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Abstract 

The thesis is an exploration into the Jewish memorial sites erected in the Soviet Zone of 

Occupation (SBZ) and German Democratic Republic (GDR) between the years 1945 

and 1987. The primary aim of the thesis is to provide a collection of Jewish memorial 

sites in East Germany during the aforementioned time frame. It uses the theories of 

French historian Pierre Nora as well a number of other authors to legitimize the 

importance of these memorial sites.  In addition, a typology was created by the author to 

ensure the proper collection of the memorial sites in order to reflect the research 

question: how was Nazi anti-Semitism remembered in the German Democratic Republic 

(GDR) through memorial sites between the years 1945-1987? The thesis is, however, 

more than just a collection of data.  It also provides observations about trends and 

patterns in Jewish memorialization as well uses a method introduced by Ahenk Yilmaz 

to examine the individual characteristics of the sites. The thesis concludes that Jewish 

memorialization in the GDR was primarily a bottom-up approach, a fact that has been 

overlooked by many researchers in the field. 
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Abstrakt 

Tato diplomová práce zkoumá židovské památníky postavené v zóně vlivu Sovětského 

svazu a v Německé demokratické republice (NDR) mezi lety 1945 až 1987. Hlavním 

cílem práce je poskytnout soubor židovských památníků ve východním Německu ve 

výše uvedeném časovém období. Práce vychází z teorií francouzského historika Pierra 

Nory stejně jako mnoha dalších autorů, a vysvětluje tak důležitost těchto pamětních 

míst. Autor zde nabízí typologii, jež prostřednictvím souboru památníků reflektuje 

odpověď na výzkumnou otázku: Jak bylo v Německé demokratické republice (NDR) 

vzpomínáno na nacistický antisemitismus skrze památníky postavené v letech 1945 až 

1987? Tato práce je však více než jen souborem dat. Zabývá se rovněž zkoumáním 

trendů a vzorů ve stavbě židovských památníků, přičemž užívá metody představené 

Ahenkem Yilmazem pro zkoumání individuálních charakteristik takovýchto míst. Autor 

v práci dochází k závěru, že připomínka židovské památky vycházela v NDR především 

zdola – což je fakt, který mnozí výzkumníci v tomto oboru přehlížejí. 

 

 

Klíčová slova 

Památníky, východní Německo, SED, památka, židovství 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Declaration of Authorship 

1. The author hereby declares that he compiled this thesis independently, using only 

the listed resources and literature. 

 

2. The author herby declares that all the sources and literature used have been properly 

cited. 

 

3. The author hereby declares that the thesis has not been used to obtain a different or 

the same degree.  

 

 

 Prague  Sean McQuiggan  

 

 



   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Acknowledgments 

I would like to express my gratitude to all of those who have supported me throughout 

the research and writing process. Specifically, I would like to thank my thesis 

supervisor Dr. David Emler, my program coordinator Dr. Tomaš Nigrin, and the leader 

of my thesis seminar Dr. Jiři Vykoukal.  Additionally, thank you to my family and 

friends back home who took time to proofread and edit my paper. Finally, this thesis 

would not be possible without the support of my colleagues in the Great Weekly 

Writing Challenge (GWWC) Anička, Jord, Conrad, Patrick, and Haylee. I thank them 

for the extra motivation, the Czech and German translations, help with Microsoft Word 

and Excel, pranks in the library, and most importantly the victory beers at the end of 

every week. 

 



   

Master Thesis Proposal 

Charles University 

Faculty of Social Sciences 

International Area Studies: Central European Comparative Studies 

 

Author: Sean T. McQuiggan 

Supervisor: PhDr. David Emler. Ph.D. 

Topic: Jewish memorial sites in the SBZ and GDR between 1945 and 1987 

Research Question: How was Nazi anti-Semitism remembered in the German 

Democratic Republic (GDR) through memorial sites between the years 1945-1987? 

Hypothesis: Jewish memorialization in the GDR was the result of a bottom-up or 

grassroots approach rather than controlled by the SED regime as many authors have 

assumed. 

Outline: 1. Introduction 2. Theoretical Framework 3. Methodology 4. Historical 

Background 5. Analysis. 

Literature Review: Jeffrey Herf Divided Memory. Michael Meng “East Germany’s 

Jewish Question: The Return and Preservation of Jewish Sites in East Berlin and 

Potsdam, 1945–1989.”, Angelika Timm Jewish Claims against East Germany: Moral 

Obligations and Pragmatic Policy, Thomas C. Fox Stated Memory: East Germany and 

the Holocaust, Stefanie Endlich, Nora Goldenbogen, Beatrix Herlemann, Monika Kahl, 

and Regina Scheer Gedenkstätten für die Opfer des Nationalsozialismus: Eine 

Dukumentation Band II, Anna Dora Miethe Gedenkstätten: Arbeiterbewegung, 

Antifschistischer Widerstand, Aufbau des Sozialismus, Erica Bergauer, Zwischen 

Erinnerung und Verdrängung: Juden in Deutschland nach 1945, Claudia Koonz 

“Buchenwald: Eine Gedenkstätte im Interessenkonflikt”.



 1 

 

 

Table of Contents 

TABLE OF CONTENTS ............................................................................................................................. 1 

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS ...................................................................................................................... 3 

1. INTRODUCTION .............................................................................................................................. 4 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW ................................................................................................................... 8 

3. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK .................................................................................................... 14 

3.1 THE IMPORTANCE OF SITES OF MEMORY ........................................................................................... 15 

3.2 COLLECTIVE MEMORY IN SMALL COMMUNITIES ............................................................................. 16 

3.3 DEFINITIONS .................................................................................................................................... 17 

3.4 CONCLUSION .................................................................................................................................... 19 

4. METHODOLOGY ........................................................................................................................... 20 

4.1 TYPOLOGY AND METHOD ................................................................................................................ 20 

4.2 CONCLUSION .................................................................................................................................... 25 

5. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND ..................................................................................................... 26 

5.1 THE JEWISH QUESTION IN THE SBZ ................................................................................................. 27 

5.2 ANTI-FASCIST MASTER NARRATIVE ................................................................................................ 30 

5.3 CONCLUSION .................................................................................................................................... 32 

6. ANALYSIS ...................................................................................................................................... 34 

6.1 SITES BASED ON EAST GERMAN STATES ......................................................................................... 36 

6.1.1 Observations ............................................................................................................................ 37 

6.1.2 Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania ........................................................................................... 38 

6.1.3 Saxony ..................................................................................................................................... 41 

6.1.4 Thuringia ................................................................................................................................. 42 

6.1.5 Saxony-Anhalt ......................................................................................................................... 44 

6.1.6 Brandenburg ............................................................................................................................ 47 

6.1.7 East Berlin ............................................................................................................................... 48 

6.1.8 Conclusion ............................................................................................................................... 50 

6.2 LOCUS OF SITES ............................................................................................................................... 51 

6.2.1 Observations ............................................................................................................................ 52 

6.2.2 Jewish Cemeteries ................................................................................................................... 53 

6.2.3 City Cemeteries, Synagogues, and Former Residences and Schools ...................................... 55 

6.2.4 Public Property, Church Property, and Sites of Nazi Murder ................................................ 58 

6.2.5 Conclusion ............................................................................................................................... 60 

6.3 SITES BASED ON TIME CONSTRUCTED ............................................................................................. 62 

6.3.1 Observations ............................................................................................................................ 63 



   

 

2 

  

6.3.2 1945–1949 ............................................................................................................................... 64 

6.3.3 Early 1950s and Stalinist Purges ............................................................................................ 66 

6.3.4 1955–1979 ............................................................................................................................... 68 

6.3.5 1980s ....................................................................................................................................... 72 

6.3.6 Conclusion ............................................................................................................................... 73 

6.4 SITES CONTAINING ANTI-FASCIST MASTER NARRATIVE ................................................................. 75 

6.4.1 Observations ............................................................................................................................ 76 

6.4.2 Sites Built by the Regime or on Public property without the Master Narrative ...................... 78 

6.4.3 Grassroots sites with the Master Narrative ............................................................................. 79 

6.4.4 Master Narrative Propaganda in Concentration Camps ........................................................ 81 

6.4.5 Conclusion ............................................................................................................................... 85 

7. CONCLUSION ................................................................................................................................ 86 

8. SOURCES ........................................................................................................................................ 89 

9. APPENDIX ...................................................................................................................................... 93 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

 

3 

  

List of Abbreviations 

 

GDR  German Democratic Republic 

IfDP  Institute for Historical Preservation (Institut für Denkmalpflege) 

KdAW  Committee of Antifascist Resistance Fighters (Komitee der 

Antifaschistischen Widerstandskämpfer) 

OdF  Victims of Fascism (Opfer des Faschismus) 

SBZ  Soviet Zone of Occupation (Sowjetische Besatzungszone) 

SED  Socialist Unity Party of Germany (Sozialistische Einheitspartei 

Deutschlands) 

SMAG Soviet Military Administration in Germany 

VdN  Victims of the Nazi regime (Verfolgte des Naziregimes) 

VVN  Association for those persecuted by the Nazi regime (Vereinigung der 

Verfolgten des Naziregimes) 

ZPKK Central Party Control Commision (Zentrale Parteikontrollkommission) 

 

 



   

 

4 

  

1. Introduction 

 

With the allied forces defeat of the Nazi regime on May 8, 1945 the Second World War 

came to an end in Europe. State borders across all of Central Europe were once again 

redrawn and the reconstruction of a country, which was for twelve years under the 

influence of Nazism, began. Trying to reconstruct a state which had been reduced to 

ruins through the use of man’s deadliest weapons was no simple task. As the victorious 

powers of France, the United States, Great Britain and the Soviet Union divided 

Germany into four separate occupational zones, so also began the process of building 

new political institutions, reconstructing destroyed buildings, and establishing schools 

and universities. An important part of this rebuilding process included the transitioning 

away from the Nazi past as former Nazis were purged out of the political institutions, 

Nazi symbols removed from buildings, and school text books used by the Nazis were 

replaced. Although these attempts to create a society free of Nazi fascism continued to 

be addressed in each occupational zone of Germany, the fact that all Germans were 

once a part of the Nazi regime could not be forgotten.  

In the Soviet Zone of Occupation (Sowjetische Besatzungszone, SBZ) the 

occupying Soviet regime along with the newly created Socialist Unity Party of Germany 

(Sozialistische Einheitspartei Deutschlands, SED) chose a very different path towards 

remembrance than in the Western occupational zones. While the Western zones were 

attempting to come to terms with their Nazi past by accepting their role under Nazism, 

so called Vergangenheitsbewältigung, the SED and the Soviets were trying to destroy 

the continuity between themselves and their Nazi predecessors.
1
 In order to do this, the 

SED constructed a narrative which placed themselves in direct opposition to Nazi 

fascism, henceforth referred to as the anti-fascist master narrative. In the SBZ and later 

the country of the German Democratic Republic (GDR) this narrative could be found in   

many aspects of everyday life, including school books, political speeches, television, 

and film. The narrative was used as a tool for political manipulation, placing the 

communists as the victors of history having defeated the fascist and capitalist.
2
 When 

                                                 

1
 Jeffrey Herf, Divided Memory: The Nazi past in the Two Germanys (Cambridge, MA: Harvard UP, 

1997). 
2
 Feiwel Kupferberg, The rise and fall of the German Democratic Republic, (Transaction Publishers: 

2002). 
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applied to the memory of victims, this narrative insisted that those who died at the hands 

of the Nazis were considered to be anti-fascist resistance fighters regardless of their 

political beliefs and the circumstances surrounding their death. 

This master narrative is particularly interesting when applied to the Nazi’s 

biggest victims, the Jews of Europe.
3
 Perhaps the most painful memory for many of the 

Germans was attempting to understand the horror of what had happened to Europe’s 

Jewish population under Nazism. The Nazi’s anti-Semitic frenzy resulted in the death of 

at least six million Jews, who were murdered for no other reason than their ethnicity. 

Jews were attacked openly on German streets, uprooted from their homes, and 

eventually brought to concentration camps were they were killed as part of the Nazi’s 

“final solution to the Jewish question.” By the end of the war the Nazis had committed 

the world’s largest ethnic genocide and this Jewish Holocaust was soon regarded as 

modern humanities largest tragedy.
4
 However, through the prism of the SED’s anti-

fascist master narrative East German citizens were provided with a slightly different 

history. Instead of recognizing Jews as special victims of Nazi racial hatred, the SED 

categorized them as part of the larger collective of anti-fascist resistors.  

Thus, this distortion of the past was the inspiration for the original research 

question of this thesis: How did the SED regime in East Germany choose to remember 

the Jewish victims of Nazism? It became clear early in the research process that this 

research question was too broad and all encompassing. Official memory can be found in 

a variety of places throughout a society; especially a society that is governed by 

authoritarian rule in which the majority of political and social change derives from a 

top-down approach. Examples of official memory include history and schoolbooks, 

public celebrations and displays, films, and television programs among many others. 

Although all of these types of official memory are interesting, they have been 

thoroughly researched and written about in both English and German. However, there 

appeared to be a gap in the research in a different kind of official memory: 

memorialization. As a result the research for this thesis evolved into a discovery of 

memorial sites in East Germany which remember Jewish victims of the Nazis and the 

                                                 

3
 I recognize there are other distinct victims of Nazism such as Roma and handicapped people.  For more 

information on this relationship see: Guenter Lewy, “Gypsies and Jews under the Nazis.” Holocaust and 

genocide studies 13, no. 3 (1999), 383–404. 
4
 To understand how the Holocaust is unique from other genocides see: Yehuda Bauer, Rethinking the 

Holocaust (Yale University Press 2002). 
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research question matured into: how was Nazi anti-Semitism remembered in the 

German Democratic Republic (GDR) through memorial sites between the years 1945-

1987?   To be a bit more descriptive, the goal of this thesis is to research sites of Jewish 

memory in the GDR between the years 1945-1987 in order to discover how an 

authoritarian regime chose to remember a tragedy, for which their inhabitants were 

partly responsible.
5
  

After much research, I have concluded that this thesis is the first research project 

in both English and German which has specifically collected and studied memorial sites 

in East Germany built for Jewish victims of Nazi anti-Semitism. Therefore, the most 

important contribution provided by this thesis is its attempt to fill the gap of the existing 

research and provide future researchers with a data set of Jewish memorial sites in East 

Germany. However, this thesis is not only just a collection of data, it will also include 

analyses of the memorial sites, looking for evidence to explain the trends and patterns 

found in certain geographic locations, time periods, and types of memorials. Thus, it 

will rely on a large number of published secondary literatures to help explain the 

meaning and purpose behind unusual phenomena. Finally, the third and final goal of the 

research project is to challenge the existing narrative behind East German 

memorialization. Much of the present research assumes totalitarian theory when 

explaining the process of memorialization presuming that all memorials are the result of 

a top-down approach initiated by the ruling SED regime. This thesis will provide a 

number of examples to the contrary, giving much of the credit to small local 

communities, in some cases only one person, who erected memorial sites either on 

private or public lands in an attempt to remember Jewish victims. 

In order to explain the important role memorial sites pay in our everyday lives 

the thesis relies on the theories of other well established research in the field of memory 

studies. The most significant theoretical contribution is the work done by French 

historian Pierre Nora in his collection of essays entitled Lieux de Mémoire.
6
 Nora’s 

ground breaking work demonstrated the importance of statues, memorials, symbols, 

songs and others in influencing society’s collective memory; a memory which can be 

manipulated through the use of space and symbols. However, Nora alone does not 

                                                 

5
 Inspired by: Wayne C. Booth, Gregory G Columb, Joseph M. Williams, The Craft of Research Third 

Edition (Chicago, IL: Univerity of Chicago Press, 2008). 
6
 Pierre Nora, Realms of Memory: Rethinking the French Past, Trans. Lawrence D. Kritzman, (New 

York: Columbia UP 1996). 
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provide a specific enough theory to support this entire thesis which is why it relies on 

the work of other theorists as well to support the theoretical structure of the thesis, these 

theorists include Antoine Prost and Joanna Besley. 

 Theory alone is unable to support the entirety of this research; a scientific 

methodology must be implemented as well in order to obtain fair and consistent data. 

Because no study of this kind existed prior to this paper, I undertook the implementation 

of my own method of collecting data, essentially creating a desired typology for the 

memorial sites. I acknowledge that the method behind this typology is not perfect and 

may have resulted in the exclusion of some significant memorial sites; nonetheless, it 

was the most logical and scientific means available. In addition, in examining the 

memorial sites I have adopted a methodological approach used by Ahenk Yilmaz from 

his essay “Memorialization as the Art of Memory: A Method to Analyse Memorials.”
7
 

His methodological approach allows for the consistent analysis of all memorial sites.  

 Through the implementation of both theory and method the thesis has reached a 

number of compelling conclusions. First, although the number of surviving Jewish 

inhabitants in East Germany was small and continued to get smaller throughout every 

passing decade, the work of organized Jewish Communities, especially in the state of 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania, was substantial in the memorialization of Jewish 

victims of the Nazis. Next, the ten years after the end of World War II were the most 

productive years of memorialization. This high rate of Jewish memorial construction 

continued despite anti-Semitic Stalinist purges throughout the entire SED political elite. 

Third, the majority of sites were erected inside former Jewish cemeteries, which is 

perhaps an unsurprising place to encounter such a memorial; however, Jewish memorial 

sites also existed in or near Christian churches, in city cemeteries, and in very few 

instances in public spaces. This implies that it was not only the Jewish communities 

who were interested in remembering Jewish victims of fascism. Finally, the SED’s anti-

fascist master narrative influenced the majority of Jewish memorial sites (nearly two 

thirds); however, many of these sites were able to escape the inclusion of the regime’s 

master narrative. This implies that the SED did not have complete influence over the 

process of building these sites. In addition, a handful of the sites were either erected by 

public actors or were erected on public property, indicating that SED officials at the 

local levels were not always implementing the aforementioned master narrative.  

                                                 

7
 Ahenk Yilmaz, “Memorialization as the Art of Memory: A Method to Analyse Memorials”, Journal of 

the Faculty of Architecture 27 (2010): 267–280. 
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2. Literature Review 

 

Literature surrounding the memory of anti-Semitism in the German Democratic 

Republic has been covered extensively although not completely. A number of books 

and articles have been published exploring the different types of memory in the GDR, 

for example: school books, historiography, literature, film, and television. These texts 

have examined and scrutinized the actions used by the SED to manipulate and construe 

memory of the Nazi era and have contributed tremendously to our understanding of how 

an authoritarian regime chose to remember its Nazi past; however, regarding the study 

of Jewish memorial sites in the GDR, literature is lacking. A number of authors have 

touched on the subject of Jewish memorialization but chose to focus on the large 

memorial sites constructed entirely by the regime rather than the small memorial sites 

erected by the communities. Other authors have written about all memorials built in the 

GDR remembering victims of fascism; although Jewish victims are included in their 

works, they are not focused on exclusively and there is no extensive analysis of the 

Jewish memorial sites. Many other authors have written about the GDR’s complicated 

relationship with its Jewish population; however, they do not speak about 

memorialization. Thus, the goal of this chapter is to explore the existing literature on 

this subject and provide a small critique of each text. 

 Arguably, the most complete publication exploring memory in the former East 

and West Germanys is Jeffery Herf’s book entitled Divided Memory: The Nazi Past in 

two Germanys.
8
 In the book Herf provides detailed insight into how memory was 

created and manipulated in both Germanys. Regarding East Germany, Herf recounts the 

complete story of how the SED chose to remember the Nazi past beginning in the 

interwar period in Mexico with the communist party in exile. Herf notes the key actors 

involved in the early years of the SBZ including Paul Merker, a non-Jewish man who 

fought for Jewish restitution and special remembrance.
9
 Herf notes that there was 

legitimate support within the SED for Jewish memory in East Germany; however this 

changed with the Stalinist Purges beginning in 1948 and lasting until 1953. These 

                                                 

8 
Jeffrey Herf.  Divided Memory.  

 

9 
Ibid., 43. 



   

 

9 

  

purges changed the perspective of the regime towards Jewish memorialization 

drastically. Those who didn’t sympathize with the master narrative of the SED were 

ostracized and purged out of the ruling regime. These purges became the basis for the 

SED’s policy towards Nazi anti-Semitism throughout nearly the entire existence of the 

GDR. Regarding memorials sites, Herf discusses only the large sites created by the 

communist regime such as the former concentration camps Sachsenhausen and 

Buchenwald. Although Herf provides incredible detail surrounding the ceremonies held 

during the opening of these memorial sites,
10

 he does not recognize the smaller 

memorial sites which had far less ceremony but also less political interference. By doing 

this Herf is assuming an entire top-down approach in how memory is created. 

 Perhaps the most comprehensive book studying strictly East German memory of 

the Holocaust and Anti-Semitism is Thomas Fox’s Stated Memory: East Germany and 

the Holocaust.
11

 Written in 1999, Thomas Fox explores how the East German regime 

influenced different types of memory in the GDR. He focuses on a number of issues 

including: the Holocaust in East German Historiography, East German concentration 

camp memorials, the lives of East German Jews, and the depiction of the Holocaust in 

East German Literature and Film. The book provides a thorough and detailed 

investigation into the tools used by the SED to manipulate the memory of its citizens. 

Nevertheless, the chapter which explores memorialization entitled “The Texture of 

Memory: East German Concentration Camp Memorials”
12

 provides a very specific and 

isolated view of Jewish memorialization in the GDR. As the title suggests the chapter 

focuses on the concentration camps in the GDR: Sachsenhausen, Buchenwald, and 

Ravensbrück. These memorial sites are important in telling the story of SED 

manipulation of memory but do not tell the whole story of Jewish memorialization; in 

other words he does not explore the smaller memorial sites erected at former 

synagogues, cemeteries, etc. In exploring these former concentration camps as sites of 

memory Fox makes the important observation that Jews were represented, although 

“only within limits implicitly or explicitly set by the Party.”
13

 I find this observation to 

be very important as it emphasizes the fact the Jews were not forgotten, although also 

not celebrated, in National Memorial Sites. 

                                                 

10
 Ibid., 96. 

11
 Thomas C. Fox, Stated Memory: East Germany and the Holocaust, (Rochester, NY: Camden House, 

1999). 
12

 Ibid., 39. 
13

 Ibid., 53. 
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 In her paper Buchenwald: Eine Gedenkstätte im Interessenkonflikt
14

 Claudia 

Koonz provides a short walkthrough and history of the former concentration camp at the 

Buchenwald memorial site. In examining Buchenwald, Koonz concentrates on a top-

down approach used by the SED regime to further its anti-fascist master narrative 

noting that this narrative was present in all remembrance of the Nazi era. Regarding 

Jews, Koonz argues that the state “did not once offer compensation to the Jewish 

victims, at least not until short lived Modrow government in the beginning of 1990.”
15

 

She contrasts this accusation with the path to memory taken by the West Germany 

government which, from her perspective, was the better path to remembrance.
16

 

Although I do not disagree with her, Koonz is overlooking the role played by the 

smaller actors like city governments and Jewish communities when observing the 

importance of memory. Additionally, she fails to recognize, that in Buchenwald there 

were sites specifically remembering Jewish suffering arguing instead that there was “no 

place for the Holocaust.”
17

 A stone slab was erected in 1954 at the camp which 

specifically and exclusively mentions Jewish suffering and the museum of Buchenwald 

created an exhibition featured in 1954/55 which was called “the persecution of the 

Jews.” 

 Perhaps the biggest inspiration for this dissertation derived from a paper written 

by Bill Niven entitled “Remembering Nazi Anti-Semitism in the GDR.”
18

 In the essay, 

Niven provides the anti-thesis to the existing narrative surrounding Jewish 

memorialization in East Germany by challenging assumptions made by other authors. 

Niven points out that the existing literature on GDR memorialization of Nazi anti-

Semitism assumes “totalitarian theory” or a top-down approach to remembrance.
19

 If the 

thinking is reversed and the opposite approach is applied, i.e. a bottom-up approach, a 

different picture of East German memorialization is formed. In other words, instead of 

only examining large sites of official SED memory, smaller memorial sites built by the 

communities and civil society should also be included. Niven points out a few examples 

                                                 

14
 Claudia Koonz, “Buchenwald: Eine Gedenkstätten im Interessenkonflikt” in Mahnmale des  olocaust: 

Moti e,  ituale  nd  tätten Des Gedenkens, Ed. Matthew Baigell and James Edward. Young (München: 

Prestel, 1994). 
15

 Ibid., 88. Der  taat.. hat den jüdischen Opfern niemals Entschädigung. angeboten, zumindest nicht bis 

zur kurzlebigen Regierung Modrow Anfang 1990.  This translation and all succeeding translations have 

been done by the author unless otherwise noted. 
16

 Ibid., 89. 
17

 Ibid., 92. In dieser Erinnerung war kein Platz für den  olocaust. 
18

 Bill Niven, “Remembering Nazi Anti-Semitism in the GDR”, in Memorialization in Germany since 

1945 (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2010), 205–213. 
19

 Ibid., 207. 
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of such sites: a stele erected in Dresden at the site of the former synagogue in 1975
20

, a 

memorial erected in Tröbitz remembering Jewish victims who died during transit in a 

Nazi train, and memorials to the Jewish victims in the cities of Halle and Leipzig.
21

   

These are just a few examples of the bottom-up approach organized by the local 

communities of these cities. At the end of his essay, Niven notes that no precise study 

has been conducted on the number of Jewish memorial sites in East Germany.
22

 The 

goal of this dissertation is to provide such a study and analysis of these memorial sites. 

 Michal Meng has written extensively on this topic including two papers called 

East Germany’s Jewish Question: The  eturn and Preser ation of Jewish  ites in East 

Berlin and Potsdam, 1945–1989
23

 and The Politics of Antifascism: Historic 

Preser ation, Jewish  ites, and the  ebuilding of Potsdam’s Altstadt.
24

 In the former 

Meng argues that “local authorities worked to assist the Jewish community until roughly 

1952–1953. By that point, their efforts had fallen victim to the SED’s emerging 

opposition to Jews as anti-Semitism became, ironically, a constituent element of 

antifascism in the early GDR.”
25

 In the ensuing years until about the late 1970s this anti-

Semitic approach by the regime remained in place. Although some of Meng’s 

conclusion support other experts in the field (Herf, Fox, and Koonz), he does provide 

conflicting conclusions as well. He notes that small local communities were more 

influential in remembering Jewish victims and preserving Jewish sites than has been 

previously stated by other authors.
26

 In addition, Meng remarks that there was a shift in 

the late 1970s towards more Jewish remembrance in both Potsdam and East Berlin. This 

paper provides very helpful methodology, theory, and data for this thesis; however it 

does not provide specific information about Jewish memorial sites. Regarding the latter 

text Meng focuses strictly on the city of Potsdam whose Jewish population went from 

600 residents prior to the war to a mere 2 residents after the war.
27

 Meng provides a 

                                                 

20
 In his paper Niven mentions 1973 as the year of erection.  However, after having contacted the Dresden 
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detailed case study which sheds light on the failure of the city of Potsdam to remember 

the Jewish community it once had. He focuses specifically on the former Synagogue in 

Potsdam which was left as a ruin and eventually torn down by the city even after plans 

were made in the late 1940s to rebuild it.
28

 Meng’s case study of Potsdam provides 

interesting insight into how a city chose to remember (or forgot) its Jewish population. 

It is, however, a bit narrow. Focusing on remembrance in a single city does not allow 

for a larger overview which is needed for this dissertation. 

Gedenkstätten für die Opfer des Nationalsozialismus
29

 is perhaps the magnum 

opus for memorial sites which remember Nazi national socialism. The collection of 

information is so large that it is split into two separate 1000-plus page books, the first 

book encompassing the former West German States and the second book the former 

East German States and Berlin (both West and East). The book provides detailed 

information about every memorial site including pictures, histories, locations, and most 

importantly concrete descriptions. The introduction of the book outlines the history and 

development of memorialization in the GDR.
30

 It recognizes that role of the master 

narrative used by the SED in most of its memorial sites but at the same time references 

the fact that that there were many smaller sites of Jewish memory as well. However, the 

book does not provide a comprehensive and comparative analysis of the Jewish sites of 

memory. Some analysis and commentary is given but there is still more analysis which 

can be obtained from the data. I will be using this book chiefly as a primary source 

because the raw data collected is so immense and specific to my research. 

 The first attempt to document and catalogue memorial sites remembering Nazi 

anti-Semitism was written in 1974 by Anna Dora Miethe in her book entitled, 

Gedenkstätten: Arbeiterbewegung, Antifaschistischer Widerstand, Aufbau des 

Sozialismus.
31

 With the Institute for Memorial Maintenance in the GDR (Institut für 

Denkmalpflege), Miethe was able to compile a semi-extensive list including many of 

the memorial sites mentioned in this thesis. In addition, she provides a short history of 

each memorial site, photos of notable sites, and the exact location of where each site 
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stands, usually by providing the street address. She organized the book according to 

district (Bezirk) in the GDR beginning in the capitol of Berlin and then starting in the 

north of the country to the south. Although the book provides valuable information 

about the location and number of memorial sites, in my case Jewish memorial sites, the 

book fails to provide more detailed information. Miethe does not provide a description 

of the memorial sites or tell what it is inscribed on them. This valuable information is 

necessary in order to conduct a true analysis of the sites. Furthermore, Miethe was 

unable to include every Jewish memorial sites in her book, specifically sites from the 

smaller villages. With that being said, the book does provide a good basis for the 

collection of memorial sites. Similar to Gedenkstätte für die Opfer des 

Nationalsozialismus, I will be using this book chiefly as a primary source. 

 A number of other researches have touched on this topic including Günter 

Mörsch whose book Von Erinnerung Zum Monument: Die Entstehungsgeschicte der 

Nationalen Mahn- und Gedenkstätte  achsenhausen
32

 includes a collection of essays 

which provide helpful insight into the former concentration camp Sachsenhausen under 

the SED regime. Similar to the work of Claudia Koonz, these essays focus on the top-

down approach to remembrance used by the SED. Angelika Timm has written a number 

of books about the lives of Jews in the German Democratic Republic. Including her 

books Jewish claims against East Germany: Moral Obligations and Pragmatic Policy
33

 

and  ammer, Zirkel, Da idstern: Das gestörte Verhältnis der DD  zu Zionismus und 

Staat Israel.
34

 These works touch on memorialization but do not provide an analysis of 

the memorial sites. James E. Young is perhaps the foremost export on Holocaust 

memorialization around the world however his two books The Texture of Memory: 

Holocaust Memorials and Meanings
35

 and Mahnmale des Holocaust: Motive, Rituale 

und  tätten des Gedenkens
36

 include only the former concentration camps of 

Buchenwald and Sachsenhausen as East German sites of Holocaust memory.  
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3. Theoretical Framework 

 

The goal of the theoretical framework of this dissertation is to place my work within the 

context of other literature which has already justified or proven the importance of 

memorialization. In the simplest terms the theoretical framework should answer the 

question: why are these memorial sites important?   The majority of these sites are small 

and may appear insignificant within large cityscapes like Berlin or Dresden, some sites 

are even hidden in the middle of a forest noticeable only to those who stumble upon 

them. Nevertheless, I have chosen to write an extensive dissertation about their 

importance. Therefore, before continuing, the theory behind the importance of 

memorialization must be explained, in order to justify the very existence of this work. 

Luckily, there have been a number of experts who have already undertaken this 

endeavor. Memory studies have been an important part of discovering and 

understanding a people’s (or in some cases a nation’s) relationship with their pass since 

the middle of the 20
th

 century beginning with the work of Maurice Halbwach.
37

 

Therefore, I will be using theories already established and proven by various authors, in 

order to legitimate my claim for the importance of these memorials. Pierre Nora whose 

work, Lieux de Mémoire or in English Realms of Memory
38

, provides the most helpful 

theory for this thesis. However, Nora alone will not be able to provide me with the 

entire framework necessary to understand the importance of the memorials. Antoine 

Prost’s essay “Memorials to the Dead”
39

 which was published as part of Nora’s Realms 

of Memory will also be included. However both the writings of Nora and Prost focus on 

the use of lieux de mémoire in forming national memory. The Jewish memorials sites 

found in this thesis are not a part of the official national memory, rather small 

communal identity. Therefore, I will also be relying on theory established by Joanna 

Besley.
40

 In addition to establishing legitimacy for this paper, the theoretical framework 

will provide a number of definitions for important terms which are necessary for 

understanding the terminology that I will be using throughout the dissertation.  
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3.1 The importance of sites of memory 

In the mid-1980s French historian Pierre Nora released his magnum opus called Lieux 

de Mémoire.
41

 This book explores the French past through a different lens than 

traditional historiography. Rather than depicting the past chronologically as is the case 

with most historiography, Nora (and his co-authors) chose to examine specific French 

sites and symbols, which he calls lieux de mémoire, in order to see the influence these 

objects have on French memory. As the reader learns while navigating this massive 

three volume collection,
42

 lieux de mémoire can be large impressive structures like the 

Eiffel Tower but they mustn’t be so dominating, the French flag can be a lieux de 

mémoire because of its influence over French collective memory and even the French 

national anthem can be considered a lieux de mémoire because of its ability to create a 

common French identity. In the foreword to the English translation Nora certainly 

provides the best definition: “a lieu de mémoire is any significant entity, whether 

material or nonmaterial in nature, which by dint of human will or the work of time has 

become a symbolic element of the memorial heritage of any community.”
43

 Through 

our daily interaction with lieux de mémoire our memory is constantly being manipulated 

and altered. The sites allow all who experience them to observe the past through the 

present thus manipulating our shared collective memory. This shared memory can also 

be a shared forgetfulness as we are not engaged with reminders which were excluded 

from the lieux de mémoire.   

 Comparing Nora’s description and definition of lieux de mémoire to the 

memorial sites in this thesis, it becomes quite clear that there is a connection between 

the two. In fact, in his introduction Nora references the remembrance of the dead 

specifically as a lieux de mémoire, “anything having to do with the cult of the dead, the 

national heritage, or the presence of the past can be considered a lieu de mémoire.
44

 He 

continues these thoughts on memorializing the dead a few pages later when he states, 

“statues and monuments to the dead, for example, derive their significance from their 

very existence. Although location is by no means unimportant with such monuments, 

they could be placed elsewhere without altering their meaning.”
45

 As will be discussed 

in the methodology section, the meaning of a site to the dead may not change based on 
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location; however, its ability to influence observers is dependent on its location as well 

as its physical structure. 

 Further to this point, within the second volume of Pierre Nora’s collection is an 

essay written by French historian Antoine Prost, entitled “Monuments to the Dead”.
46

 

This essay provides an in depth analysis of the of the memorial sites constructed in 

France which were erected in order to remember the First World War. Prost notes the 

important characteristics of a monument which distinguish it from its surroundings and 

endow it with meaning. Through these characteristics he is able to create a typology of 

the sites. The typology includes four separate categories of monuments, three of which 

have primarily nationalistic undertones. The fourth type called “funerary monuments”, 

however, is best suited to categorize almost all memorial sites in this thesis.
47

 Prost 

describes “funerary monuments” as sites “which emphasize the depth of grief without 

offering any justification for it and thus tend toward pacifism.”
48

 The sites I have 

examined clearly remember grief and certainly provide no explanation for the horrors 

experienced by the Jewish community of Germany thus fitting into this typology. In 

addition, by acknowledging only the victims and not heroes, the majority of Jewish 

memorial sites in the GDR can be considered to “tend towards pacifism.” This is an 

exception to most memorials in the GDR which attempted to portray all victims as 

heroes.  

3.2 Collective Memory in Small Communities 

There is, however, still an importance difference between the memorial sites in this 

thesis and the sites to which Nora and Prost are referring. The premise of Nora’s entire 

collection of books is the impact these sites have in creating a collective national 

identity. He argues that all of these sites are influencing the French collective memory 

and furthermore have created a complex past which only the French can identify with. 

The sites in this thesis, however, are on the opposite end of the spectrum. Memory of 

Nazi anti-Semitism was not supposed to be part of the East Germany collective 

memory. In fact there was conscious manipulation of East German memory in order to 

distance itself from remembering Nazism. The SED’s goal was to create a complete 

discontinuity between the two regimes. Therefore, these sites are not going to fit 
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comfortably into the framework provided by Nora. Instead, I will have to look towards 

an author who views collective memory as small communal experience rather than 

national. 

 Joanna Besley’s essay “At the Intersection of History and Memory: Monuments 

in Queensland”
49

 provides the exact theory needed. Although her essay is about 

memorials erected at the former Australian frontier, she offers an expanded version of 

Pierre Nora’s lieux de mémoire which includes local memory. By providing a number of 

examples of monuments which are of great importance to the local communities rather 

than the entire nation, Besley is able to “negotiate the meaning of “the national” in the 

realm of the local.”
50

 She demonstrates that most of these monuments were financed 

through communal efforts instead of government funding thus distancing the monument 

from the nation while simultaneously representing local memory.
51

 Further to the point, 

these monuments represent local heroes, like indigenous guides who helped European 

explorers navigate the frontier, who are not known on a national level. Therefore, these 

sites can only be fully understood through the prism of communal memory. Thus, this 

season will use the same logic provided by Besley to argue the importance of Jewish 

memorial sites for those who experienced or witnessed Nazi anti-Semitism.  

3.3 Definitions 

At this point it is important to define specific terms which I have been using and will be 

using consistently throughout this dissertation. I will begin with perhaps two basic 

words which are vital to my research: memory and history. Once again, Nora provides 

the best definition of the two. To begin, it is important to note that when speaking about 

memory I am not referring to the memory of a specific individual, from a sociological 

perspective that would rather be remembrance. Memory as explained by Lawrence 

Kritzman, who wrote the foreword to the English version of Realms of Memory, should 

be viewed as how “cultural communities imagine themselves in diverse representational 

modes.”
52

 To expand up this, memory is an experience shared by an entire community. 

The stories we tell, the holidays we celebrate, the songs we thing, and certainly the 

objects which we associate with the past are all part of our cultural memory. This 

memory continues to evolve as time moves forward. Governments are able to 
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manipulate memory be allowing certain memorials, statues, and monuments to be built 

in public space, while excluding the construction of other sites which don’t agree with 

their values. Examples of distortion of public memory can be found in governments all 

over the world, most noticeably in authoritarian or dictatorial regimes as was the case in 

East Germany and Nazi Germany. In addition Memory can be forgotten for long periods 

of time only to be reawakened.
53

 A national “hero”, who was almost forgotten about, 

can be reintroduced back into the memory of a community through a political or cultural 

shift. Finally, memory is ever-present. Because the past influences our collective 

present, memory remains with us at all times. 

In contrast, history is the disconnection to our past. It is an academic attempt to 

reconstruct what no longer exists. Because of this history is always incomplete. 

Although a historian may be able to reach a better understanding of past events, he/she 

will never be able to recreate it in its entirety. History lies in strict opposition to 

memory. It calls for a rigid intellectual approach which should never be influenced by 

present circumstances. Thus creating the discontinuity between past and present which 

contradicts the entire essence of memory. 

It is next important to distinguish the difference between memorial and 

monument. Throughout this paper I will be using the consistently be using the term 

memorial rather than monument because there is a concrete difference between the two. 

First the similarities: both are used by societies to create a connection with their past. 

The goal of each of these constructions is to influence the memory of the surrounding 

community. Because memory is malleable, the meaning of the sites can change over 

time and in fact take on a life of their own.
54

 However, their original purpose as a lieux 

de mémoire will always remain. In addition, both sites accomplish the goal of 

influencing memory by the same means which is through the occupation of space. The 

goal of these objects is not to blend in and become part of the landscape but rather to be 

recognized as a unique structure in comparison to their surroundings. No matter how big 

or small, the existence of these structures in the spaces which occupy our everyday lives 

has an undeniable connection to our memory as well as the remembrance of the 

individual who encounters the site for the first time. 

 However, there are a number of important differences between the two sites of 

memory, primarily stemming from the purpose for erecting the sites. The objective 
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behind the erection of a memorial is to remind us of what has been lost because of either 

human cruelty or natural disaster while the goal of a monument is to celebrate our 

triumphs as a collective society. As Arthur Danto more eloquently describes it, “we 

erect monuments so that we shall always remember and build memorials so that we 

shall never forget… Monuments commemorate the memorable and embody the myths 

of beginnings. Memorials ritualize remembrance and mark the reality of ends.”
55

 In the 

case of my memorial sites, the ends to which Danto is referring is the death of Jewish 

victims of the Holocaust. Therefore, using this classification, the sites which I have 

examined are all considered memorials. It must be mentioned here that I have chosen 

Danto’s theory of memorialization because of its simplicity and relevance to my topic. 

There are many other theories which contribute a different definition of 

memorialization. This includes the work of James E. Young who provides a more 

general understanding of the word memorial noting that we have memorial days, 

memorial books, and memorial festivals.
56

 He of course raises a good point. However, 

because I am working strictly with physical sites and not with celebrations, books, etc.., 

the simpler classification provided by Danto is more suitable. 

3.4 Conclusion 

To conclude this chapter, a brief summary of the theory used in this thesis is necessary. 

The majority of the theoretical inspiration comes from the work of Pierre Nora. Nora’s 

approach of examining physical sites in a community as lieux de mémoire provides the 

framework needed to legitimize the importance of these memorial sites. In addition, 

Nora’s colleague Antoine Prost highlights the importance of monuments for the dead 

specifically, funerary monuments, which can be applied to the memorials in this thesis. 

However, these authors argue that lieux de mémoire influence strictly national identity; 

therefore, the work of Joanna Besley must also be included because she applies lieux de 

mémoire to the local level. Finally, I have provided proper working definitions for the 

terms memory and memorial which will be used repeatedly throughout the dissertation. 
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4. Methodology 

 

In order to examine these memorial sites, a method must be in place as to how it can be 

done. The organization of these sites into separate categories provides a vital framework 

which allow for both a quantitative and qualitative analysis. The framework must 

provide a rigid structure, as this allows for the inclusion of all data however it must not 

be too exclusive which could result in the marginalization of important sites. In 

addition, the framework and method used must adhere to every piece of data, for if there 

are exceptions then the process ceases to be science and deteriorates into a pseudo-

scientific approach which can be manipulated based on biases. For these reasons I have 

adopted two methodological approaches for examining my quantitative data. The first 

approach is a self-made typology which I will use to categorize and organize all the data 

collected. The typology will allow for a proper comparison to be made between the 

different sites while maintaining a rigid framework in which the comparison can 

properly function. Within the typology all sites will be included and it will focus on the 

important characteristics from each site, for example, the year in which the site was 

built, the city/state where it was built, the surroundings of the memorial, as well as 

many other characteristics. The second method in comparing these sites is provided by 

author Ahenk Yilmaz whose essay “Memorialization as the Art of Memory: A Method 

to Analyse Memorials”
57

 provides another technique used to observe memorial sites. 

This method takes into account three important components in a memorial site. He calls 

the three important components “Image”, “Locus”, and “Image-Locus Relationship.”   

They will be explained in detail in the succeeding paragraphs and will be applied when 

analyzing the sites. 

4.1 Typology and Method 

The first step in creating my typology is to develop a timeframe in which to examine the 

creation of these memorial sites. I have chosen the years between 1945 and 1987 for a 

variety of reasons. The first, and perhaps the most important reason, derives from the 

drastic change in East German’s policy towards Judaism in the year 1988. As many 

authors have discussed the year 1988 brought about a monumental shift in how the 
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GDR approached the Holocaust.
58

 Prior to this year Jews were not viewed by the SED 

regime as unique victims of National Socialism. Rather, they were included amongst the 

general group of “anti-fascist” resistors which will be described in the historical 

background of this thesis. However, the 50
th

 anniversary of the Nazi Pogrom Night 

(Kristallnacht also labeled “the night of broken glass”) in 1988 substantially changed 

the approach taken by the regime to Jewish remembrance. The regime used the 

anniversary of this event as an opportunity to enact a complete reversal regarding its 

policy towards the Jewish victims of the Nazis. Jewish victims were now recognized for 

what they actually were - people discriminated against because of their race and religion 

– rather than how they were categorized by the SED – “antifascist” freedom fighters. 

Along with this drastic shift in policy towards Jewish victims came a reinvigorated 

attempt by the SED and local communities to remember Jewish victims of the Jewish 

Holocaust. This included the reconstruction of Jewish buildings, like Berlin’s New 

Synagogue (Neue Synogoge),
59

 the erection of new memorial sites, for example the 

Memorial for the Deeds of Jewish Citizens in Berlin (Denkmal für das Wirken jüdischer 

Bürger in Berlin), and an attempt to improve relations with Israel.
60

 Due to this radical 

shift in remembrance, the number of sites built in the year 1988 is substantially larger 

than any other year in the history of the GDR. Therefore, it would be groundless to 

include 1988 in a comparison with the previous years because this policy shift by the 

SED greatly influenced the rate of memorial building and the results gained by such a 

study would be less substantial. 

However not all political shifts are excluded from this time frame. For example, 

the period of Stalinization, perhaps the largest political shift in regards to the GDR’s 

relationship to their Jewish community, is still included in the timeframe because, 

despite anti-Semitic top-down influences, the number of memorials built was not 

influenced; in fact, memorialization is actually above averaged when compared to other 

time periods. In addition, the leadership years of both Walter Ulbricht and Erich 

Honecker are incorporated because this leadership change did not influence the SED’s 

policy towards the Holocaust. Finally, the creation of the East German State from the 

former SBZ is included in the typology because this transition do cause ideological 

shifts from above or below. 
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Further, regarding the timeframe, I have tried to find exact dates for the building 

of all memorial sites. In some cases exact dates could not be found, for example a 

plaque was erected in the town of Beelitz in Brandenburg which stands in a present day 

Gymnasium (High School) and remembers Jewish children and teachers killed by the 

Nazi regime. However, no date of its construction is mentioned.
61

 Therefore, I have left 

this site out of my typology because it could have possibly been built in the year 1988 

or later. There were numerous examples similar to this which I unfortunately could not 

include. On the other hand, there were a few cases which I was unable to find the date 

of erection; however I was able to confirm that the memorial was established prior to 

1988. I accomplished this by simply cross referencing my two most extensive primary 

sources Gedenkstätten für die Opfer des Nationalsozialismus and Gedenkstätten: 

Arbeiterbewegung, Antifaschistischer Widerstand, Aufbau des Sozialismus. After having 

found a memorial site without a date in the former I attempted to identify the same site 

in the latter. Because Gedenkstätten: Arbeiterbewegung, Antifaschistischer Widerstand, 

Aufbau des Sozialismus was published in 1974, I know that any appropriate memorial 

site would fit into my typology. However, in many cases I still do not have the exact 

date of construction. Therefore, I will include these sites in my typology but exclude 

them from tests in which a variable is time specific, primarily the tests which compares 

the number of sites erected based on five year time periods. 

After having narrowed down the time frame, the next step is to specify the kind 

of site I am interested in. The first and most important characteristic is that the site must 

be “Jewish.” But how can I define, what is a Jewish site and what isn’t? The answer lies 

in both the “Image” and the “Locus” as defined by Ahenk Yilmaz. The image relates to 

the actual physical construction erected by the artist (or in our case the builder of the 

memorial) and how it represents the past.
62

 Its representation can be in the artistic 

design of the memorial which is the case for many of the abstract works of 

memorialization or it can be in the content written or symbolized on the memorial site. 

In the vast majority of the sites I will look at, there are very few artistic and abstract 

qualities to the memorials. They embody primarily straightforward ideas which are 

clearly depicted within the memorial, for example a plaque remembering a former 

Jewish synagogue destroyed by the Nazis during the Reich’s pogrom night in 1938. 

Having said that, there are a number of artistic depictions on these sites including the 
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layout of a few of the larger sites, a Star of David, Hebrew writing, or the depiction of a 

menorah. The Image of course is a very substantial part of the memorial site which I 

will explain in more detail in the next paragraph; however, what makes most of these 

sites significant is the Locus of the site. The Locus refers to the physical space 

surrounding the monument, constituting “a physical environment in which mostly the 

observer situates.”
63

 The power of the Locus derives from the events which once 

happened in this space, using the example of the plaque on the destroyed synagogue: if 

the plaque is the Image, than the destroyed synagogue would be the Locus. Because the 

synagogue still exists, albeit in ruins, the memorialization of the site becomes stronger 

than just words on a plaque. The observer creates a connection to the physical space 

where a tragedy once occurred and therefore has a stronger emotional reaction. Sites 

like a destroyed synagogue which have a seemingly weak image but strong locus can be 

contrasted with sites which have a strong image and weak locus. For example, the 

Holocaust memorial in Boston constructed in 1995
64

 contains an elaborate Image with 6 

towers (representing the 6 Nazi extermination camps) rising out from the ground with 

the prisoner numbers of all the Jewish victims who died during the Holocaust. 

Although, this image is quit powerful the locus is not. The site is located in between two 

busy city streets and is obviously not a distinct location of former Jewish suffering. 

Thus, one’s experience of the site may not be as profound as at the site of the destroyed 

synagogue. This combination of the two components creates the third component of 

Yilmaz’s methodology. He names this third component “Image-Locus Relation” and 

depicts it thusly: “If the locus turns into the image of a memorialization, the relation 

between the image and locus gets strong, so does the particular mode of remembering. 

If there is no relation between the image of a memorialization and its locus, the 

representation of the significant even becomes de-contextualized or even nomad, thus 

remembering weakens.”
65

 Therefore, a balance must be created between the image and 

locus in order to accomplish the desired remembrance. 

Now I must quickly refer back to the importance of the “Image” in my typology. 

The contents of the Image is of great importance to me because I am aiming to 

remember distinctly Jewish victims of the Holocaust and within the Image of the 

memorial one can find a depiction of who the memorial site is intended to remember. 
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Therefore, I have searched for specific words and icons which will help me obtain my 

desired result. Firstly, the Image of the memorial must make a direct reference to the 

Jewish victims of the Nazis. There were a number of sites that remembered the former 

Jewish communities of a town or region; however, on the site it was not written that the 

Nazis were responsible for the Jewish community’s disappearance. Thus, I am not 

including these sites in my study. In many cases this is a difficult distinction to make 

because of the depiction in the Image, for example I have excluded a statue of Anne 

Frank erected in Berlin in 1960 because it contains no words or mention of Jewish 

suffering;
66

 although, her diary and suffering as a Jew was well known throughout 

Europe by this time. To give another example, I have not included a memorial built in 

the Jewish cemetery of the city of Sternberg (Mecklenburg-Vorpommern) because the 

plaque reads “To honor the Jewish dead, as a reminder to the living”.
67

 Although, the 

plaque was placed in 1958
68

 and it can reasonably be assumed that the plaque 

remembers victims of Nazism, I do not want to include such an assumption in my 

method because it would only increase the gray areas of the study and move away from 

the strict scientific standards of the research.  

Further to the question of the inclusion/exclusion of these memorial sites, I have 

included memorials which do not mention Jewish victims in the text but through the 

Image or Locus the viewer understands that the site is dedicated to Jewish victims. For 

example a site which generally mentions victims of fascism and includes a Star of 

David, I have admitted into the study. This logic also applies to Hebrew writing which 

appears on the memorial, an image of a menorah, or any other symbols of Judaism. In 

addition, the Locus can be the indicator that the memorial is dedicated to Jewish 

victims. Once again using the example of a plaque that generally honors victims of 

National Socialism, if this plaque is placed within a Jewish cemetery or on the ruins of a 

former synagogue, the viewer will experience remembrance specific to the Jewish plight 

because the relationship between the image and locus guides the viewer to feel this way. 

Finally, I will be including sites which remember Jewish victims among other victims of 

National Socialism. The best examples here are the former Nazi concentration camps of 

Buchenwald and Sachsenhausen. These sites were important parts of the SED’s anti-

fascist master narrative but as Bill Niven points out they did specifically remember 
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Jewish suffering. This relationship between Jewish remembrance and the SED’s master 

narrative is of great importance to this study and therefore must be included. 

4.2 Conclusion 

To conclude the methodological approach, I will be using two kinds of methods to 

analyze the data. The first method is quantitative and relies primarily on a typology 

which I have built to guide my research. The typology will allow me to create simple 

tests allowing me to make comparisons of the data. The logic and reasoning behind each 

test will be explained in the analysis preceding the results of the test. The second 

methodological approach provided by Ahenk Yilmaz will be used to examine the 

individual sites rather than looking at the sites as statistics. Yilmaz’s approach is 

qualitative and offers the opportunity for a more in depth analysis needed to completely 

understand the importance of Jewish memorialization in East Germany. 
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5. Historical Background 

 

In order to provide an accurate representation of the Jewish sights of memorialization, it 

is first important to understand the historical and cultural framework in which these 

sites were erected. Thus, this section of the dissertation will touch on the end of the 

Second World War, the creation of the Soviet Occupation Zone (Sowjetische 

Besatzungszone SBZ), the founding of the German Democratic Republic, and the 

development of the relationship between the GDR and the Jewish victims of National 

Socialism. This includes the very early years of the SED in East Germany when there 

was a debate among SED elites over how to remember the large Jewish communities 

that once lived in the soon to be GDR and if a restitution policy should be created for 

the surviving Jewish inhabitants of East Germany. As has been argued by many experts 

in the field of Judaism in the GDR,
69

 a number of pro-Jewish actors argued for special 

recognition of the Jewish community in the future plans for the country. This list of 

names includes most prominently Paul Merker, Leo Löwenkopf, Helmut Lehmann, and 

Leo Zuckermann, all of whom held a strong (but not strong enough) influence within 

the SED regime. These men were soon marginalized and purged out of the SED because 

of these held believes during the Stalinist purges which took place in Eastern Germany 

primarily in the years 1952 and 1953. These purges, which were largely anti-Semitic, 

became a very important turning point in the SED because it was the beginning of a new 

domestic policy between East Germany and its Jewish community which would 

continue to last until a noticeable change of the policy in 1988. Because of these anti-

Semitic undertones in the purges special recognition will be given to them in the 

historical background section of this dissertation. In addition, attention will be paid to 

the creation of the organizations which help victims of national socialism, the Main 

Committee for the Victims of National Fascism ( auptausschuss für die Opfer des 

Faschismus, or OdF) and the Association for those Persecuted by the Nazi Regime 

(Vereinigung der Verfolgten des Naziregimes, or VVN). The goal of these organizations 

was to remember the atrocities committed by the Nazis and to return lost property to the 

victims of National Socialism. However, during the Stalinist purges the VVN was 

disbanded by the SED and was replaced by the Committee of Anti-fascist Resistance 
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Fighters (Komitee der Antifaschistishcen Widerstandskämpfer KdAW).
70

 In general this 

section will follow a chronological timeline; however it will stray from the timeline in 

order to focus on the important organizations and people involved. Moreover there will 

be one large exception which includes its own small subsection, which is the creation of 

an anti-fascist master narrative by the SED regime. This narrative was used to deny any 

continuity between the former Nazi dictatorship and the newly established state of East 

Germany. Additionally, it has been the topic of the majority of the academic discourse 

regarding the relationship between the regime and the Jewish community. 

 

5.1 The Jewish Question in the SBZ 

The Second World War came to an end in Europe on May 8, 1945. As had been decided 

prior to the end of the war Germany and Austria were partitioned between the four 

conquering powers (the United States, Great Britain, France, and the Soviet Union). The 

Soviet Union secured Germany’s eastern quadrant whose borders had been redrawn 

moving its eastern frontier to the west of the Oder-Neisse line. The area occupied by the 

Soviet Union included five different, augmented states – Brandenburg, Mecklenburg-

Western Pomerania, Saxony, Saxony-Anhalt, Thuringia, and (half) the city of Berlin. 

Much of the SBZ was in ruin and the process of rebuilding and starting from scratch 

became the most important part of the daily routine for all East Germans. This is true 

especially for the Jews of the SBZ. Hitler’s attempt to solve the “Jewish Question” in 

Europe through Jewish extermination in concentration camps had left the Jews of 

Germany with a fraction of the inhabitants which it once had. In East Germany this 

number was approximately 4,500 survivors.
71

 The onus fell on the Soviet occupying 

powers and the newly created SED political party
72

 to properly care for its Jewish 

inhabitants and reintegrate them into society. The question on how this process should 

be done was highly debated within the SED regime.  

It became clear rather quickly that an organization must be established in order 

to help those who had suffered under National Socialism, thus on May 28, 1945 a 
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decision was made to create the OdF.
73

 In the beginning, the OdF included many people 

who were sympathetic towards the Jewish victims of the Nazis, including chair of the 

organization Ottomar Geschenke and Julius Meyer a local Jewish Communist leader 

and member of the executive board of the OdF.
74

 The organization even created a 

committee for the purpose of helping “those persecuted on the grounds of race.”
75

 This 

specifically was in reference to the Jewish victims. Thus the OdF became the main 

organization Jewish victims would appeal to in order to receive some form of restitution 

from the government for money, land, or possessions they had lost because of the Nazis. 

In addition, the National Association for the Jewish Community in the Soviet 

Occupational Zone (Landes erband der Jüdischen Gemeinden in der  owjetischen 

Besatzungszone) was established in 1947.
76

 The Landesverband held regional offices in 

eight East German cities: Chemnitz, Dresden, East Berlin, Halle, Leipzig, Magdeburg, 

Erfurt, and Schwerin.
77

 Their main task was to re-obtain property for the Jewish 

community which was lost under Nazism. The Landesverband was successful to a small 

extent, recovering one hundred and twenty-two former Jewish properties.
78

 

Furthermore, together with the supporters of Jewish community with the OdF, the 

Landesverband was able to persuade the OdF to categorize the victims of National 

Socialism into two categories, those who were resistance fighters against the Nazis, and 

those persecuted by the Nazis. This preceded a restitution policy which was finally 

passed by the SED on October 5, 1949.
79

 However, this policy did little in supporting 

those who were categorized as victims of National Socialism; rather it focused primarily 

on those who had helped support the communist resistance within Germany. Through 

this restitution law the SED was able to distance itself from the Nazi past thus claiming 

no responsibility for the actions of the former regime. 
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Paul Merker, who was a communist party member in exile in Mexico during the 

Second World War, returned to Berlin in July 1946.
80

 He immediately vocalized his 

support for the Jewish inhabitants of Eastern Germany by offering special recognition 

and restitution to the Jewish victims of Nazism.
81

 In 1947 Merker wrote a letter to the 

Soviet Military Administration in Germany (SMAG) arguing that “anti-Semitism is the 

most pressing concern among Jews in the SBZ.”
82

 He was supported by a number of 

other SED functionaries, many of whom were Jewish themselves, and all of whom 

believed in special recognition for the Jewish victims of National Socialism. These 

supporters included Leon Löwenkopf, Helmut Lehmann, and Leo Zuckermann. These 

men worked closely with their allies in the OdF as well as the VVN which was created 

in February 1947. In January 1948, inspired by laws passed in the Western Occupation 

Zones Merker and Lehmann had actually created a draft for Jewish restitution in the 

SBZ.
83

 This draft was rejected by the Central Committee for a number of reasons, one 

of them being because “today the Soviet Union rejects the idea that the German people 

were responsible for Hitler’s war. It acts on the basis of other principles.”
84

 This is of 

particular importance because it creates the important discontinuity required by the SED 

to avoid the blame committed by its predecessor which was a significant part of the East 

German anti-fascist myth. With the creation of the restitution law on October 5, 1949, 

which hardly supported the East Germany’s Jewish community, Merker and his allies 

were now facing an uphill battle.  

This battle against the dismissing of the Jewish victims of the Holocaust began 

in 1949 with the new restitution laws and continued throughout the early 1950s. Jeffrey 

Herf refers to this time period as “purging cosmopolitanism.”
85

 The source of these 

“anti-cosmopolitan” beliefs originated in the Soviet Union with its leader Joseph Stalin. 

Stalin was a well-known anti-Semite
86

 who firmly believed that there was an 

unbreakable connection between Jews and Western capitalism. This notion was 

extended to the elites within the SED government and soon support for the Jewish 

communities of the GDR or support for the Israeli state become synonymous with 
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cosmopolitanism. If one were to support the Jewish restitution then he was also in 

support of capitalism and American imperialism. This triggered a very unique form of 

anti-Semitism in the GDR which Michael Meng names, “antifascist anti-Semitism.”
87

 

Within a short amount of time these anti-Semitic “cosmopolitan” purges were taking 

place within the SED. A commission was created for the oversight of these purges 

called the Central Party Control Commission (Zentrale Parteikontrollkommission 

ZPKK). The goal of the ZPKK was to rid the party of “spies and saboteurs” and 

“corrupt elements.”
88

 The strongest years of anti-Semitism took place between 1952 and 

1953.
89

 During this time prominent supporters of the SED’s Jewish community were 

purged from the party including Paul Merker. On January 4, 1953 Neues Deutschland, 

the main newspaper of the SED regime, accused Merker of “harboring ties to American 

imperialism and Zionism” and attempting to strengthen his “rich Jewish émigrés.”
90

   

Merker was not alone however. Leo Zuckermann was also purged out of the party and 

forced to resign (and apologize) in a letter written on July 18, 1951.
91

 Throughout the 

rest of his life Zuckermann was followed by the Ministry of State Security (Ministerium 

für  taatssicherheit, commonly referred to as Stasi) because he was suspected of being a 

foreign spy. Julius Meyer and Leon Löwenkopf were also interrogated by ZPKK and 

one week later they decided to flee to West Germany along with 2 other Jewish leaders 

in East Germany.
92

 By January 21, 1953 the New York Times estimated that a quarter of 

the East German Jewish population had fled to West Germany because of the purges.
93

 

Although these purges finally came to an end in the year 1956 they greatly influenced 

the domestic and foreign policy of the SED regime for years to come especially 

regarding the regime’s creation of an anti-fascist master narrative.  

 

5.2 Anti-fascist Master Narrative 

As Uwe Backes demonstrates in his essay titled “Antifaschismus: Anmerkungen zu 

Begriff und Geschichte”
94

, the anti-fascist narrative used by the SED was not a new 
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phenomenon. The roots of the movement unsurprisingly coincided with the rise of 

Benito Mussolini and his fascist regime in Italy.
95

 With the rise of Nazism in Germany 

the anti-fascist movement began to grow in size across Europe and quickly gained the 

support of the government in Moscow. The Communist Party of the Germany (KPD) 

led by Wilhelm Pieck, Walter Ulbricht, Ernst Thälmann,
96

 and many others adopted this 

narrative attempting to place themselves in direct opposition to the Nazi regime. This 

narrative continued as many from the communist party went into exile until the end of 

the Second World War. With the end of the war, the remaining communist leaders 

returned to Berlin still holding the anti-fascist narrative as part of their main ideology.
97

   

The anti-fascist founding myth was adopted quickly but not immediately by 

communists. In a speech given to the Central Committee of the Communist Party on 

June 11, 1945, Walter Ulbricht steers away from the narrative stating that, “all the more 

the awareness and shame must burn in every German person that the German people 

bear a significant part of blame and responsibility for the war and its consequences.”
98

 

However, views like this did not last long as the Communist party became more 

centralized as the months and years progressed. 

Within a very short amount of time this master narrative seeped into all facets of 

everyday life for the citizens of East Germany. Perhaps the clearest representation of 

this comes in the terminology used by the SED to depict the former Hitler Regime. In 

East Germany the word “faschistisch” was the term used almost exclusively by the 

regime to refer to the Nazi times. Therefore, the use of the term anti-fascist was used by 

the SED to place themselves in direct opposition to the former Nazi regime. By placing 

themselves on the polar opposite end of the spectrum of fascism the SED could claim 

no responsibility for the atrocities committed by the preceding regime. In contrast, West 

Germany, which had no official master narrative, had much more diverse and less 

politicized terminology, for example they used the terms: dictatorship, tyranny, or Hitler 
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State.
99

 West Germany did not attempt to hide the fact that they were formerly part of 

the Nazi regime.  

The use of the anti-fascist narrative could be found everywhere in East Germany 

beginning with children’s school books,
100

 films, television shows,
101

 and of course, 

what is most important for my case, in memorial sites. The presence of this narrative in 

the memorial sites is subtle - in most cases - yet noticeable. The most unsubtle and 

noticeable examples of this narrative are found in the largest memorial sites such as 

Buchenwald and Sachsenhausen Concentration Camps. The regime used these sites to 

further their position as fighters against the fascist Nazi regime always trying to place 

themselves as the winners of history. The sites could arguably be classified as 

monuments to the communist victors rather than memorials to the victims of National 

Socialism and because of this the sites were justly criticized by those who experienced 

them.
102

 However, what is of primary interest to me is not the large sites which were 

clearly part of SED manipulation but rather the smaller sites which belonged to the local 

communities. Could these smaller sites escape the attempt to manipulative memory by 

the SED regime? Or were they also part of the master narrative? The answer to these 

questions will come in the analysis chapter of this essay. 

 

5.3 Conclusion 

To conclude the Historical Background chapter of this thesis I would like to re-

emphasize the main points. Firstly, the SED government was not completely unified 

during the early years of the SBZ with regards to the Jewish question. There were many 

supporters of Jewish restitution within the SED but they ended up losing the internal 

struggle for complete Jewish restitution. Moreover, organization such as the OdF and 

VVN were founded with good intentions to support Jewish victims as well as all victims 

of fascism; however, the Jewish support within the organizations was not strong enough 

to combat the fear of “cosmopolitanism” within the regime. Next, the anti-Semitic 

Stalinization period from 1949–1956 was very much present within the SED. Many 

Jewish communist were purged out of the party and many fled the country. This was 
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entirely a top-down phenomenon however. In my analysis, I will see if Stalinization had 

any effect on small scale memorialization. Finally, the anti-fascist narrative created by 

the SED to place itself in direct opposition to the Hitler regime was present in everyday 

life in East Germany. Once again as part of the analysis, I will examine the presence of 

this narrative within the Jewish memorial sites. 
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6. Analysis 

 

The remaining chapters will focus on the analysis of the empirical data acquired during 

the research phase of this project. Because there are a large number of sites, the analysis 

will consists of four separate “tests” based on specific characteristics held by each of the 

memorial sites. The four tests include: the location of sites relative to East German state, 

Locus of memorial sites, time period of construction, and Image of memorials with 

regards to the anti-fascist master narrative. All of these tests will include simple 

statistical comparisons which are controlled through the implementation of my 

typology. This general comparison provides a deeper understanding of the location, 

timeframe, and Image of the memorial sites as a whole; thus allowing for conclusions to 

be made regarding the patterns which appear. However, implementing only a 

quantitative analysis of the data does not provide enough insight into the uniqueness of 

individual memorial sites. Therefore, interwoven within each quantitative analysis are 

qualitative analyses. The inclusion of these qualitative analyses helps to capture a more 

complete picture of the individual sites rather than just a general understanding of trends 

and patterns in the data. Moreover, a qualitative analysis helps explore important factors 

in memorialization such as: the actors involved, the process of erecting the site, and 

specific details regarding the Locus and Image of sites. The goal of this approach is to 

provide the reader with qualitative examples which support the quantitative analyses.  

 Furthermore, one test which was not included in the analysis was a comparison 

between sites erected by grassroots actors and sites erected by the state. The reason for 

this exclusion lies in the fact that there was not enough available data for the proper 

categorization of each memorial site. I was unable to find convincing data regarding the 

actors involved in the construction for twenty three (27%) of all of the memorial sites. 

Therefore, I deemed it un-scientific to pursue a quantitative analysis because I would be 

working with less than 75% of the entire data set. However, it is important to mention 

that I will be referring to a number of sites as grassroots or state built throughout the 

analyses. Those which I have labeled as such have been confirmed to belong to either 

category during the research process. In total there are forty-eight sites which have been 

confirmed to be grassroots while only thirteen built by the state, a list of these sites can 

be found in the appendix. 
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 In addition, it is necessary to clarify different terms which will be used 

throughout the analysis. For example the term, Jewish community of Mecklenburg with 

a lowercase “c” has a different meaning than Jewish Community of Mecklenburg with a 

capital “c”. The former is in regards to all of the Jews living in Mecklenburg while the 

latter is the official community which was responsible for the erection of a number of 

memorial sites. The same logic is applied for all German states and cities (i.e. Jewish 

community of Dresden vs. Jewish Community of Dresden). Moreover, the use of the 

terms memorial site and site will be used interchangeable throughout the analysis. The 

latter refers to the former but is used in order to avoid the constant repetition of the 

word memorial throughout the analyses. Other terms such as Locus and Image have 

been explained in the methodology chapter. 

Finally, the specific methodology for each analysis slightly varies because of 

difficulties in classification. Therefore, the unique methods behind the logic of 

individual tests will be discussed in the corresponding introductions. However, no 

change has been made to the methodological approach discussed in the Methodology 

chapter of the thesis; rather the typology has become more specific. 
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6.1 Sites Based on East German States 

The purpose of examining the memorial sites based on East German state is to gain 

perspective as to the their geographical location. The data provided will allow me to 

find patterns within the geographical layout of East Germany as well as exceptions to 

those patterns. In addition, the data enable me to ask important questions about why 

specific regions tend to be more proactive in constructing memorials sites and other 

regions less proactive. It is well know that East Germany had a very centralized 

government and the SED party held influence in every day affairs in many 

municipalities. Thus one would assume that the building of these memorial sites would 

be uniform throughout the entire country. Or at least, the construction of the memorial 

sites would be dependent on the population of each state. For example, the most 

populous state would be expected to contain the most memorials. I will include 

assumptions similar to these in my analysis and examine why, in many cases, the logical 

assumptions are not supported by the data.  

 Regarding the methodology for this test, the process is very simple and 

straightforward. I will count every memorial site within each state once and at the end 

provide a total number for each state. Each site will be weighted exactly the same; 

therefore a smaller site (like a plaque) will be counted as equal to a larger site (like a 

concentration camp), there will be no exceptions. Furthermore, the boarders of every 

state have remained the same from the time of the creation of the GDR to the present 

day. Therefore, it is not necessary to define the internal political borders of East 

Germany. The only exception to this is the city of Berlin which has since been united 

between the former East and West. However, this does not pose a serious problem to 

test because most memorial sites can be located based on the neighborhood or street 

where they stand. Any memorial located in a former neighborhood or street of East 

Berlin thus will be included in this analysis. The sites in West Berlin will not be 

included in the research. Finally, this analysis will be a bit longer than the other 

analyses because I will be introducing the statistics and special characteristics of each 

state. 
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Number of Sites according to East German State 

East German State Number of Sites 

East Berlin 13 

Brandenburg 14 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania 17 

Saxony 18 

Saxony-Anhalt 11 

Thuringia 11 

 

Source: Author’s Analysis 

 

6.1.1 Observations  

Observing the initial data, one can immediately find a few interesting numbers. Firstly, 

it is not surprising that the state with the highest overall number of memorial sites is 

Saxony because it had the largest overall population. However, the fact that 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania has only one less memorial site than Saxony is quite 

surprising. The population of Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania was significantly lower 

than Saxony, containing only about 1.9 million people in 1985,
103

 and when compared 

to the other 5 regions of East Germany it was the 5th most populous.
104

 One may also be 

surprised to find that East Berlin, which during its existence as the capital of East 

Germany was only half of a city, contains 13 memorial sites. This is more than both 

Thuringia and Saxony-Anhalt although it has less than half of the population. 

Additionally, Brandenburg is less populated than both Thuringia and Saxony-Anhalt yet 

has three more memorial sites than each. Finally, another interesting question to ask is 

where these sites are located in each state. Are they located in the major cities? Or can 

the memorial sites be found in the small towns? These questions as well as the 

aforementioned observations will also be examined during the analysis. 
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6.1.2 Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania 

I will begin my analysis with the state which I find the most interesting Mecklenburg-

Western Pomerania. Located in the north-east corner of the former East Germany, 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania has not been known for its large or especially active 

Jewish population. Similar to all of the Jewish communities in East and West Germany 

after the Second World War the number of Jewish inhabitants was a fraction of its 

former population. They exact number of Jewish survivors is not known, however, 

historian Wolfgang Wilhelmus places the number between 150 and 200 inhabitants in 

1947.
105

 Despite the fact that there a small number of Jewish inhabitants in 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania, it is clear that a large number of memorial sites were 

built to remember the Jewish victims of Nazism. I believe the reason for this was a 

particularly active Jewish Religious Community (Jüdische  eligionsgemeinschaft 

Mecklenburg-Vorpommern). This community was officially established rather late in 

July 1948. In fact, this organization was the last Jewish community in the SBZ to be 

recognized by the Soviet Military Administration.
106

 There were about 100 members of 

the organization upon its creation,
107

 which is quite an impressive number considering it 

is about 50% of the surviving Jewish population of Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania. 

Although, the number of participants within the organization continued to decline over 

time, in 1960 the Community had only 30 members,
108

 we will see that the organization 

was very active across the entire state. 

 The capital city of Schwerin was the center of Mecklenburg’s Jewish life after 

the war, although the Jewish Community consisted of only forty official members in the 

year 1955.
109

 In the city one could find two memorials to the Jewish victims of the 

Holocaust. This is rather incredible considering the fact that only one Jewish person of 

the pre-war community (from a former population of one hundred and fifty one) had 
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survived the Holocaust.
110

 The first memorial was built in the year 1948 and is located 

in the Schwerin Jewish Cemetery. The Locus of a Jewish cemetery is very common for 

the state of Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania. In fact, thirteen of the seventeen 

memorial sites (76%) built in Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania are located in Jewish 

cemeteries. This ratio is significantly higher than any other state. The surroundings 

within the Locus are quite non-descript. Immediately after its creation, the Jewish 

Religious Community of Schwerin began to clean and repair the damage caused to the 

cemetery during the Nazi times. They arranged the gravestones in a semi-circle, 

constructed a wall, laid plants, and of course erected the memorial. The Image of the 

memorial is quite simple. It is a rectangular stone about 1 meter high and a half meter 

across. Inscribed in both Hebrew and German are the words: “To the memory of the 

Jewish Cemetery which fell victim to terror, erected in October 1948.
111

 In addition, 

within the ceremonial hall in the southern part of the cemetery, one can find a plaque 

erected in the same time period which contains a Star of David above the text. The text 

reads: “In honorary memory of the members of the Jewish Community, who fell victim 

to fascist terror.”
112

 The second memorial site in Schwerin can be found at the former 

synagogue of the city of Schwerin. The synagogue was unable to be rebuilt because of a 

lack of a Jewish congregation; however, the small Jewish Religious Community was 

still able to erect the memorial in 1951. Arriving at the site one would not fully 

experience the Locus because the synagogue was completely destroyed during the 

Reich’s Pogrom Night on November 9, 1938 and very little was still remaining. 

Nevertheless one can find the memorial stone on the Schlachterstrasse. The image is 

very simple as well. It is without symbols and contains the text: “Here stood the 

Schwerin Synagogue since 1819. On the Night of Broken Glass 9. 11. 1938 it was 

destroyed. Erected by the Jewish regional community 1951.”
113

 For a Jewish population 

which had shrunk significantly, the Jewish memorialization in the city of Schwerin is 

quite impressive. What is even more impressive is the fact that these memorials were 

not the result of a top-down approach by the government rather it was the small 

surviving Jewish community which erected these two sites. 
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 The accomplishments of the Jewish Community of Mecklenburg-Western 

Pomerania are not limited only to the capital city; the organization was active 

throughout the entire state. In fact, ten of the seventeen Jewish memorial sites in 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania were erected by the Jewish Religious community. 

These sites are scattered all across the state primarily in small towns and villages. The 

Jewish cemetery in the small town of Gnoien is a good example of such a construction. 

In this town there were no surviving Jewish population and the entire former Jewish 

cemetery had been destroyed and left in ruins. Some of the gravestones were even taken 

from the former cemetery and used for road construction.
114

 Nevertheless, in the year 

1970 the Jewish Religious Community of Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania was able to 

obtain permission to erect a small memorial in the city cemetery. Similar to the 

memorial in Schwerin this memorial is very modest. It is simply a large bolder with the 

text: “To the memory of the 6 million dead who were murdered by fascist barbarity only 

because they were Jewish. The dead remind the living.”
115

 Another interesting site in 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania is located in the small town of Ludwigslust. Like the 

majority of Jewish memorial sites in Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania it is located in a 

cemetery and was constructed by the Jewish Community of Mecklenburg-Western 

Pomerania. Although, the site is once again very humble and the memorial small, the 

language used in text of the memorial is quite fascinating especially compared to the 

previous site. The text reads: “At this place one finds the cemetery of the Jewish 

community of Ludwiglust. Fascist Hordes destroyed this resting place…”
116

 Both of 

these sites were built by the small Jewish communities yet both contain typical language 

used by the SED regime, specifically “fascist barbarity” and “fascist hordes.” This use 

of language will be examined further in the test called “Sites containing Anti-fascist 

Master Narrative.” 

 Although the Jewish Religious Community was incredibly active across 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania, they did not construct every site in Mecklenburg-

Western Pomerania. Another interesting site in Mecklenburg can be found in the town 

of Bützow’s Jewish Cemetery which was bought by the Christian church in 1955. About 

thirty years later in 1986, the church erected two plaques in the cemetery to remember 
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the Jewish victims Nazism.
117

 The church community continued to care for the 

graveyard. Although, this memorial was not erected by the Jewish community it was a 

grassroots effort, the initiative by the small communities of Mecklenburg-Western 

Pomerania was quite remarkable and should be recognized. 

 

6.1.3 Saxony 

For the remaining regions of East Germany I will try to be a bit more brief, beginning in 

Saxony the most populous state in both Jewish memorial sites and inhabitants. In 

contrast to Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania which contains memorial sites dispersed 

across smaller towns erected primarily by one organization, Saxony has many of its 

memorial sites centralized into the larger cities which were built by many organization. 

The three largest cities in Saxony (Dresden, Leipzig, and Chemnitz)
118

 hold six of the 

eighteen (33%) memorial sites. However, this centralization is not so surprising 

considering the fact that all three of these cities had officially re-established there 

Jewish Communities.
119

  

Dresden the capital city of Saxony alone had three memorial sites. The most 

notable site in Dresden was built at the former Synagogue of the city.
120

 Although the 

Locus of the memorial site is quite typical, the Image is a bit more unique than the 

average memorial. Erected by Friedemann Döhner in 1975 in celebration of the 30
th

 

anniversary from the end of Nazism
121

 and commissioned by the Jewish community of 

Dresden, the memorial is in the shape of a menorah. However, the menorah has six arms 

rather than the seven arms typically found on a menorah as the six arms symbolize the 

six million Jews murdered during the Holocaust. On the foot of the Menorah one can 

find an inscription remembering the victims of Nazism: “To the eternal memory of the 

victims of fascism… On November 9, 1938 destroyed by the fascist.”
122

 As Bill Niven 

points out, although the site was built for the Jewish community it does not specifically 

remember the Jewish population, rather the general term “victim of fascism” is used,
123
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this is yet another example of the SED’s antifascist master narrative influencing 

memorialization.  

 Outside of the three largest cities of Saxony one can still find many more 

monuments for the Jewish victims of Nazism. The majority of the sites have a similar 

Locus either in a Jewish Cemetery or at the site of a former synagogue. There are a few 

exceptions, however. One interesting memorial stands in the city cemetery of Treuen. It 

remembers a group of nine unnamed Jewish women who were murdered by the Nazis 

during a death march departing from the Groß-Rosen Concentration Camp. It is 

unknown who collected the bodies and buried them in the city cemetery but it is known 

that the memorial was erected for these nine victims in the year 1947. The Image of the 

memorial includes a Star of David and the text remembers the nine Jewish women 

specifically.
124

 In addition, the text does not include any antifascist language used by the 

SED making this site unique because it stands on city property. An explanation for this 

lack of anti-fascist symbolism can be explained by the year the site was built. In 1947 

there were still internal struggles within the SED about how Jewish victims should be 

remembered and the anti-fascist master narrative had not yet been fully implemented. 

Therefore, a small municipality like Treuen was able to remember these Jewish women 

in the way they wanted rather than being influence by the SED elite. 

6.1.4 Thuringia 

Similar to Saxony, and perhaps even more extreme, the state of Thuringia appeared to 

have a very centralized approach to Jewish memorialization. As a whole the Jewish 

population of Thuringia suffered terribly during the Second World War. Returning to 

Thuringia were about 527 Jewish survivors many of whom came from Terezin 

Concentration Camp or the regions surrounding the city of Breslau (Wroclaw in 

Polish).
125

 Of those surviving members about fifteen went to the capitol city Erfurt and 

in the next year, together with the help of other smaller cities, the Jewish Community of 

Thuringia was founded there.
126

 This small Jewish community of Erfurt with 112 

members in 1955 quickly became the most active of all cities included in the Jewish 

Community of Thuringia. 
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In fact, in terms of constructing memorial sites, which remember Nazi anti-

Semitism, the Erfurt Jewish community was arguably the most active of all the cities in 

East Germany, with the exception of East Berlin. Additionally the monuments in the 

city of Erfurt account for 36% (4 of 11) of all memorial sites built in Thuringia. The 

community was immediately active; on September 21, 1947 they erected a memorial in 

the Jewish cemetery of Erfurt. This memorial includes the Star of David, a menorah, 

and writing in Hebrew. Five years later on October 31, 1952 the Jewish community led 

by Rabbi Max Cars celebrated the construction of a new synagogue, which was built in 

the place of the destroyed main synagogue for the city of Erfurt. This was the only new 

synagogue erected during the entire GDR time. A large portion of the funding (290,000 

marks) for the synagogue was provided by the GDR’s Main Division for Church 

Liaison whose director Otto Nuschke was very sympathetic towards Erfurt’s Jewish 

community.
127

 Inside the synagogue one could find a plaque remembering the 

destruction of the former synagogue by the Nazis during the Reich’s Pogrom Night.
128

 

Although this was a tremendous accomplishment by the local Jewish Community, the 

erection of memorial sites within Erfurt seemed to have stopped after this point in time. 

Many East German Jews were immigrating to West Germany or resettling in the new 

state of Israel. Overall, the official members of the Jewish community of Thuringia 

decreased by 36% in the early 1950s.
129

 However, in the early 1980s the community 

appeared to be revitalized. In 1983 a memorial was erected in the Humboldt School 

which remembered Jewish students who were taken from the school and brought to 

Buchenwald concentration camp. The next year the state constructed a large memorial 

site for all of the victims of Nazism. Within the memorial, Jewish victims received 

special recognition. The received their own Stele and plaque remembering the 850 

murdered Jews of the community.
130

 

 The Jewish Community of Thuringia also had influence in other regions of 

Thuringia. The organization was also represented by its Jewish community in the city of 

Eisenach where a memorial to the city’s destroyed synagogue was erected in 1947 with 

the help of Rabbi Joachim Freiburg from Magdeburg.
131

 In addition, the Jewish 
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Community of Thuringia influenced the cities of Jena and Mühlhausen, although they 

were not active in building memorials in either city. Jena never built a memorial to its 

Jewish population until the year 1988. Mühlhausen on the other hand built a memorial 

on September 10, 1985; however it appears that it was erected by the city instead of the 

Jewish community. Nevertheless, the memorial has quite a powerful Image as it was 

placed on a destroyed archway of the former home of Jewish inhabitants.  

 Perhaps the most interesting observation with regards to Thuringia is that 

throughout the entire state there appears to be two periods of memorial building. The 

first period is directly after the war, between the years 1947 and 52, when 4 of the 

regions 11 memorials were built. The second period is in the early 1980s, between the 

years 1983 and 1986, when 6 of the 11 memorials were erected. In the years between 

these periods the only memorial built was in the former concentration camp of 

Buchenwald, which was clearly a top-down approach as the SED used the site to further 

its anti-fascist master narrative. This leads to the question, what happened to the local 

Jewish communities during these years? Why are they not as engaged as the proceeding 

period and the succeeding period? Unfortunately, I do not have a definitive answer to 

this question. One logical theory is that the Jewish community of Thuringia was heavily 

influenced by the Stalinist purges in the early 1950s. As mentioned above 36% of the 

Jewish community left seemingly as a result of these purges. The remaining community 

perhaps lost their inspiration towards the importance of memorialization as a result of 

the purges and immigration. Thus the erection of monuments was nonexistent during 

the 1960s and 1970s. In the 1980s one notices that the majority of the sites (4 of 6) were 

built with the help of the local governments. It is likely that the Jewish communities 

were apprehensive until the government became more active in memorialization. 

 

6.1.5 Saxony-Anhalt 

Sharing the lowest number of Jewish memorial sites with Thuringia is the state of 

Saxony-Anhalt. Similar to all of Germany the Jewish population suffered immensely 

during the war. After the war came to an end the once prosperous Jewish community of 

Saxony-Anhalt whose population was 6,232 people in 1933 had shrunk to only 435 

people by October of 1946.
132

 Prior to the rise of Hitler as Chancellor of Germany there 
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were more than 30 different official Jewish communities within Sachsen-Anhalt. After 

the war only two communities were able to reestablish themselves, one in the capitol 

city of Magdeburg, and the other in region’s largest city Halle.
133

 Both communities 

were formed in the year 1947. Although Magdeburg was the capitol city, Halle 

appeared to be the more influential city for its Jewish population. In the city there were 

50 members active in the Jewish community and in the year 1952 it became the Seat for 

the Association of the Jewish Community in the GDR (Sitz des Verbandes der 

Jüdischen Gemeinde in der DDR).
134

 As the name suggests this honor was not just for 

the state of Saxony-Anhalt, it included the entire country with the exception of East 

Berlin. Thus for a ten year period, 1952-1962,
135

 Halle was the one of the most 

influential cities for the GDR’s Jewish community.  

The importance of Halle to the Jewish community is not entirely reflected in 

memorialization, however. There were two memorials for the Jewish victims of Nazism 

both erected, surprisingly, after it was no longer the Seat for the Association of the 

Jewish Community in the GDR. The first memorial was a grassroots movement by the 

local Jewish Community, who erected the memorial at the site of the former Halle New 

Synagogue in 1965.
136

 The Locus of the site is quite powerful as it includes the remains 

of the entrance to the destroyed synagogue. Four years later on the 31
st
 anniversary of 

the Reich’s Pogrom Night, a memorial was built in the New Jewish Cemetery in Halle. 

The memorial site is quite simple. The Image includes the Star of David and the text 

reads: “The victims of fascism urge towards world peace.”
137

 It is once again interesting 

to note that even in the Jewish cemetery in a city with such a large Jewish population, 

Jews were not remembered as special victims. Instead it appears they were once again 

classified as being one large group of victims of fascism. 

Another interesting phenomenon which happened in Saxony-Anhalt but not the 

other East German states prior to the year 1988 was the imprint of the state of East 

Germany in the texts of the monuments. In two sites remembering Jewish victims one 

can find the words “Erected by the German Democratic Republic” at the end of the text. 

Both sites are located in Jewish cemeteries and both sites were built in the 1960s. The 
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first site is located in the town of Gommern and was erected using government grants. 

The full text reads: “The dead reminds us! In memory of the Jewish victims, who 

through fascist terror were murdered under unspeakable suffering. Erected by the 

German Democratic Republic.”
138

 The other monument was constructed in the town of 

Kroppenstedt. Similar to the memorial in Gommern this memorial has a very humble 

Locus and Image. In the Jewish Cemetery stands a stone which states: “The Jewish 

Cemetery of Kroppenstedt. Destroyed through Nazi terror. Reconstructed by the 

German Democratic Republic.”
139

 These sites are especially interesting because they 

were built by the SED regime and they clearly remember the Jewish victims of fascism 

specifically. In addition, although the former includes anti-fascist terminology, which I 

will address later, the latter includes no anti-fascist language which was present in the 

majority of the Jewish memorial sites. Furthermore, as mentioned above, the phrase 

“erected (or reconstructed) by the German Democratic Republic” can be found in many 

sites built in the year 1988 when the GDR had officially changed its narrative regarding 

the remembrance of the Jewish victims of the Holocaust. Thus, these sites can be 

considered ahead of their time. 

Excluding the city of Halle memorialization in Saxony-Anhalt was quite spread 

out. Although, many general memorials were built in the city of Magdeburg none of the 

sites fit into my typology as remembering Jewish victims of Nazism. The remaining 

memorials were dispersed across the smaller towns and villages of the state. In the town 

of Weissenfels perhaps the earliest site in the collection was erected. A Jewish survivor 

by the name of Max Wolfson engraved the names of the Jewish victims of Weissenfels 

on a stone in the local city cemetery. On the other side of the stone he remembered the 

Russian and Hungarian Jewish victims of the Nazis: “A reminder for future generations. 

Here rests 229 Russian and Hungarians Jews, beaten to death in Buchenwald.”
140
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6.1.6 Brandenburg 

In the state of Brandenburg there were only about 424 Jewish survivors and essentially 

no attempts to establish an organized Jewish community within the state.
141

 During the 

early years of East German “restitution” Brandenburg received the fewest number of 

returned properties (only 4) of all the East German states.
142

 In the capitol and largest 

city of Potsdam, which once had a thriving Jewish community of about 600 people prior 

to the arrival of Nazism, the return of its former Jewish inhabitants was incredibly 

sparse. One of the survivors by the name of Theodor Goldstein was essentially the only 

active Jewish survivor attempting to establish a community. He, however, was 

unsuccessful and eventually joined the large Jewish community of Schwerin.
143

 Despite 

little participation buy a central Jewish organization, Brandenburg still had the third 

largest number of memorials erected of the 6 East German regions. Therefore, there 

must have been some other influence in the construction of the sites. This influence 

does not appear to come from one specific actor, rather there appears to be a number of 

contributors in the construction of the Jewish memorial sites. 

One of the actors involved was the aforementioned Association for those 

persecuted by the Nazi regime or VVN. The goal of the VVN was to collect and return 

property to those who had lost it to the Nazi Regime. As mentioned earlier, the VVN 

was not entirely effective in returning lost property to Jewish victims nor were they 

particularly active in Jewish memorialization, however, in the city of Lübben we find an 

exception. In the year 1951 members of the VVN discovered previously unnoticed 

Jewish writing on the pavement of the cemetery. This discovery inspired the 

organization to erect a monument in remembrance of the former Jewish community of 

Lübben.
144

 Four years later the VVN had successfully erected the memorial. The Locus 

of this site is quite powerful because it was placed amongst the ruins of the former 

cemetery and synagogue. The Image is in the form of a cube and is inscribed with a Star 

of David. The text of the memorial urges the viewer to: “remember the million 

murdered people of all nations, who were victims of fascist terror.”
145

 Once again, the 

                                                 

141
 Moses Mendelssohn Zentrum, “Synagogen in Brandenburg”, April 30, 2016,  

http://www.uni-potsdam.de/synagogen-in-brandenburg/geschichte.php. 
142

 Angelika Timm, Hammer, Zirkel, Davidstern, 70. 
143

 Ursula Homann, “Juden in Brandenburg: Geschichte und Gegenwart”, 

http://www.ursulahomann.de/JudenInBrandenburg/komplett.html. 
144

 Stefanie Endlich, Gedenkstätten, 310. 
145

 Ibid., 310. Gedenkt der Millionen / ermordeter Menschen aller Nationen, / die Opfer des faschistichen 

/ Terrors wurden. 



   

 

48 

  

Jewish victims are not specially recognized in their own cemetery. Another interesting 

example of outside actors building a memorial site in Brandenburg is in the city of 

Lychen. The builders of the site were the Jewish community of Mecklenburg. As 

mentioned above the Mecklenburg Jewish community was incredibly active for such a 

small community and state. They were so influential that they were able to construct a 

memorial site in the neighboring state of Brandenburg in the year 1970. The Locus of 

the site, once again, is located in a Jewish Cemetery; however all of the gravestones 

have been removed. Standing alone is the memorial, which is a boulder with a plaque 

on it. The plaque reads: “In memory of the Jewish people who rest here, whose graves 

were defiled by the fascist 1938-45. The dead remind us!”
146

 In addition to these two 

organizations, the church community was active in building a memorial site in the town 

of Günterberg in 1964. Also city and state were active, for example the memorial site in 

Wittstock was erected by the city of Wittstock in 1952 and at the site of the former 

concentration camp of Sachsenhausen a very large memorial was built to remember all 

victims of fascism.  

 

6.1.7 East Berlin 

 In East Berlin the life for all citizens of the city ceased to return to normal after the war 

as it was partitioned between the victorious countries into four separate occupational 

zones. For the returning Jews of Berlin, the re-establishment of the official Berlin 

Jewish community happened a year after war’s end in the year 1946 under the new head 

of the community Hans-Erich Fabian.
147

 This organization included the whole of Berlin 

not only East Berlin. Even with the official founding of two separate countries (East 

Germany and West Germany) in 1949 the Berlin Jewish community remained as one 

entity for a short time. In the year 1953, however, the existence of a single community 

was no longer feasible and the West Berlin and East Berlin communities were 

created.
148

 Directly after the war there were approximately 7,100 surviving Jews across 

the whole of Berlin, of which 2,500 lived in East Berlin.
149

 Compared to other cities this 

is quite a large number of Jewish inhabitants especially considering the fact that East 
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Berlin had the smallest number of overall inhabitants of all the East German states. 

Thus the fact that East Berlin has the fourth largest number of monuments is no surprise 

despite its small size.  

Because Berlin was the center for Jewish life in Germany for centuries, one can 

find a number of important historical Jewish sites. The first significant Jewish site 

rebuilt after the end of World War II in East-Berlin was the Old Jewish Cemetery 

located on the Große Hamburger Street. This historic cemetery founded in the year 1672 

is Berlin’s oldest Jewish cemetery. Buried inside is perhaps Berlin’s most famous Jew, 

Moses Mendelssohn. In 1948 the Jewish community of East Berlin was able to re-

acquire the cemetery as part of East German restitution. In addition, the community 

erected a modest memorial to remember the cemeteries destruction by the Nazis.
150

 The 

Locus of the site is rather simplistic because the cemetery was cleaned and restored 

immediately by the Jewish community. The Image is a black polished plaque with 

golden writing in both German and Hebrew. The plaque reads: “The oldest Jewish 

burial site of the Jewish community in Berlin, which was used from the year 1672 until 

the year 1827 and in 1943 was destroyed by the command of the Gestapo.”
151

 This 

simple memorial was later used as “evidence” of the SED’s favorable attitude towards 

its Jewish inhabitants in an exhibition held months before the opening of the 

Sachsenhausen Concentration Camp.
152

    

Another Jewish cemetery used in this exhibition was the Weissensee Cemetery. 

This was the largest Jewish cemetery in all of Berlin and also one of the most famous 

cemeteries in all of Europe.
153

 Similar to the cemetery on Große Hamburger Street one 

can find many famous members of Berlin’s former Jewish community buried here. In 

addition, three days after the end of the Second World War in Europe (May 8, 1945) the 

Jewish community of Berlin celebrated its first official service in many years at this 

cemetery.
154

 Needless to say, when the cemetery was returned to Berlin’s Jewish 

community repair and reconstruction began immediately. In 1953 the community 

constructed a couple of memorials dedicated to the Jewish victims of Nazism in the 

cemetery. The more impressive of the two monuments stands near the main entrance of 
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the cemetery and is made of black granite stone. The back of the stone listed the names 

of the concentration camps where many Jews perished. On the front under the Star of 

David and written in both German and Hebrew the text reads: “Forever remember what 

happened to us. Dedicated to the memory of our murdered brothers and sisters 1933-

1945…”
155

 It’s notable to point out that although this memorial site was highly 

politicized there was no antifascist narrative. However, the second memorial built in the 

same year remembers Herbert Baum who was a Jewish communist who died in the “war 

against fascism.”
156

 Therefore, it cannot be claimed that this cemetery escaped the 

influence of the regimes anti-fascist master narrative.  

 

6.1.8 Conclusion 

Based on the analysis of the geography of the memorial sites, several patterns were 

notable.  First the small Jewish Communities had a large influence in the construction of 

memorial sites throughout East Berlin. The best example of this is the Jewish 

Community of Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania which had a community so active they 

built ten sites in their own state as well as one in the state of Brandenburg. Second, 

population is not an indicator of how many sites were built. Although, this logic holds 

true to the most populace state of Saxony it does not apply to the other states. Third, 

surviving Jewish population is not the best indicator either. If this were the case, East 

Berlin would have held the largest number of memorials. Finally, although many of the 

memorial sites were built in the GDR’s largest cities, many more were constructed in 

the small towns and villages of the GDR. The activity of these small municipalities is 

quite notable. 
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6.2 Locus of Sites  

The goal of the next test is to separate the memorial sites based on their location. 

Although the sites are distributed across all six of the East German states and were built 

in different time periods, the specific locations (Locus) of the sites are very similar. The 

Locus can be, for example, a Jewish cemetery, a synagogue, or the former home of a 

Jewish resident, among other possibilities. In total I have compiled seven separate 

distinct locations. This test is important because it will allow me to examine the Locus 

of sites as they relate to the actors who built them. To be more specific, a Jewish 

community who would like to build a memorial site in a city cemetery would have to 

obtain different permission than building a memorial on Jewish property. In contrast, it 

is equally interesting when non-Jewish actors initiate a campaign to erect a memorial in 

a Jewish cemetery because this implies, first that a Jewish community has ceased to 

exist in this city/town, and second that there are non-Jewish actors interested in Jewish 

memorialization. In addition, I will be able to test if the different states of East Germany 

tend to erect their memorials in a specific location, as well as if there is a correlation 

between a location and a particular time period.  

 Similar to the previous test, the methodology used in this analysis will be rather 

simple. The test includes my complete data set (all eighty-four sites) because there are 

no doubts as to their Locus, meaning the immediate surroundings of the sites are well 

known and documented. However, the problem with the methodology comes in the 

different classifications of each Locus. For example, how should I classify a memorial 

which has been built at the location of former Nazi Death march, where victims were 

shot because they had fallen to the ground? Or a school which was attended by many 

Jewish students? In order to accomplish this, I had to create broader definitions for the 

sites. Thus, as one Locus category I use the term “Site of Nazi Murder” which includes 

not only the death marches but also concentration camps. Another Locus category is 

labeled “Former Residence or School.” These are included together because these were 

locations of every day activity for the Jewish inhabitants. Regarding the difference 

between a “Jewish Cemetery” and “City Cemetery”, the former Locus is a cemetery 

which belongs to a Jewish community either before or after Nazism, while the latter is 

located on public property. However, the “City Cemeteries” are not included in the 

category “Public Property.” Rather this category includes all public land outside of the 

cemeteries. The remaining two Locus categories: “Synagogue” and “Church Property” 
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are straightforward; however I will need to clarify two specific sites. The memorial sites 

in Güntherburg and Bützow are both located in former Jewish cemeteries; however they 

memorial was constructed by the local churches. I have decided to include them in the 

“Jewish Cemetery”, category because for this specific test the Locus of the site is of 

most importance than the actors involved.  

 

Locus of Sites 

 

Source: Author’s Analysis 

6.2.1 Observations 

At first glance it is very clear that the preferred place to erect a Jewish memorial was in 

a former Jewish Cemetery. In fact, a cemetery as a Locus almost quadruples the next 

highest location which is former synagogues; therefore I believe it is important to focus 

a specific portion of this section dedicated to strictly the cemeteries. Furthermore, the 

next three sites – synagogues, city cemeteries, and former residence/schools – each 

account for approximately one eight of the total data set. Although, they were not nearly 

as favored as a location as Jewish cemeteries, the sites were commonly used as it relates 

to the remaining data. Because of these similarities I will examine these three locations 

together. Finally, the three final sites although low in number are still very intriguing. 

The fact that Jewish memorial sites existed on public property outside of cemeteries can 

tell us about the role of the cities in Jewish memorialization. In addition, local churches 

taking the initiative in Jewish memorialization can help explain the role of civil society 

in the process. Finally, sites of Nazi murder, although a broad category, has many 
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fascinating sites as well. Simply because the sites are the three least preferred locations, 

they will be examined last. 

 

6.2.2 Jewish Cemeteries 

Before examining the specific sites, it is perhaps interesting to explore why a Jewish 

cemetery is such an attractive location to build a monument. The first and most evident 

reason is that for thousands of years the cemetery has been a place where we as humans 

have mourned our dead. Over the course of social evolution the tradition of 

remembering family or friends, who have passed away, through a small memorial in a 

cemetery has become quite natural. This has even held true when the person’s or 

persons’ body/bodies was unattainable, as is the case with many of the sites in this 

thesis. In addition, the case of the GDR provided even more incentive to build 

memorials within the Jewish cemeteries because of the restitution policies of the 

regime. With many limitations, already discussed in the historical background, the 

Jewish communities were able to re-acquire few formerly held properties, the vast 

majority of which were cemeteries and synagogues. They were unable to acquire former 

homes of Jewish inhabitants and other buildings like Jewish hospitals or schools.
157

 

Therefore, the reasons behind using these locations for the Locus of a memorial were 

quite logical as the communities had no other property.  

 Examining the data of the cemetery sites the first noticeable point is the large 

number of sites constructed in Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania. Twelve of the 

seventeen (70%) memorial sites in Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania are located in 

Jewish cemeteries. Although this may initially appear surprising, it is not when the 

actors involved are further examined. As mentioned in the first test, “Sites Based on 

East German State”, the Jewish communities in Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania were 

incredibly active throughout the entire state. This activity was not only concentrated in 

the main city of Mecklenburgs’s Jewish community, Schwerin, but also extended to the 

small towns and villages which once had Jewish communities as well as cemeteries. In 

fact, every memorial erected in a Jewish cemetery is located in a different town within 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania. It appears that through acquisition or obtaining 

permission the Schwerin Jewish community was able to construct small memorials in 
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these former cemeteries at a much more consistent rate than other communities. Mirow 

is a typical example of a memorial constructed by the Mecklenburg Jewish community. 

In the town there were no Jewish survivors of the Holocaust; however the town’s Jewish 

cemetery was in ruins. At the end of the 1950s the Jewish Community of Mecklenburg 

was able to clean and care for the cemetery and erect a simple memorial which reads: 

“In memory of the Jewish victims of fascism”.
158

 These small acts of building and 

caring for Jewish cemeteries across their entire state highlights the unique role the 

Jewish Community of Mecklenburg played in memorialization. 

 The remaining Jewish cemetery sites are well dispersed across former East 

Germany. Brandenburg, with nine sites, is the state with the next highest number of 

memorial sites located in Jewish cemeteries. Brandenburg is of particular interest 

because of the influence of outside actors, i.e. non-Brandenburg Jews, in building these 

memorial sites. For example the memorial located in the Jewish cemetery in the town of 

Günterberg was erected by the local church community. Interestingly the Image of this 

site includes text in both Hebrew and German.
159

 Other sites influenced by outside 

actors include: the Jewish cemetery in the town of Lychen constructed by the 

Mecklenburg Jewish Community, the memorial in the town of Lübben erected by the 

VVN, and the memorials in the towns of Wittstock and Brandenburg an der Havel 

erected by the local municipalities. The third largest number of memorials located in 

Jewish cemeteries is in the state of Saxony with six. The most noticeable trait regarding 

these sites is that they seem to all be located in the largest cities of Saxony, Dresden, 

Leipzig, Görlitz, Chemnitz, Bautzen, and Zittau. This is in stark contrast to 

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania where the sites were mostly spread out across the 

smaller towns. East Berlin and Saxony-Anhalt both contain four memorials located in 

Jewish cemeteries. For East-Berlin it is impossible for this number to get any higher as 

there were only four Jewish cemeteries in the entire half city. This one hundred percent 

memorial construction rate for Jewish cemeteries should perhaps come as no surprise as 

the Jewish community in East Berlin was able to reacquire these four properties.
160

   In, 

Saxony-Anhalt, the only interesting trend that appears is that all of the memorials 

erected in Jewish cemeteries were constructed in the 1960s. In addition, two of the sites 

(Gommern and Kroppenstedt) were erected by government actors. Finally, Thuringia 
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with only three sites has the lowest number of memorials located in Jewish cemeteries. 

Two of the memorials are in the large cities of Erfurt and Weimar and the third site is 

located in the city of Suhl. 

 

6.2.3 City Cemeteries, Synagogues, and Former Residences and 

Schools 

About forty percent of the Jewish memorial sites were erected in either synagogues, city 

cemeteries, former residences or schools. As mentioned above these sites have been 

grouped together simply because of their statistical similarities. The most interesting 

Locus of these three is the sites built in former residences and schools. Examining the 

data, one will find that a disproportional number of sites (seven of eleven) located in 

former residences can be found in the city of East-Berlin. Perhaps this is of little 

surprise considering Berlin was the center of Jewish life throughout all of Germany 

prior to the rise of Nazism with a population of about 72,700 in 1933.
161

 In addition, the 

largest Jewish communities were located in the future East-German part of the city, 

including the Weissensee district and the Mitte district. Thus many of the surviving Jews 

returned to this part of the city after the end of the war in Europe. Finally, a limited 

number of sites could be erected in East Berlin simply because of the lack of space as it 

was just half of a city. Therefore, a smaller Locus in the form of residences were logical 

ways to express remembrance. Of the seven sites a few are of particular interests. Two 

memorials, both located on the Berliner Allee in the Weissensee district of Berlin can be 

found on the side of buildings number 62 and 73. Both memorials contain the same 

Image; a Star of David and a red triangle
162

 as well as the same text
163

 which reads: “In 

this house 7 Jewish families were deported and murdered by the Fascists in 

extermination camps. Never forget!”
164

 It is unclear why these families were 

remembered and who erected the memorials but it is known that they were placed prior 

to the year 1965. A similar site can be found in Berlin-Mitte on Zionskrchstraße 4. This 

memorial was erected sometime before the year 1952 and is located at the former 
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residence of a woman named Betty Hirsch.
165

 The Image consists of a plaque with a text 

remembering Betty Hirsch and her two children. The plaque also includes the 

deportation date of the family. In addition to the seven memorials in East Berlin, there 

are four more sites located in either a former residence or school. Two of the sites are 

located in the state of Thuringia, one site in Saxony and one in Mecklenburg-Western 

Pomerania. The most intriguing of these four memorials can be found at the Humboldt 

School in Erfurt. This site was erected in 1983 presumably by the city of Erfurt. It 

remembers two hundred Jewish citizens of the town who, during the Reich’s Pogrom 

Night, were forced to gather at the school and harassed by the Nazis.
166

 All of the 

victims were later sent to Buchenwald Concentration Camp. 

 Continuing on to the sites located at a former synagogue, one notices the 

immediate trend that the memorials are evenly dispersed throughout the six East 

German states. Four of the six states have two memorial sites located on former or 

existing synagogues while Thuringia has three sites and Mecklenburg just one. The 

logic behind using a synagogue as the Locus for a memorial is very similar to that of a 

Jewish cemetery in that, these buildings were often restituted to the Jewish 

communities. However, memorialization of these buildings was much lower than of 

cemeteries. I believe there are two reasons for this. First, as mentioned above cemeteries 

are the natural place for people to mourn their dead, if only one memorial is to be built 

the cemetery is the logical location. Second, many of these synagogues were in 

complete ruins after the war and the Jewish community did not have the funds or the 

political influence to reconstruct them. In some cases a memorial in its place would 

suffice, however in most cases the site was unfortunately torn down or forgotten about. 

An example of this phenomenon is perhaps the most significant synagogue in all of 

Germany, the New Synagogue of Berlin. This synagogue, located in the East Berlin 

neighborhood of Mitte was the center of Berlin’s Jewish life from the time of its 

construction in 1866 until its destruction by the Nazis during the Pogrom Night in 1938. 

Throughout the GDR times the Jewish Community of Berlin petitioned the SED regime 

four times 1961, 1965, 1975, and 1981 for the reconstruction of this building; however, 

their requests were always in vain.
167

 Nevertheless, in 1966 to celebrate the 100
th
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anniversary of the construct of the synagogue the Jewish community of Berlin was able 

to construct a memorial at this location. The Locus was quite powerful as the façade 

along with the ruins of the former synagogue, as per request by the Jewish community, 

were still standing.
168

 The Image of the site contained a Star of David and the text 

remembered the synagogue’s destruction by the Nazis, as well as further destruction by 

allied bombing raids. Moreover, one notices by reading the text quite a strong ant-

fascist master narrative.
169

 The memorial site was later altered when the SED finally 

allowed for the reconstruction of the synagogue in 1988. 

 Similar to former residences and schools, city cemeteries account for eleven of 

the eighty four memorial sites. A city cemetery is a significant Locus for a Jewish 

memorial site because it infers that the local municipalities played an important role in 

the erection of the site. Overlooking the sites one notices that eight of these eleven 

memorials were erected in both Saxony (5) and Mecklenburg (3). One memorial in 

Saxon city cemeteries is particular intriguing. It is located in the cemetery in the town of 

Falkenstein which was erected in the early 1950s by the town. The Image includes both 

a Star of David and a large red triangle. The text in Hebrew reads: “In memory of the 65 

murdered Jewish comrades from Falkenstein.”
170

 The site is interesting because it 

clearly contains anti-fascist symbols and words used by the regime yet it is written in 

Hebrew, so only a small number of viewers can experience it fully. Thus it is the perfect 

example of the city struggling to remember Jewish victims yet at the same time 

applying the anti-fascist narrative of the regime. In Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania, 

one notices that two of the three memorials located in city cemeteries were placed there 

by the Jewish community of Mecklenburg. Once again demonstrating how active this 

community was. Finally, the remaining three sites located in Gera (Thuringia), 

Neuseddin (Brandenburg), and Weissenfels (Saxony-Anhalt) were all erected in the late 

1940s. This is perhaps true because no master narrative was firmly in place in East 

Germany by this time period; therefore small municipalities had more freedom in the 

process of memorial construction. 
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6.2.4 Public Property, Church Property, and Sites of Nazi Murder 

The last Locus of sites to examine include memorials built in Christian churches, sites 

of Nazi murder, and public property (excluding city cemeteries). Once again they have 

been grouped together simply because they are the least popular Locus for Jewish 

memorial sites, together accounting for only 14% of all Locus sites. This analysis will 

begin with the Locus with the most number of memorials, sites of Nazi murder. The two 

most well know of these sites are the former Nazi concentration camps of Buchenwald 

and Sachsenhausen. Because of the uniqueness of these sites for SED propaganda, they 

will be completely analyzed in the final test “Sites Containing Anti-fascist Master 

Narrative” section of this analysis. Thus there are just four sites, located in Zernitz, 

Großzöbern, Salzenforst, and Farsleben, remaining in this category. Two of the sites 

(Großzöbern and Zernitz) remember prisoners who died in train transport while the 

other two (Salzenforst and Farsleben) remember victims who died during the Nazi death 

marches. Therefore I have chosen one of each type to provide a sample of these sites. 

The memorial in Großzöbern, Saxony is located on the outskirts of the town and 

contains the bodies of five Jewish prisoners who were murdered by the Nazis. The 

forest ranger of the town encountered the bodies and along with two prisoners of war 

buried the prisoners in this location.
171

 A memorial was erected in memory of these five 

victims; however, it is not known exactly when, only that it was erected prior to 1974.
172

 

The Image of the memorial includes the Star of David and Hebrew writing. The text 

remembers the five nameless victims and contains no anti-fascist narrative.
173

 Since the 

erection of the memorial, a man by the name of Arthur Diesner has cared for both the 

memorial and the area surrounding it. The next site located in Salzenforst, also in 

Saxony, was erected by the Jewish community of Dresden in 1948. The Image of the 

site is quite large (approximately 1.5 meters high and 1 meter wide) considering it is a 

grassroots operation and is placed in the middle of the forest. Moreover, the Image 

includes a menorah as well as a red triangle.
174

 The memorial remembers the forty three 

Jews prisoners who were shot dead at this spot during a death march from Auschwitz to 

Buchenwald concentration camp.
175
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 Memorials which are located on the property of Christian churches are the next 

Locus. There are only four of these sites however, as mentioned above, two more sites 

exist in Güntherburg and Bützow which were constructed by members of the church but 

contain a different Locus. Including these two sites the Christian churches were 

responsible for 7% of the Jewish memorial sites, a small yet still significant number. 

These sites are of importance because it demonstrates how actors in civil society outside 

of the Jewish community were active in Jewish memorialization. As Bill Niven explains 

there were multiple attempts by the church communities of the GDR to challenge the 

master narrative of the SED regime.
176

 Of the four sites, two are located in Saxony 

(Rennersdorf and Jößnitz) and two are located in Saxony-Anhalt (Halberstadt and 

Eisleben); therefore, I will examine one site from each state to provide a sampling of 

these sites. The small burial site in the town of Rennersdorf is located in the graveyard 

of the Evangelical church. The burial site contains the bodies of ten Jewish men who 

died during death marches of the Nazi regime.
177

 The local Evangelical church placed 

these bodies in their final resting place and on June 25, 1950 erected a memorial in their 

memory. The memorial contains a Star of David as well as the prisoners red triangle. 

The text remembers the ten men shot by the Nazis during the march.
178

 The next site is 

located in the front of the cathedral in the city of Halberstadt. The inspiration for the 

memorial site came from the ecumenical Christian community of the city in the year 

1982 in an attempt to remember the lost Jewish members of their town. This memorial 

is quite special because it is not a burial site nor is it a ruin of a former Jewish structure. 

Additionally, it contains no antifascist narrative. The Image of the memorial consists of 

both the Star of David and a Menorah and the text remembers only the Jewish victims 

of the town.
179

 The site is the best example of the Christians community’s initiatives to 

remember Jewish victims as it appears to be a genuine effort to reverse the existing 

narrative of memorialization. 

 The final two sites are categorized as belonging to the Locus of public places 

outside of city cemeteries. There are only two of these memorial sites. Yet they remain 

important because they demonstrate exceptions to the regime’s strict policy of 

generalizing all victims of Nazism as anti-fascist resistors. The first site is located in 
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Barby, Saxony-Anhalt. The memorial was erected in the 1950s and stands in the front 

courtyard of the Barby castle. The Image of the site is incredibly simple as it contains 

no symbols, the text of the memorial reads: “For the eight victims of Fascism, mostly 

the Jewish citizens.”
180

 This site is incredibly unique for a number of reasons. First, 

because it specifies the Jew as special victims of fascism. Next, it is located in a place 

where all citizens and tourist can see it. Third, because of its location we must assume 

that it was erected by the town thus providing the only example of a memorial built 

strictly remembering Jews located in public space (not including cemeteries). Finally, it 

was erected around the same time as the anti-Semitic Stalinist purges, implying that the 

top-down purges had no influence over the town of Barby. The other site located in this 

category is located in the town of Erfurt. It is part of a larger memorial construction by 

the city called, the Memorial Complex for the Victims of Fascism (Gedenkanlage für 

die Opfer des Faschismus). The memorial was erected on September 9, 1984 by the city 

of Erfurt. This site is similar to the concentration camps in Buchenwald and 

Sachsenhausen because the Image focuses on the anti-fascist victims of the Nazis; 

however, Jewish victims were not excluded from the official memory. A red triangle 

stands in the center of the memorial as well as eight different steles. Seven of the steles 

contain the names of the Erfurt’s victims of the Nazis while the eighth stele 

commemorates the 850 Jewish victims from the city of Erfurt. This special recognition 

certainly moves away from the master narrative of the regime. One must include that it 

was partly inspired by the aforementioned Jewish community of Erfurt who were very 

proactive in memorialization. 

 

6.2.5 Conclusion 

To recap this analysis, I will once again emphasize the main points. First, an 

overwhelming number of memorials were erected in Jewish cemeteries. This is of no 

surprise because cemeteries are a natural place to mourn our dead and Jewish 

cemeteries were often returned to the Jewish Communities. The Jewish Community of 

Mecklenburg was particularly active in memorial construction in Jewish cemeteries 

throughout the state. Next, the number of memorials located in former residences in 

East Berlin is quite impressive although perhaps not entirely surprising as East Berlin 
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had a very densely populated Jewish population prior to 1933. However, this type of 

Jewish memorialization makes East Berlin unique compared to the other East German 

states. Finally, sites built by or in protestant churches are particular fascinating because 

they demonstrate actors outside of the Jewish communities who are engaged in 

remembering Jewish victims of Nazism. Equally interesting is the site located in the 

town Barby because it is the only site which strictly remembers Jewish victims, was 

built by the state, and is located in a public place (not a cemetery). 
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6.3 Sites Based on Time Constructed 

The next test will organize the memorials sties based on time period constructed. This 

test allows for the chronological comparison of the sites in order to find any trends or 

patterns that may appear. I will be examining the most intensive time periods of 

construction and search for reason as to why Jewish memorialization was so aggressive 

during these time period. In addition, I will contrast this with time periods where few 

memorial sites were built in order to find out the influences of memorialization. Finally, 

I will examine what kinds of sites are built during which time periods and include all 

interesting observations encountered. 

 The methodology for this analysis will be a bit more complicated because it is 

impossible to find the exact dates of construction of each memorial site. For that reason 

I have excluded sixteen memorial sites from the data set. For many sites I was able to 

locate the decade in which the site was built, however, I was unable to find the exact 

year, for example a memorial was built in the home of a Jewish doctor in Lübtheen 

(Mecklenburg-West Pomerania) which I know was built in the 1950s, but I am unsure if 

it was the beginning or end of the 1950s for this reason the site was excluded. On the 

other hand, sites which I can narrow down to the early or later part of a decade I have 

included. The Cottbus Old Jewish Cemetery which was built in the early 1950s is an 

example. For a handful of sites which I found by cross referring my two primary 

sources (Miethe and Endlich) I was often unable to find dates; however, I know that 

they were built before the year 1974 because Gedenkstätte Arbeiterbewegung, 

Antifaschistischer Widerstand, Aufbau des Sozialismus was published in that year. As a 

quick note, I will direct the reader to the appendix if he/she is interested in discovering 

which sites have been excluded from this test. Finally, my reason for separating the time 

periods based on half decades was done primarily based on practicality. Because the 

war ended in 1945, I can use the period of 1945–1949 as a five year span (really four 

and a half years) and continue chronologically until 1987. I realize that the final time 

period (1985–1987) is only a three year span; however, I could not think of a more 

practical solution. The only other alternative would have been to separate the sites based 

on decade. In this scenario, I would have had two incomplete decades and only five 

time periods instead of nine leaving me with less to compare. 

 

 



   

 

63 

  

Time Period of Construction 

 

Source: Author’s Analysis 

6.3.1 Observations 

Examing the data a number of interesting observations can be made. Firstly, it is clear 

that the first ten years after the war were the most productive years in the construction 

of Jewish memorial sites. What is also interesting is that it appears that the anti-Semitic 

Stalinist purges of the early 1950s had no influence over Jewish memorialization as 14 

sites were built during this time period. This seeming disconnect between party politics 

and local communities will be further analyzed in this section. In addtion, it is 

interesting to note the decline in construction of the memorial sites in the second half of 

the 1950s. The previous years featured the highest concentration of memorial site 

building and in the five year period afterwards the number of memorial sites doubled 

the period of 1955–59. This drop in production will be furthered examined as well. 

Next, the years 1965–1979 seem to be a “dead” period for Jewish memorialization. This 

too will be discussed in the coming section. Finally, there appears to a bit of a revival in 

memorialization beginning in the 1980s which apexed with the SEDs attempt to 

remember the 50
th

 anniversery of the Reich’s Pogrom Night in 1988.
181

 A discussion of 

the causes of this shift in memorialization will conclude this section. 
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6.3.2 1945–1949 

Perhaps it is of no surprise that the period directly following the end of the Second 

World War was the high point of memorialization building with fourteen sites erected 

during this time. One would assume that those Jews and non-Jews who had survived the 

Holocaust and sympathized with the Jewish victims would want to commemorate their 

lost friends and family. In addition, remembering victims of Nazism could be an 

effective way of distancing oneself from the former Nazi regime. I believe that these 

reasons certainly influenced much of the memorialization; however, there were other 

factors that can explain the high rate of Jewish memorialization. First, I would like to 

refer back to my historical background for this time period. It must be remembered that 

the GDR was not a state until October 7, 1949, rather it was still military zone occupied 

by the Soviet Union. Prior to the formal creation of the GDR there was much debate 

within the SED party about how the Nazi past should be remembered. While the official 

anti-fascist narrative of the SED was being constructing, there were others like Paul 

Merker who fought for the special remembrance of Jewish victims.
182

 In the end they 

were unsuccessful because of the Stalinist purges of the early 1950s; however, it is 

apparent that prior to this time the place of Jewish victims was not clearly defined 

within the SEDs official memory. As a result of this, few restrictions were placed on 

remembrance through memorial sites. Thus, many grassroots movements and even town 

movements were free to construct their own sites. 

Furthermore, it is important to remember that although the Jewish population 

across all of Germany was a fraction of its former size as a result of Nazism, the years 

1945–49 were actually the most populous time period for East German Jews. In 1946, 

there were between 3,600 and 4,100 Jews living in the SBZ.
183

 This population 

continually shrunk throughout the remainder of the country’s existence, initially 

because of the Stalinist purges but also because of the worsening relationship between 

the GDR and the new state of Israel
184

 and generally because of higher quality of life in 

West Germany. This dwindling of the Jewish population can be seen primarily in the 

number of Jews registered in the eight official Jewish communities. In 1949 there were 

3,750 official members, 1955 1,715 members, 1976 no more than 728 members, and by 
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the time the GDR had collapsed in 1990 there were only 372 members.
185

 Thus it is 

logical to assume that the larger Jewish population there is the more memorial sites will 

be constructed. This is especially true in the GDR where the SED primarily remembered 

Jewish victims as anti-fascist resistors and thus in many state and city memorials they 

were depicted as such.  

Exploring the geography of the sites built at the end of the 1940s one can find 

that they are quite spread out across the states of East Germany. The state with the most 

activity surrounding the construction of memorial sites was Brandenburg with four sites 

built (one third of all Brandenburg sites). Grassroots movements in the cities of 

Brandenburg an der Havel, Cottbus, Neuseddin, and Zernitz constructed these sites. The 

Locus of these sites are rather spread out as one is located in a Jewish cemetery, one in a 

city cemetery, one on a former synagogue, and the final one at site of Nazi murder.  The 

latter located in Zernitz is of the most interest because of its unique history. This 

cemetery was erected in a forest near the train tracks were American bombers 

unknowingly bombed a train transporting Jewish prisoners from Terezin Concentration 

Camp killing forty-eight detainees.
186

 It is unknown exactly who buried the bodies and 

erected the small graveyard but it is known that the memorial was placed there 

immediately after the war in 1945. Although the Locus is quite strong because of the 

tragic death of these people, the Image of the memorial is rather simple. It contains two 

Stars of David and is written in both Hebrew and German. The text reads: “Here rests 

our 48 fallen brothers and sisters who died through murderous hands from the Terezin 

Concentration Camp.”
187

 It is interesting to note that the site doesn’t exactly specify 

who the “murderous hands” belonged to. One would assume it refers to Nazis because 

the text mentions Terezin Concentration Camp; however because the train was bombed 

by Americans it is possible that the memorial references them.
188

 Returning to the 

geography of the sites built in the late 1940s, three sites were constructed in the states of 

Saxony and Thuringia, two sites in Mecklenburg-West Pomerania, and one site in both 

Saxony-Anhalt and East Berlin. It is likely that more sites were built in Berlin in this 

time period, for example a plaque dedicated to a woman named Betty Hirsch which was 
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erected sometime prior to 1952; however, they were excluded due to the constraints of 

my typology. 

 

6.3.3 Early 1950s and Stalinist Purges 

The beginning of the 1950s is tied for the busiest period of Jewish memorialization. 

This result is quite surprising because of the anti-Semitic Stalinist purges happening 

within the SED regime at the same time. As discussed in the historical background 

many of the SED elites who supported Jewish restitution and special remembrance 

within the GDR were purged out of the party during this period. Many of these men 

were Jewish, although not all of them and many decided to leave either to West 

Germany or Israel after being purged out by the regime. David Herf places the time 

period between 1949 and 1955 and calls it anti-Cosmopolitanism.
189

 Michael Meng on 

the other hand is a bit more specific in his time frame, placing the most active years of 

Stalinization in 1952 and 1953.
190

 Although one can argue back and forth about the 

most important dates, it is clear that the politics in the years 1950-1954 were heavily 

influenced by these purges.  

Even with large scale purges in place, by examining the data one must conclude 

that these “anti-fascist anti-Semitic” purges did not influence small scale Jewish 

memorialization. In fact, sixteen percent of all memorial sites were built during this 

time and if every five year period had the same production rate as the early 1950s than 

there would be one hundred and twenty six sites rather than just eighty five. How then 

were these sites constructed directly under the nose of the SED elites? One argument, 

which I am not a full believer in, is that these purges weren’t as anti-Semitic as initially 

thought. I would point to the ceremony at Weissensee Cemetery as an example of this. I 

described the layout of the cemetery in the test called “Sites based on East German 

State” discussing the geography of the sites; however I did not include the ceremonies 

which took place there. Weissensee Cemetery was used by the regime to prove their 

tolerance of Judaism.
191

 These ceremonies were attended by many of the political elite 

within the SED especially in the year 1953. Angelika Timm argues that these 

ceremonies and the subsequent construction of the memorial sites were direct results of 
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the Slansky show trial held in Prague in November of the previous year.
192

 Thus elites 

within the regime must have been conscience of their anti-Semitic practices and wished 

to change public perception. However, this was the only example of SED elites being 

sympathetic towards Jewish victims during the Stalinist purges. In addition, examples of 

the SED taking the opposite approach towards its Jewish inhabitants can be found as 

well. Here, I point to an article written by Hermann Matern in the SED’s main 

newspaper Neues Deutschland entitled “Lessons from the Trial against the Slansky 

Control Commission.”
193

 The article condemns Paul Merker of being having 

relationships with American imperialist and Zionism as well as trying to enrich Jewish 

émigrés.
194

 In contrast to the Weissensee ceremonies, it is clear here that the SED had 

very little interest in improving its relations with Jewish constituents. 

What then was the reason for the large school memorial construction in the GDR 

during the time of the purges? I believe the answer is simply that the purges did not 

affect those grassroots movements who were interested in building memorial sites. Ten 

of the fourteen sites built during this time period were initiated by grassroots 

movements especially organized Jewish Communities as is the case in Schwerin’s 

synagogue, Leipzig’s New Cemetery of Israel, Erfurt’s Synagogue of Israel, Dresden’s 

New Jewish Cemetery, and East Berlin’s Weissensee Cemetery. In addition, the 

Evangelical Church of Rennersdorf is responsible for constructing one site which 

includes at Star of David and Hebrew letters. Three of the sites built during this time 

were constructed by towns or small villages. This includes the Falkenstein City 

Cemetery, Wittstocks’s Jewish Cemetery, and Bautzen’s Jewish Cemetery.
195

 It is 

interesting to note that the sites erected in the larger cities were from Jewish 

communities and the sites built in smaller cities came from the Jewish Communities, 

church community, and the city government. This would suggest that the top-down 

influence of the SED had less influence over the small towns that were engaging in 

Jewish memorialization. 
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6.3.4 1955–1979 

Unlike the beginning of the 1950s the end of the 1950s featured a large decline in the 

number of Jewish memorial sites built (only five). However in the succeeding half 

decade the rate of memorialization increases once again, doubling the previous time 

period. This is followed by a “dead” period of memorialization from 1965 until 1979 

when there were in total only twelve sites built. I will analyze all of these time periods 

as a whole in order to gain a more complete understanding of the changes which 

occurred because together they represent a gradual overall decline in Jewish 

memorialization.  

The years 1955–1959 followed in the wake of the anti-Semitic Stalinist purges. 

Although we have seen that these purges did not have an immediate influence on Jewish 

memorialization, it appears that there was a delayed reaction as Jewish participation 

within the eight official communities dropped significantly. As mentioned the number 

of members in the official Jewish organization was approximately 3,750 people in 

1949.
196

 By 1955 this number had substantially dropped to only 1,715 active 

members.
197

 Certainly losing more than 2,000 members had a strong influence on 

memorialization. Furthermore, this number continued to decrease as the decade 

progressed. By 1959 these organizations lost about two hundred more members, leaving 

only 1,543 remaining participants.
198

 Although, the numbers continued to dwindle one 

small Jewish community in Chemnitz was particularly active in the late 1950s. This 

community of only thirty people by 1959 was responsible for building two of the five 

memorial sites during this time period. The first site was constructed in the Chemnitz 

Israeli Cemetery. As the site was owned by the community they were able construct the 

memorial to their liking and it appears without influence by the SED. This resulted 

perhaps in a more powerful Image than many other Jewish cemeteries. In the cemetery 

one finds a large obelisk with the Star of David inscribed upon it. On its foundation is 

the text: “In memory of 6 million murdered Jewish people 1933–1945.”
199

 An 

additional memorial remembers specifically the Torah Role of the synagogue which 

was destroyed during the Reich’s Pogrom Night. Yet, a third memorial pays tribute to 

large Jewish family with twenty members who were all murdered by the Nazis in the 
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year 1944. The other site built by the Chemnitz community was in the nearby town of 

Annaberg-Buchholz. Although it appears that the motivation behind building the site 

derived from the Chemnitz community, they received help from the local government in 

Annaberg-Buchholz. This site was erected in 1957 in the New City Cemetery of the 

town. It consisted of two separate memorials strictly for the Jewish victims.
200

 The first 

memorial has quite a simple Image with no symbols only the written text. It recalls the 

former Jewish cemetery of the town, which was destroyed by the Nazis and never 

repaired.
201

 The Image of the second memorial similarly has no symbols but its structure 

is a five meter high pillar. On the pillar the text remembers the six million murdered 

Jews killed by the Nazis.
202

 It is interesting that although these memorials are built on 

town property with the help of the town; neither includes the official anti-fascist 

narrative of the SED. Annaberg-Buchholz had escaped the top-down approach of 

memorialization in the GDR. These sites lead to the question: why was the Jewish 

community in Chemnitz so active? I believe that the biggest reason for its increased 

activity was money received by the State Secretariat of Religious Affairs in 1957. As a 

whole the Jewish communities received a total of 171,875 marks for reconstructions and 

refurbishments, of which 53,700 marks went to the Chemnitz community.
203

 This influx 

of money surely had an influence on its decision to construct the two memorial sites. It 

appears, however, that the other communities did not immediately use this newly 

acquired money for memorialization as only three other sites were built in this time 

period. They are located in the Jewish cemetery of Mirow, the former Jewish synagogue 

in Lübben and the former Buchenwald Concentration Camp (Weimar). Finally, I will 

note that the memorial sites in the late 1950s could have been a victim of my typology. 

Meaning, that there are four sites that I have excluded because I could not find an exact 

year of erection, yet I know they were built sometime during the 1950s. If some, or all, 

of these sites this time period, the data would look a bit differently.  

After the steep decline in memorialization in the late 1950s there was a slight 

revival in the next five years. It appears that the largest protagonists involved were the 

local communities in Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania. A total of five sites were built 

in Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania which accounts for half of the total sites built 
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during this time period. The official Jewish communities of Mecklenburg were active in 

two of the memorial sites, Ueckermünde Jewish cemetery in 1961 and Ludwiglust 

Jewish cemetery in 1962. In addition a third site in the Anklam Jewish cemetery was 

constructed by a local rabbi in the same year. I was unable to find who constructed the 

other two sites in Waren and Brandeshagen. However, they do appear to have the 

characteristics of communal actors rather than city actors. In addition, all sites were 

built in former Jewish cemeteries which were the typical Locus for the official Jewish 

Community of Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania. Why was Mecklenburg-Western 

Pomerania so active?   I believe this is the result of the money received from the State 

Secretariat of Religious Affairs in 1957. The community of Schwerin was among the 

main recipients and perhaps there was a delayed spending of the funds. The remaining 

sites built in this time period are more dispersed across East Germany. Two sites were 

built in both Brandenburg and Sachsen-Anhalt and one site in East Berlin. The most 

notable site is the memorial in Sachsenhausen concentration camp which was erected in 

1961 by the SED regime. Together with Buchenwald these sites served to further the 

SEDs antifascist master narrative. 

Following this short revival in Jewish memorialization is a fifteen year “dead” 

period when there were only twelve sites erected in total. The reason for this dead 

period, I believe is twofold. First, the Jewish population continued to steadily decline 

throughout the 1960s and 70s because of an aging population and immigration.
204

 In the 

official Jewish communities participation was also drastically decreasing as the number 

of members had essentially been halved between the years 1955 and 1976. By this time 

there were only 728 official members.
205

 Second, the historic preservationist in the 

GDR, primarily the Institute for Historical Preservation (Institut für Denkmalpflege, 

IfDP), were more interested in preserving sites that represented the “nationalist myth” 

of the country.
206

 In other words the sites which should be preserved were the truly 

German sites. Clearly, synagogues and Jewish cemeteries did not fall into this category 

especially when there was such a small population to vouch for them. In addition, as 

Michael Meng argues by the 1960s much of the interest in historical preservation had 

disappeared for both “German” and “non-German” sites.
207

 For many “German” sites 
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this changed in 1975 with the adoption of a new preservation law.
208

 However, Jewish 

sites and memorialization were not influenced. 

Nevertheless, quite a few significant memorials were built during this “dead” 

period. The Jewish community in Halle with only twenty members was able to erect 

two sites, one in the new synagogue in 1965 and the other in the Jewish cemetery in 

1969. In addition the Jewish community in the second largest city of the GDR, Leipzig, 

constructed a memorial remembering the main synagogue which was the center for 

Jewish life of 14,000 Leipzig Jews. The construction of the memorial was done in large 

part by Hans-Joachim Förster a local artist.
209

 The memorial remembers specifically the 

Leipzig Jewish victims as well as the destruction of the synagogue during the Reich’s 

Pogrom Night. Another interesting site in Tröblitz was erected in 1966 which 

remembers the “forgotten train”. This site will be discussed further in the section “Sites 

Containing Anti-fascist Master Narrative.” 

In the 1970s memorial construction continued to decrease. In the early 70s four 

sites were built, three of which were constructed in small towns. The other was erected 

in the Second Jewish Cemetery in East Berlin. This was a grassroots site and the Image 

included a plaque with the Star of David remembering the destruction of the cemetery 

by the Nazis. In the second half of the 1970s there were only three sites constructed; 

however, two were rather significant. In 1975 the Jewish Community of Dresden 

erected a memorial at the former synagogue which I have described in the test “Sites 

Based on East German State”. In addition, a memorial was erected at the former 

Potsdam synagogue. The synagogue lay in ruins for many years until the city eventually 

decided to tear it down in 1958 even though there were requests for its preservation.
210

 

Nonetheless in 1979 a man by the name of Theo Goldstein was able to gain support to 

construct the memorial which was placed on the side of a newly erected apartment 

building and reads: “at this site stood the Synagogue of the Jewish Community of 

Potsdam. It was plundered and destroyed in the night from the 9th to the 10th of 
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November 1938 by the Fascist.”
211

 In fact, a ceremony was held on November 9
th

 for 

the unveiling of the new memorial. It was attended by city officials and Jews victims 

were mentioned specifically throughout the ceremony. Although the fascist were 

blamed for the synagogues destruction, no mention was made of the city’s plans to 

completely tear down the building twenty years prior.
212

 

 

6.3.5 1980s 

After the “dead” period of the late 1960s and 1970s there appears to be a revival in the 

rate of Jewish memorialization. This comes as no surprise to many GDR scholars who 

have cited a noticeable shift in the GDR’s policy towards its Jewish in habitants. In the 

year 1982 the official Jewish communities received 450,000 marks for the restoration 

and preservation of their property.
213

 This influx of money is clearly reflected in 

memorial site construction as six sites were built in the years 1982–84. Two of the sites 

were in the city of Erfurt whose Jewish community had only forty active members, yet 

thanks to the money, they were able to revitalize their efforts which started in the late 

1940s. A third site was constructed in the former Jewish cemetery in the city of 

Neubukow. Although, it is unclear who erected the memorial it has similar 

characteristics of sites which were constructed by the official Jewish communities in 

Mecklenburg-Western Pommerania. With the increase in money it would be no surprise 

if these communities were responsible for the memorial’s construction. The remaining 

two sites however; were not built by the Jewish communities but rather by the local 

church communities. One site was erected in front of the city cathedral in April 12, 

1982. It remembers specifically the Jewish victims of the city. The other site can be 

found in the city of Eisleben and was erected on November 10, 1983. This site is 

interesting because not only does it coincide with the 35
th

 anniversary of the Reich’s 

Pogrom Night. It also was built as part of a ceremony for the celebration of Martin 

Luther’s 500
th

 birthday. Once again the site remembers strictly the Jewish community of 

the town. In addition, it should be noted that both of these towns are in the state of 

Saxony-Anhalt. 
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 Continuing throughout the 1980s, one finds an even larger increase in memorial 

construction. I attribute this not only to the increase in money, which was given by the 

SED government, but also to increased external pressure. As Michael Meng argues 

many West German journalist traveled to the GDR especially East Berlin to inspect the 

former Jewish cemeteries.
214

 What they found were many cemeteries in complete 

disrepair lacking the basic maintenance and upkeep needed to keep them functional. 

This resulted in a letter from 1985 by a West German Jew named Mario Offenberg to 

SED General Secretary Erich Honecker, in which he strongly questions the GDR’s 

effort towards its Jewish community.
215

 Surprisingly, this complaint was received by 

Honecker and soon after the government contributed 150,000 marks for the continued 

upkeep of Berlin’s four Jewish cemeteries.
216

 Naturally, this is reflected in 

memorialization as two of those four sites built memorials in the year 1986. Five other 

sites were built in this time period all in smaller towns and villages. Two sites in 

Mühlhausen and Suhl were built by the local municipalities while in Bützow once again 

the church community was responsible for the erection of a memorial site. Concerning 

the two remaining sites, in Farsleben the local Jewish community built the memorial in 

November of 1985 and in Bleicherode it is unknown who is responsible for the 

construction of the site built in 1986. 

 

6.3.6 Conclusion 

To conclude this section, I would like to stress that although it may seem obvious that 

the first ten years after the Holocaust were the most intensive years of memorilization, 

in the case of the GDR this cannot be assumed because of the anti-Semitic stalinist 

purges within the SED. Therefore, it is of great interest that the years 1950-1954 were 

tied for the most active years of Jewish memorialization. Furthermore, it appears that 

these purges did have a long term affect as the Jewish population drastically shrunk (by 

the fall of the GDR in 1990 there were only 372 members)
217

 throughout the suceeding 

decades. This is possibly an explanation for the sharp decline of memorialization in the 

late 1950s. Additionally, the “dead” period of 1966 to 1979 can be partially explained 

by this population decline as an overall decline in historic preservation throughout all of 
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East Germany. Finally, the 1980s brought about a revival in Jewish memorialization as 

funds were allocated to local Jewish communities partly because external pressures on 

the SED regime. 
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6.4 Sites Containing Anti-fascist Master Narrative 

As mentioned in the historical background and throughout the previous tests in this 

paper the anti-fascist master narrative was a central part to the GDR’s remembrance of 

the victims of Nazism. This narrative could for instance be found in school books, 

television programs, or films. The goal of this test is to see if this narrative was found in 

the Image of Jewish memorialization. Unsurprisingly, the answer is yes; the master 

narrative of the regime was very much present in Jewish memorialization. However, the 

question remains, in what kinds of memorialization? One would assume that the master 

narrative was a part of all memorials erected by the state, does this assumption hold 

true? In contrast, did the grassroots sites also include the master narrative or were they 

able to escape the regimes influence? Thus the goal of this test is to find answers to 

these questions and explore exactly how omnipresent the regimes narrative was in 

Jewish memorialization. 

 The methodology of this section, unfortunately, is quite subjective. What I 

include as anti-fascist may differ from the opinions of others. Therefore, it is important 

to define my classification of anti-fascism within the context of Jewish memorialization. 

First, I treat the use of the red triangle on the Image of a memorial as an example of the 

anti-fascist narrative. As a general a symbol for political prisoners, the use of the red 

triangle takes away the special case of Jewish victims, which was that they were 

discriminated against not because of their politics or resistance but rather because of 

their ethnicity, a trait which they could not control. In essence, the use of the red 

triangle diminishes the unique case of Jewish victims. Second, the use of the phrases 

“anti-fascist” or “resistance fighters” must be considered part of the antifascist master 

narrative because these terms were regularly used in SED propaganda. Third, 

remembering all victims of Nazism rather than specifically the Jewish victims when the 

memorial is located in a Jewish Locus (Jewish cemetery or Synagogue) is also part of 

this narrative because once again, this is diminishing the unique case of Jewish victims. 

Finally, and perhaps most controversial, I would argue that simply the use of the word 

“fascism” is part of the anti-fascist narrative because the word fascist was specifically 

used by the regime so that they could place themselves in direct opposition to the Nazi 

regime (fascist vs. anti-fascist). Compared to West-Germany, where there was no 

master narrative, terms like Hitler State, Nazi Regime, and dictatorship were used 
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among many others.
218

 Therefore, “fascist” was a word specifically chosen by the SED 

and anyone who used the word, either knowingly or unknowingly, was using the 

language of the SED regime. To conclude the methodology, I will state that because this 

test is primarily subjective, the majority of the analysis will be focused on the individual 

cases rather than the complete data set as a whole. In brief, I believe the cases to be 

more telling than the entire data set. 

 

Sites with and without Anti-fascist Master Narrative 

East German State Anti-fascist Master 

Narrative 

No Anti-fascist Master 

Narrative 

Berlin 7 6 

Brandenburg 11 3 

Mecklenburg-Western 

Pomerania 

12 5 

Saxony 10 8 

Saxony-Anhalt 7 4 

Thuringia 8 3 

Total 55 29 

Source: Author’s Analysis 

 

6.4.1 Observations  

Examining the data one notices that the anti-fascist narrative of the SED regime was 

present in almost two thirds (exactly 65%) of all Jewish memorial sites constructed. 

Therefore the first conclusion to be made is that in the majority of the cases Jewish 

memorialization was unable to escape the regimes influence. Conversely, the fact that 

one third of all the sites do not include the master narrative means that a minority of 

actors involved were able to escape the influence of the regime. Organizing the data 

based on the state in which the site was built one notices that the states of East Berlin 

and Saxony almost have an even split between sites built with the master narrative and 

without the master narrative, while the other four states all have significantly more sites 

which contain the narrative than those that don’t. However, as mentioned, only a brief 
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portion of this analysis will focus on the data as a whole. Rather the majority of the 

analysis will quickly look at individual cases. 

 First, regarding the broad analysis of data, it is perhaps a bit surprising that 

Berlin has almost the same number of memorials that don’t contain the master narrative 

as those which do because it was the capital city of East Germany. Looking at the Locus 

of the sites one is not given any conclusive clues as to why this has happened in Berlin. 

For example, examining a Locus such as a former residence of a Jewish family, one 

would believe that this small site would escape the narrative because of its small size 

and grassroots influence; however, the majority of the residences in Berlin contain the 

master narrative. In addition, of the four Jewish cemeteries which were returned to the 

Jewish community two contain the regimes narrative and two do not. Therefore, it 

appears that private Jewish property was not an indicator especially in East Berlin 

where the regime’s influence was at its most centralized. Furthermore, year of 

construction is not a reliable indicator either as both the sites with the narrative and the 

sites without the narrative are dispersed across the entire timeline of the GDR. 

Therefore, unfortunately there is not sufficient data and evidence to explain the 

phenomenon in Berlin. However, in Saxony some patterns do appear. First, it is notable 

that six of the eight sites which do not contain the regimes master narrative are located 

in Jewish cemeteries, former residents, and small burial sites were Jews were murdered 

(Großzöbern). These were primarily grassroots efforts especially in the larger cities like 

Dresden and Leipzig. In other cases, outside of the official Jewish communities the 

erection of the memorial was done by a single person, which was true in the Großzöbern 

burial site,
219

 or the church community, the case of Rennersdorf burial site.
220

 Therefore, 

one can conclude that there appears to be a correlation between these kinds of Locus 

and no antifascist narrative in Saxony. In addition, comparing the sites based on date of 

construction one finds that 6 of the 8 sites without the master narrative were constructed 

in the 1950s or earlier. So it does appear that the early the erection of the site, the less 

likely it was to have the master narrative.
221

 However, this pattern seems to emerge only 

in Saxony and cannot be applied to East Germany as a whole. 
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6.4.2 Sites Built by the Regime or on Public property without the 

Master Narrative 

Perhaps the most intriguing memorial sites are those which do not adhere to the general 

assumptions. One of those assumptions is that sites built by the regime or on public 

property would contain the master narrative because the SED officials would influence 

the building of the site’s Image. Although this logic holds true for the majority of the 

cases there were exceptions; these exceptions are the subject of this next section.  

 As a whole there were eight sites built by the regime that did not contain the 

master narrative. The first noticeable trait about all of these sites is that all eight are 

located in small towns across East Germany: Brandenburg an der Havel, Eisenach, 

Kroppenstedt, Reichenbach, Sülstorf, Treuen, Weissenfels, and Zernitz. In addition, six 

of the eight sites were erected in the year 1951 or before. These results seem to support 

the argument that there was no official SED master narrative in place across all of 

Eastern Germany in the time of the SBZ and the very early years of the GDR. 

Therefore, if a town was small enough it could escape the regimes influence. However, 

this changed in the early 1950s most likely as a result of the Stalinist purges, as all SED 

officials were forced to conform to the official master narrative which remembered Jews 

as anti-fascist resistors rather than special victims of Nazism. 

 A few examples of this phenomenon have already been written about in this 

thesis, in the towns of Kroppenstedt, Zernitz, and Weissenfels. However here I will 

provide two more examples of memorials built by the city but void of the master 

narrative. The first stands in the Jewish Cemetery in the city of Brandenburg an der 

Havel. The cemetery was damaged by the Nazis in the year 1938, although it wasn’t 

completely destroyed until March 31 and April 20, 1945 when it was collateral damage 

of Allied bombings.
222

 In the year 1949 the state of Brandenburg along with the 

department for the victims of the Nazi regime (Abteilung Verfogte des Naziregimes 

V.d.N) erected this memorial site in memory of the cities Jewish victims of the Nazis. 

The Image of the memorial is a three part plaque located on the wall of the cemetery. 

One section of the plaque lists the names of the city’s murdered Jews while a second 

section lists the names of the people who were buried here prior to the cemeteries 

destruction.
223

 The third section contains the Star of David and is written in both 
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Hebrew and German, the Hebrew text reads: “From the deep I call to you, God.”
224

 

While the German text states: “Dedicated to our murdered brothers and sisters by the 

council of the state of Brandenburg department for the victims of the Nazi regime 

1949.”
225

 This entire memorial site clearly depicts only the Jewish victims of the Nazis 

and does not include the usual master narrative, thus making the site incredibly unique 

when viewed within the context of all other sites. 

 Yet another example of this unusual phenomenon is located in the cemetery of 

the town of Sülstorf. In the year 1951 the Jewish Community of Mecklenburg erected 

this monument after obtaining permission from the city. Originally, the Jewish 

community had hoped to place the memorial in the city train station; however it was 

moved to the special burial site constructed for the fifty three Jewish women who the 

memorial remembers.
226

 These women were found dead in a mass grave in 1946 next to 

the tracks of the train station. The memorial and special cemetery for these women is 

located across from the train station. Both the entrance to the cemetery and the Image of 

the memorial contain the Star of David. The text reads: “In memory of 53 Jewish 

women from Hungary. They were taken from their home and died during transport from 

one concentration camp to another in April 1945. Erected by the Jewish Community of 

Mecklenburg 1951.”
227

 Although this site was not erected directly by the regime, they 

had influence over what could be included in both the Locus and Image of the 

memorial, as demonstrated by the refusal to allow the memorial to stand in the train 

station. However despite this influence the antifascist language and symbols normally 

present were excluded from this site. 

 

6.4.3 Grassroots sites with the Master Narrative 

Yet another interesting phenomenon regarding the master narrative in memorial sites 

are those sites which are built by grassroots organizations yet contain the regime’s 

master narrative. There are two primary explanations for this phenomenon. First it is 
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likely that the regime interfered with the erection of a memorial, insisting that the site 

include the master narrative. The second explanation is that the symbols and language 

used by the regime had become so ingrained in the fabric of East Germany culture, that 

people naturally used this type of regime communication. Although this phenomenon is 

interesting it wasn’t rare as thirty-four of the fifty five sites which contained the master 

narrative were erected by non-government actors. The majority of the sites are not 

overwhelmingly antifascist in their Image but they all have at least one anti-fascist 

characteristic. I have already spoken about a few of these sites including Weissensee 

Jewish Cemetery and the Dresden Synagogue. However, there are two more of these 

sites that deserve to be analyzed.  

 One site which was known throughout much of East Germany as the “forgotten 

train” is located in the town of Tröbitz. On the morning of April 23, 1945 the Soviet 

army encountered an abandoned Nazi train near the town of Tröbitz. Locked inside the 

train were about 2,500 Jewish prisoners of the Nazis who were unable to escape for 

thirteen days. The Soviet soldiers freed the prisoners although it was too late for many 

as 198 people died inside the train and hundreds more were critically ill. Of those who 

survived many were brought to the center of Tröbitz where they were cared for by the 

residents of the small town.
228

 In addition, the town erected a Jewish cemetery for the 

victims in 1945. Through the work of the leader of the GDR’s official Jewish 

Community Helmut Aris and Hungarian Rabbi Ödön Singer a memorial site was built 

in the year 1966 which coincided with the official opening ceremony of the cemetery.
229

 

The memorial is located to the right of the entrance and reads: “In memory of the 

Jewish men and women, who succumbed to the murderous fascists in 1945, this stone 

was set as a reminder to the living.”
230

 The phrase murderous fascists may seem like a 

normal way to describe the Nazis however, it is typical SED regime speak present in 

their master narrative. Although this site was of much importance to the Jewish 

communities across all of Central Europe, as is demonstrated by the participation of 

Ödön Singer, the site could not escape the anti-fascist language used by the SED.  
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 The second site located on 3 Werneuchener Street in the Hohenschönhausen 

neighborhood of East Berlin. This was the home of Jewish doctor Victor Aronstein who 

helped care for the Jewish victims of the Nazis by providing free groceries, medical 

care, and medicine. He was taken from his home in 1941 and deported to Poland where 

he eventually died in Auschwitz Concentration Camp. In 1960 a small memorial plaque 

was placed on his building with his name, the date of his deportation, a Star of David, 

and a triangle emblem typical of a political prisoner.
231

 However, Aronstein was never a 

political prisoner; rather he was persecuted against strictly because he was Jewish. This 

placement of the triangle on his memorial is a complete misrepresentation of why he 

was murdered by the Nazi regime. This is yet again an example of the SED master 

narrative having influence over the smallest of memorial sites, in order to change and 

manipulate how these events were understood. 

 

6.4.4 Master Narrative Propaganda in Concentration Camps 

This study would be incomplete if it did not include the two most well-known memorial 

sites in East Germany, Buchenwald and Sachsenhausen Concentration Camps.
232

 The 

representation of memory in these camps has been the subject of numerous studies 

primarily after the end of the Cold War and German re-unification. All authors who 

have researched these camps have concluded that the memorials in these sites were used 

to strengthen the anti-fascist narrative of the SED regime and celebrate socialists as the 

victors of history.
233

 Why use concentration camps as propaganda tool? The answer 

primarily is in the incredibly powerful Locus of these sites. When one experiences the 

sites, he or she comes to the disturbing realization that this is the site where ten-of-

thousands of people were murdered. Thus, the SED regime wished to exploit this 

emotional reaction in order to further their master narrative. However, furthering the 

master narrative did not necessarily mean marginalization of the victims. This logically 

leads to the question of most interest for this thesis, which is: how were the Jews 

represented in these memorial sites? Were they viewed as anti-fascist resistors or unique 

victims of Nazism? The section does not intend to be a thorough examination of these 
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sites, one can read the authors mentioned in the literature review for a comprehensive 

analysis. It is, however, intended to provide a quick analysis of what was included in an 

“ideal” SED memorial and the placement of Jewish victims within this conception. 

  The memorial at Buchenwald concentration camp was opened in the year 1958 

to the general public under the official name the National Site of Warning and 

Commemoration (Nationale Mahn- und Gedenkstätte Buchenwald). This site, along 

with Sachsenhausen Concentration Camp was intended, according to some, to act as a 

“church” for socialism.
234

 It accomplished this by depicting and condemning the 

inhumanity practiced by the Nazis at the concentration camp, while at the same time 

celebrating the resistance and victory of the working class. The most notable example of 

this is the large bronze statue situated directly in front of the bell tower which portrays 

the “Revolt of the Prisoners” (Aufstand der Gefangenen). This memorial, erected by 

Fritz Cremer, depicts ten men and a child standing tall with weapons and flags as they 

liberate themselves from SS camp guards.
235

 Although many of these men were 

communists (members of the International Committee) they had hardly liberated 

themselves as only a handful of SS guards remained in the camp and the American 

army was only a few hours away. Nevertheless, they were portrayed as self-liberating 

socialist heroes. Another example of the anti-fascist narrative is the “shrine” 

remembering Ernst Thälmann who was a communist party leader imprisoned in the 

camp for eleven years and murdered on August 18, 1944 by the SS guards. Surrounded 

by flowers, a plaque and small bust was erected at the site where he was murdered.
236

 

This was one of many memorials to Ernst Thälmann in the GDR as a cult of personality 

developed around his life and martyrdom.
237

  

 Although the anti-fascist resistance fighters, like the revolting prisoners and 

Ernst Thälmann, were located in the most important spaces and appeared as icons 

throughout the site,
238

 there was still space for Jewish victims within the memorial. This 

includes a memorial stone erected in 1954 which reads in German and Russian:
239

 

“Between November 1938 and February 1939 approximately 10,000 Jews – boys, men, 

old men – were imprisoned here. 600 of them were murdered in bestial fashion during 

                                                 

234
 Thomas Fox, Stated Memory, 39–40.  

235
 James Young, The Texture of Memory, 77. 

236
 Thomas Fox, Stated Memory, 47. 

237
 Other examples include the youth group the Thälmann Pioneers and the popular East German movie 

“Ernst Thälmann – Sohn seiner Klasse”. 
238

 James Young, The Texture of Memory, 78. 
239

 Hebrew was added in the year 1988. 



   

 

83 

  

this time. They died as victims of the fascist racial insanity.”
240

 It is clear that this stone 

distinctly remembers the Jewish victims of the Holocaust, although it contains language 

of the SED regime. Furthermore, this stone was recognized by the SED regime in 

guidebooks which officially labeled it: The Memorial Stone for Murdered Jewish 

Prisoners.
241

 In addition to the stone, in the years 1954-55 the museum at the 

concentration camp had a special exhibition called the “Persecution of the Jews.” The 

exhibition included photos of burning synagogues and Jews being harassed by members 

of the Nazi SA.
242

   Moreover, in the year 1964 the museum featured another exhibition 

called “Fascist Principle: From Terror to Annihilation.” Jewish suffering was largely 

displayed in this exhibition including, “the transport of 12,000 Jews to Buchenwald in 

1938, the wearing of the Yellow Star, the notorious Jewish barracks at Buchenwald, the 

setting up of the “Tent Camp” and the death there of 3,300 Jews.”
243

 Clearly there was 

place in Buchenwald for Jewish victims; however, this place was menial compared to 

the anti-fascist memorials encouraged by the SED. 

 The anti-fascist narrative present in Buchenwald could also be found in the 

Sachsenhausen National Memorial (die Nationalen Mahn- und Gedenkstätte 

Sachsenhausen). The memorial site opened to the public in April 23, 1961 to 

commemorate the anniversary of the freeing of the concentration camp by the Soviet 

Army.
244

 The most striking part of the memorial site is the large obelisk erected in the 

center of the form concentration camp to remember the victims of National Socialism. 

The forty meter obelisk towers over all other buildings in the camp and numerous red 

triangles were placed on the front side of the obelisk, thus marginalizing the majority of 

prisoners who were not imprisoned based on political beliefs. In front of the obelisk 

stands a large statue called “liberation” (Befreiung) which depicts a Soviet soldier with 

his arms around two seemingly healthy prisoners.
245

 The museum at Sachsenhausen 

called “The Museum of Anti-fascist Struggle for Freedom of the European Peoples” 

(Das Museum des antifaschistischen  reiheitskampfes der europäischen Völker) also 

stressed the SED’s master narrative. It recognized first and foremost the communist 
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political prisoners of the camp, claiming that if communists were let out of the camp 

than they would rejoin the fight against fascism.
246

 Additionally, the Soviet Prisoners of 

war received special attention as the Soviet Union exhibition had more than twice the 

space as all other European nations.
247

 

 Although they were excluded from the most prominent symbols in the memorial 

site, the Jewish victims were included in other types of remembrance. Just before the 

official opening of the site, two Jewish barracks were reconstructed and a small 

exhibition was installed inside of them.
248

 Inside the exhibition, one could find pictures 

of the leading Nazis including, Hitler, Adolf Eichmann, and Hans Globke who was 

active in the West German government.
249

 In addition, excerpts from speeches given by 

Walter Ulbricht, the Chairman of the State Council and leader of the GDR were 

displayed throughout the exhibition. In these excerpts Ulbricht is condemning the 

Nazi’s persecution of the Jews.
250

 A large part of the exhibition was dedicated to the 

resistance by Jewish victims inside the camp. Although the images portrayed Jews as 

standing upright in a heroic pose preparing to attack, rather than the more realistic 

slump shoulders and despair prevalent in all victims.
251

 This was clearly an attempt to 

depict the Jews as the SED regime’s stereotypical anti-fascist resistance fighters. 

Finally, the exhibition included examples of how the Jews are treated in the GDR. 

Photos of the Weissensee Cemetery and the monument built in the Jewish Cemetery on 

the Grosser Hamburger Street were on display as well as a quote from East German 

Rabbi Martin Riesenburger claiming that, “in our state the torch of anti-Semitism has 

gone out forever and religion is free.”
252

 The entire exhibition was clearly done with 

large political overtones distinguishing between the anti-fascist state of the GDR and the 

“imperialist” state of West Germany where fascism was supposedly still present; 

however, no matter how strong these overtones were, it is impossible to deny that Jews 

were remembered, albeit not in the preferred manner. 
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6.4.5 Conclusion 

To conclude this chapter it is once again important to summarize the main points. First, 

the anti-fascist narrative was present in approximately two thirds of all of the Jewish 

memorial sites. Either through symbols, anti-fascist language, or both the goal of the 

narrative was to distort the memory of the Nazi era, in order to include Jewish victims 

among the members of anti-fascist resistors. Next, the sites with the antifascist narrative 

are spread out across all of East Germany. In states like East Berlin and Saxony there 

are almost an even number of sites which include the narrative vs. sites that do not 

include the narrative; however, there is no satisfactory answer for this occurrence. 

Furthermore, there are a number of sites which run counter to conventional logic 

including eight sites built by the regime or on public property which don’t contain the 

master narrative. These sites were all constructed in small towns and tended to be 

erected in the first seven years after the end of the war. The other memorial sites, which 

at first glance appear to be counter-intuitive, grassroots sites containing the master 

narrative, were in fact quite regular. There were thirty-four sites which fit into this 

typology, many of which have a very interesting Image when placed in the context of 

the existing reality. Finally, the two concentration camps, which were a large part of the 

anti-fascist propaganda for the SED, were examined. It was concluded that these sites 

do not represent Jewish victims fairly; however, they were not marginalized nor 

excluded from official memory of these concentration camps. 
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7. Conclusion  

To conclude, this thesis has collected and examined the Jewish memorial sites erected in 

the former state of East Germany, a task which (as far as the author is aware) has never 

been attempted before.  In total eighty four Jewish memorial sites were erected in East 

Germany between the years 1945 and 1987. This number may come as a surprise to 

some who regarded the GDR as a state, controlled by a totalitarian government, which 

had no place for Jewish memorialization. However, through the research process this 

assumption has been debunked. 

Before the results however, it is important to review the processes, theories, and 

opinions which contributed to the thesis. In order to conduct a fair and proper analysis 

the thesis has relied on the work of a number of different authors from the field of 

memory studies as well as East Germany Jewish studies. Most notably, Pierre Nora’s 

work Lieux de Mémoire was of great importance to the study because he emphasizes the 

importance of memory sites and objects in influencing and manipulating a society’s 

collective memory. Although his work focuses on French social memory, his theory can 

be applied to all nations who use objects to remember the past. In addition to Nora, the 

works of other theorists have also been discussed, including Antoine Prost, and Joanna 

Besley. The ideas of each author have greatly contributed to this thesis.  Regarding 

authors who specialize in East Germany the works of Jeffrey Herf, Michael Meng, Bill 

Niven, Angelika Timm, Thomas Fox, and Erica Burgauer were all used extensively 

throughout this work. Without their publications this thesis would not have been 

possible. 

 Next, the method applied in obtaining and using the data was unique to this 

thesis. In order to obtain consistent data, a typology was applied during the research 

process. This typology was strictly abided by and no exceptions were made during the 

collection of data. It is possible that all experts may not agree with the parameters of the 

typology; however, I believe it was the most practical yet rigorous method available as 

it limited the memorials to strictly Jewish sites which remembered Nazi anti-Semitism 

thus reflecting the research question: how was Nazi anti-Semitism remembered in the 

German Democratic Republic (GDR) through memorial sites between the years 1945-

1987? After collecting the data the method and terminology provided by Ahenk Yilmaz 

was used to further explore the characteristics of the memorials. 
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 Through the implementation of these methods along with the help from 

secondary literature a number of interesting conclusions could be made.  Perhaps the 

most significant contribution this thesis offers is its recognition of the small local actors 

in Jewish memorialization. Actors like the Jewish Community of Mecklenburg were 

responsible for a large number of memorials constructed in the state of Mecklenburg-

Western Pomerania as well as Brandenburg. Until now this community has not been 

recognized by academics as significant contributors to East German Jewish 

memorialization. In addition, organizations like the Jewish Community of Erfurt and 

Dresden were influential as well. The former contained the highest number of Jewish 

memorials of all the East Germany cites outside of Berlin, while the latter contained the 

second highest and was the Seat for the Association of the Jewish Community in the 

GDR for many years. The thesis has also demonstrated that it wasn’t only Jews who 

were interested in Jewish memorialization; Christian churches or even single individuals 

were responsible for the erection of numerous memorials, once again displaying that 

Jewish memorialization was primarily a bottom-up approach rather than the top-down 

approach assumed by many researchers 

 Further to this point, the thesis has uncovered the interesting fact that Jewish 

memorialization did not slow down during the anti-Semitic Stalinist purges of the early 

1950s rather this time period was when memorialization was at its peak. This apparent 

paradox can only be explained through the application of a bottom-up approach to 

memorialization. These events in the upper echelons of the SED such as the purging of 

SED elites who sympathize with Jewish victims and the deteriorating relationship with 

the newly created state of Israel clearly had no effect on Jewish memorialization. Thus 

it is only proper to view the majority of memorials through the prism of local and 

communal actions.   

However, it is incorrect to conclude that the SED regime had no influence over 

the memorial sites being erected at a local level. The anti-fascist master narrative of the 

regime can be found in the Image of the majority of the sites, even memorials inspired 

by grassroots actors contained anti-fascist language and symbols. Through this narrative 

it is clear that the regime not only influenced the everyday life of the Jews in the GDR 

but also influenced the collective memory of the Jewish community attempting to place 

them in a broader classification of ant-fascist resistors.  

 In addition, this thesis has examined the relationship between the Locus of a site 

and the actors involved as well as the Locus/Image relationship. Through this 
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examination a number of interesting conclusions have been found. First and least 

surprising is that the most used Locus for a Jewish memorial was in an active or former 

Jewish cemetery although not only Jewish actors were responsible for the creation of 

some of these sites. More surprising however are the sites which are located on public 

property yet contain no anti-fascist terminology or symbols. These sites seemed to have 

slipped through the cracks of SED bureaucracy allowing for Jewish victims to be 

remembered how the survivors wished rather than through the lens of the regime’s anti-

fascist master narrative. 

 Finally, if nothing else, this thesis surely provides a collection of Jewish 

memorial sites for future researchers interested in the subject. And hopefully fills the 

gap which existed in the research prior to this point. 
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9. Appendix 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Memorial Site "Name" Bundesland Year of Erection
Grassroots or 

State built?

Anti-Fascist 

Narrative?

Brandenburg an der Havel Jewish Cemetery

Brandenburg (Brandenburg an 

der Havel 1951 State No

Brandenburg an der Havel Synagogue

Brandenburg (Brandenburg an 

der Havel 1948 Unknown Yes

Cottbus New Jewish Cemetery Brandenburg (Cottbus) End of 1940s Unknown Yes

Cottbus Old Jewish Cemetery Brandenburg (Cottbus) Early 1950s Unknown No

Eisenhüttenstadt Jewish Cemetery

Brandenburg 

(Eisenhüttenstadt) 1940s or 50s Grassroots Yes

Günterberg Jewish Cemetery Brandenburg (Günterberg) 1964 Grassroots Yes

Lübben Jewish Cemetery Brandenburg (Lübben) 1955 Grassroots Yes

Lychen Jewish Cemetery Brandenburg (Lychen) 1970 Grassroots Yes

City Cemetery Neuseddin Brandenburg (Neuseddin) 1947 Yes

Sauchsenhausen Concentration Camp Brandenburg (Oranienburg) 1961 State Yes

Potsdam Synagogue Brandenburg (Potsdam) 1979 Grassroots Yes

Tröbitz Jewish Cemetery Brandenburg (Tröbitz) 1966 Grassroots Yes

Wittstock Jewish Cemetery Brandenburg (Wittstock) Nov 9, 1952 State Yes

Zernitz on path near train station Brandenburg (Zernitz) 1945 Grassroots No

Home of former Doctor Victor Aronstein

East-Berlin 

(Hohenschönhausen) 1960 Unknown Yes

Plaque for Betty Hirsch and her Children East Berlin (Mitte) Before 1952 Unknown Yes

Synagogue of the Gemeinde Adass Jisroel East Berlin (Mitte) 1986 Grassroots No

New Synagogue Berlin East Berlin (Mitte) 1966 Grassroots No

Old Jewish Cemetery on Großen Hamburger 

Strasse East Berlin (Mitte) 1948 Grassroots Yes

Altersheim der Jüdischen Gemeinde East Berlin (Pankow) Before 1977 Grassroots No

The Second Jewish Cemetery East Berlin (Prenzlauer Berg) Early 1970s Grassroots No

Forced Labor House on Smetana Strasse 53 East Berlin (Weissensee) Before 1974 No

Berliner Haus der Israelitischen 

Taubstummenanstalt für Deutschland East Berlin (Weissensee) Before 1965 Grassroots Yes

House on Berliner Alle #62 East Berlin (Weissensee) Before 1965 Unknown Yes

House on Berliner Alle #64 East Berlin (Weissensee) Before 1965 Unknown Yes

Cemetery of the Orthodox Israeli Synagogue 

Community East-Berlin (Weissensee) 1986 Grassroots No

Weissensee Cemetery East-Berlin (Weissensee) 1953 Grassroots Yes

Anklam Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Anklam) 1962 Grassroots Yes

Brandeshagen Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Brandeshagen) 1964 Unknown No

Bützow Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Bützow) 1986 Grassroots No

Gnoien Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Gnoien) 1970 Grassroots Yes 

Grevesmühlen Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Grevesmühlen) 1948 Unknown No

Kröpelin Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Kröpelin) 1950s Unknown Yes

Home of former Docter in Lübtheen Mecklenburg (Lübtheen) 1950s Unknown Yes

Ludwiglust Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Ludwiglust) 1962 Grassroots Yes

Mirow Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Mirow) End of 1950s Grassroots Yes

Neu Stretlitz Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Neu Strelitz) After 1956 Grassroots Yes

Neubukow Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Neubukow) 1983 Unknown Yes

Parchim City Cemetery Mecklenburg (Parchim) 1971 State Yes

Schwerin Synagogue Mecklenburg (Schwerin) 1951 Grassroots No

Schwerin Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Schwerin) 1948 Grassroots Yes

Sülstorf Train Station Mecklenburg (Sülstorf) 1951 Grassroots No

Ueckermünde Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Ueckermünde 1961 Grassroots Yes

Waren Jewish Cemetery Mecklenburg (Waren) 1961 Unknown Yes
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Note 1: The author was unable to find exact dates for all sites.  The approximate dates 

were provided by primary sources are were estimated by cross referencing the primary 

sources. 

Note 2: The “Unknown” distinction in the Grassroots category exists because the author 

was unable to find which actors inspired the erection of the memorial site. 

 

Memorial Site "Name" Bundesland Year of Erection
Grassroots or 

State built?

Anti-Fascist 

Narrative?

Annaberg-Buchholz New Cemetery Saxony (Annaberg-Buchholz) 1957 Grassroots Yes

Bautzen Jewish Cemetery Saxony (Bautzen) September 14, 1950 State Yes

Dresden New Jewish Cemetery Saxony (Dresden) July 1950 Grassroots No

Dresden Synagogue Saxony (Dresden) April 22, 1975 Grassroots Yes

Student Dormatory Technical University Dresden Saxony (Dresden) 1950s Unknown No

Falkenstein City Cemetery Saxony (Falkenstein) Early 1950s State Yes

Görlitz Jewish Cemetery Saxony (Görlitz) November 9, 1952 Unknown Yes

Grosszöbern Graves of Prisoners Saxony (Grosszöbern) Before 1974 Grassroots No

Chemnitz Isreli Cemetery Saxony (Chemnitz) 1955 Grassroots Yes

Jössnitz Church Cemetery Saxony (Jössnitz) Before 1974 Grassroots Yes

Leipzig Main Synagogue Saxony (Leipzig) November 10, 1966 Grassroots Yes

Leipzig New Cemetery of Israel Saxony (Leipzig) May 8, 1951 Grassroots No

Niederwiesa City Cemetery Saxony (Niederwiesa) Before 1974 Unknown Yes

Reichenbach City Cemetery Saxony (Reichenbach) 1975 Grassroots No

Rennersdorf Evengelical Cemetery Saxony (Rennersdorf) July 25, 1950 Grassroots No

Salzenforst Death March Site Saxony (Salzenforst) 1948 Grassroots Yes

Treuen City Cemetery Saxony (Treuen) 1947 Unknown No

Zittau Jewish Cemetery Saxony (Zittau) 1948 Grassroots No

Barby Schlossvorplatz Saxony-Anhalt (Barby) 1950s State Yes

Eisleben-Lutherstadt Marktkirche

Saxony-Anhalt (Eisleben-

Lutherstadt) November 10, 1983 Grassroots No

Farslaben Site of Death March Saxony-Anhalt (Farsleben) November 1985 Grassroots Yes

Gommern Jewish Cemetery Saxony-Anhalt (Gommern) 1960 State Yes

Gröbitz Synagogue Saxony-Anhalt (Gröbitz) 1954 Grassroots Yes

Halberstadt Cathedral Saxony-Anhalt (Halberstadt) April 1982 Grassroots No

Halle Jewish Cemetery Saxony-Anhalt (Halle) Nov 9, 1969 Grassroots Yes

Halle New Synagogue Saxony-Anhalt (Halle) 1965 Grassroots Yes

Herzegerode Jewish Cemetery Saxony-Anhalt (Herzgerode) 1964 Unknown Yes

Kroppenstedt Jewish Cemetery Saxony-Anhalt (Kroppenstedt) 1960s State No

Weissenfels City Cemetery Saxony-Anhalt (Weissenfels) Dec, 9 1945 Grassroots No

Bleicherode former Synagogue Thuringia (Bleicherode) 1986 Unknown Yes

Eisenach former Synagogue Thuringia (Eisenach) September 21, 1947 Grassroots No

Erfurt Memorial Site for the Victims of Fascism Thuringia (Erfurt) September 9, 1984 State Yes

Erfurt Humbolt School Thuringia (Erfurt) November 9, 1983 Unknown Yes

Erfurt Synagogue of Israel Thuringia (Erfurt) August 31, 1952 Grassroots No 

Erfurt Jewish Cemetery Thuringia (Erfurt) 1948 Grassroots No

Gera City Cemetery Thuringia (Gera) 17 July, 1949 Unknown Yes

Mühlhausen former Apartment Buildings Thuringia (Mühlhausen) September 10, 1985 State Yes

Suhl Jewish Cemetery Thuringia (Suhl) November 16, 1985 Grassroots Yes

Jewish Cemetery Weimar Thuringia (Weimar) November 20, 1983 State Yes

Buchenwald Concentration Camp Thuringia (Weimar) 1958 State Yes


