part in working
toward a better world, simply put. After
the referendum, when the European idea
seemed headed for the abyss, that mes-
sage was heard once again, first in France.
The result: Emmanuel Macron.

Today, the UK seems left behind and
saddled with years of ultimately unpro-
ductive damage limitation. The Brexi-
teers have long stopped citing the sup-
posed economic and political blessings
they once touted so highly. Today, the
job is simply to de-
liver “the people’s de-
cision” for Brexit. Yet
the interests of Eu-
rope - very much in-
cluding the UK - lie
in finding responses
to the four truly great
challenges of our age,
namely globalization,
climate change, ter-
rorism and migration.
With the triggering of
Article 50 of the EU
Treaties last spring,
all visible efforts on
the part of the British
government regarding
these challenges have
ceased. The country’s
entire political capacity is currently oc-
cupied by merely gaining an overview of
the countless follow-on problems that
Brexit will bring, without managing to
convey even a halfway cogent blueprint
for the future. Brussels is impatiently
waiting for the British negotiating posi-
tions that do not yet exist — because the
British themselves cannot reconcile the
mutually exclusive demands of restrict-
ing the movement of labor and keeping
maximal access to the European market.

A growing chorus of voices is demand-
ing a second referendum in 2019 once
the framework conditions for Brexit
have taken shape. What shape that will
be is something no one knows today.
Every effort should be made, however,
to keep British political values, British
economic principles and British prag-
matism in Europe. Europe’s past, future
and, very immediately, present predic-
ament all call on
us to do so.

In history as in
life, nothing is
over until it’s over.
Perhaps there can
still be an exit from
a Brexit that would
harm all of us. We
and our govern-
ments should try
to find that exit. m

John Lawrence was
born in London

Christian Lawrence is a partner at the
strategic communications consulting firm
Brunswick Group. The article expresses the
author’s own personal opinions
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Revival: The Old Elbe river near Klieken has been renaturated

For Each Drop We Use We Give One Back

By Leane Zaborowski

he reporter is amazed as he

stands in front of her hut. The

young woman is illiterate. An-

ju Devi is considered to be a
world-renowned activist, a campaigner
for the right to water and an opponent
to the Coca-Cola global corporation.
And yet Anju Devi is curiously unaware
of this. Research by the daily paper Die
Welt reveals this.

Mehdiganj, a village in the north-east
of India. Coca-Cola operates a bottling
plant here, which was repeatedly the tar-
get of protests. The drinks manufactur-
er, it was alleged, took the groundwater
from the farmers. Their crops withered,
their cattle died of thirst.

Anju Devi sits on the village council.
One day, she tells the reporter, a man
came to the village and asked her for
a signature. She didn't know what she

oL
Providing precious commodity to those most i
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was signing. But that document spread
around the world. An organization put it
on the internet. Stubborn Indian farmers
against a global company. Sounds good.

Unfortunately, the story is too good to
be true. And it just shows the means by
which not only the battle for water is con-
ducted, but also the battle over opinions.

The reporter enquires further. Devel-
opment workers confirm this to him:
Just a few meters away from the factory
walls, the grass is lush, and the ground
is damp. Wholesale water theft? “A
myth” . Even the activists admit: People
are always looking for someone power-

(14

Ensure access to clean water and
sanitation facilities in particularly
poor regions of the world

n need

ful to blame. It is the only way to
gain the necessary attention.

It had already previously been
proven that the allegations
against Coca-Cola were unfound-
ed. Nevertheless, the company
not only took the protests seri-
ously, but also set itself an ambi-
tious goal: By 2020, Coca-Cola's
manufacturing must be water
neutral. That means returning to
the environment at least as much
water as it has used. Muhtar
Kent, Coca-Cola's Chairman of
the Board, talks of a “wake-up

www.pxhere.com/Public Domain

call.” “In the future, anyone who does
not deal with water responsibly will no
longer be in business,” he says.

In 2015, Coca-Cola was the first For-
tune 500 company to fully offset its
water consumption. Five years earlier
than planned. “Water is the most pre-
cious resource on earth. It is our re-
sponsibility to safeguard it for future
generations,” says Ulrike Sapiro, the
company's Sustainability Director for
Western Europe. “For each drop that
we use, we give one back.”

The consumption per liter of bever-
age alone has declined by a quarter
since 2004. Bottling plants in more
than 200 countries have analyzed the
regional water resources and more
than $300 million have been invested
in community water projects in over
70 countries. Even in Germany. For
example, the renaturing of the Old
Elbe river near Klieken in the UNESCO
Biosphere Reserve of Central Ger-

many. The Coca-Cola Foundation in-
vested 850,000 euros in order to revive
the silted-up branch of the river. This
hasn't just pleased around 240 species
of breeding birds. In the long term,
everyone benefits from a healthy eco-
system. The groundwater of the region
is thus naturally filtered and stabilized.
Last but not least, a local recreation
area was also created.

Programs in Africa and India

By 2020, Coca-Colahaspledged a further
$35 million to support programs across
the entire African continent to secure ac-
cess to water. Since 2007, in collabora-
tion with UN-HABITAT, Coca-Cola has
enabled access to clean water and sanita-
tion facilities in particularly poor regions
of the world. Any by the way, this pro-
gram was established by Coca-Cola right
here, where the reporter met the activist
Anju Devi: in India. ]
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World Politics and Compensation for Nazi Victims

To this day the Claims Conference fights for justice for Holocaust survivors

Survivors of Bergen-Belsen

By Riidiger Mahlo

oday, compensation for

I Nazi injustice is considered
an outstanding achieve-

ment both within Germany and
abroad, and for decades has been
an integral part of the country’s
coming to terms with its Nazi
past. It therefore comes as a sur-
prise that Holocaust survivors re-
ceived their compensation at very
different points in time. Survivors
with similar histories of persecu-
tion were compensated as early as
the mid-1950s, yet others had to
wait decades longer. The gradual
expansion of compensation for
victims of Nazi persecution was
closely linked to German foreign
policy and always inextricably
bound to macro-political trends.
In other words, the Cold War

AR

he publicly declared that the un-
speakable crimes committed in
the name of the German people
compelled both moral and ma-
terial compensation.

In Israel, the opening of com-
pensation negotiations with the
Federal Republic was the subject
of an emotionally charged discus-
sion. Tumultuous scenes played
out during a two-day Knesset
debate on the issue. There were
mass demonstrations and street
riots in front of the Knesset that
could even be heard in the plena-
ry chamber. Nevertheless, Prime
Minister David Ben-Gurion finally
secured approval for negotiations
with his parliamentary majority.

The Conference on Jewish
Material Claims Against Ger-
many (JCC), founded in 1951 as
a governing body of 23 inter-

By now nearly all major gaps
in the compensation system
have been closed

influenced compensation policy
just as much as the rapproche-
ment between East and West, the
fall of the Iron Curtain or German
reunification. Compensation for
Nazi injustice was apparently a
pawn of top level politics.

Bureaucratic obstacles

The acceptance of Germany in-
to the international community
following the genocide, was on-
ly conceivable once the Federal
Republic had accepted responsi-
bility for the crimes against Eu-
ropean Jews. It was Chancellor
Konrad Adenauer who opened
the path for reparations when in
a 1951 speech to the Bundestag,

national Jewish organizations
representing Jewish Holocaust
survivors in their claims for com-
pensation against the Federal
Republic, was strongly commit-
ted to negotiations with Germa-
ny. If negotiations were focused
on atonement on the German
side, the emphasis was placed
on the legal and material charac-
ter on the Jewish side; they were
neither willing nor able to speak
about moral and ethical princi-
ples so soon after the Shoah.
The roadmap for negotiations
between the Federal Republic
and Israel as well as the Claims
Conference was thereby laid out.
One preliminary result was the
commitment of the German gov-

ernment to regulate individual
compensation. To push this proj-
ect, controversial in Germany
as it was, through parliament in
1956 under the name of the Ger-
man Restitution Laws (BEG), Ad-
enauer had to resort to the votes
of the opposition, mainly the so-
cial democrats. Initially intended
solely for Jews born in Germany,
the BEG was expanded through
the intervention of the Claims
Conference to include the entire
area where German was spoken
and German culture prevailed,
as well as stateless displaced per-
sons. For Jewish victims of the
Nazis who did not have German
citizenship before the Shoah,
that meant having to prove they
belonged to the area of German
language and culture. If that was
not possible, they had to pass a
German language test in a foreign
mission of the Federal Republic.

Despite this considerable ex-
pansion at first, a great many sur-
vivors from Western and Eastern
Europe were excluded from those
entitled to compensation. Fol-
lowing the expiration of the dead-
line for applications on 31 Decem-
ber 1969, no more claims could
be filed. For the group called the
“western victims,” the Federal Re-
public attempted to provide com-
pensation through global agree-
ments with individual Western
European states. Most of these
people, however, received small,
one-off payments or nothing at
all. Part of the funds were trans-
ferred to these states’ general
social welfare systems and thus
did not serve their purpose of in-
demnifying Nazi victims. Against
the backdrop of the Cold War,
however, West Germany refused
to pay compensation to Eastern
Bloc states. For this reason, a
considerable number of Jewish
victims of the Nazis died without
any material acknowledgement
of their suffering.

Yad Vashem Photo Archive, Jerusalem. 1495/9

The situation compelled the
Claims Conference to reopen
negotiations. In 1980, follow-
ing difficult talks, agreement
was reached on guidelines for
the West German government
to make one-time payments to
Jewish victims of the Nazis from
Eastern Europe who had emi-
grated to the Western Hemi-
sphere. Survivors in Eastern
Europe as well as most western
victims were still excluded.

Once the Wall had fallen and
German reunification was be-
coming a foreseeable reality, the
Claims Conference brought the
matter of compensation and res-
titution by East Germany to the
table. It demanded monthly pen-
sion payments including for those
Jews who suffered most under
persecution but who, as a result
of failing to satisfy residence re-
quirements, had previously been
excluded. The Federal Republic
finally conceded to the establish-
ment of a new fund from which
Jewish applicants who fulfilled
so-called minimal persecution
periods in concentration camps,
ghettos, in hiding, or illegal ex-

adjusted to those in the West. In
2013, the German government
approved one-time payments to
those Jewish victims in Eastern
Europe who had fled Nazi perse-
cution. Almost 70 years after the
Holocaust, nearly 100,000 Jewish
victims of the Nazis received a
one-off payment of 2,556 euros
for their suffering.

To this day, the Claims Confer-
ence continues to advocate lib-
eralization of the strict inclusion
criteria to its fund. For example,
minimal incarceration times in
concentration camps have been
reduced from 18 months to three.
This extended the number of
people entitled to compensation.

Today, nearly