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1968 and 1989

Caesuras, Comparisons, and Connections

KONRAD H. JARAUSCH

Taken as such, one-nine-six-eight and one-nine-eight-nine are merely
four-digit numbers without any particular signiticance. But when consid-
ered as years, they can stop conversations by provoking unexpectedly emo-
tional responses because they evoke extraordinary memories: The word
“sixty-eight” conjures up images of student protests, occupiced buildings,
confrontations with the police, or flower children making love not war.
References to “eighty-nine™ produce associations of harried refugees,
courageous dissidents, and powerless Stast, as well as the overwhelming joy
of the fall of the Berlin Wall. The vividness of such pictures implies that
these moments possess an emotional charge that has etched them into col-
lective memory beyond the pale recollections of normal existence. But
what do these two dates have in commeon, other than that the number “6%”
stood on its head makes “897?!

One answer might be that both years signify key caesuras of develop-
ment after World War IT that are especially pronounced in Central Europe.
In private conversation, many people date developments in their own lives
in reference to these startling events, whether they approve of their conse-
quences or not. In the grand narrative of postwar history, both sixty-eight
and eighty-nine mark sigmficant mterruptions, places where the story hne
ruptured, the plot intensified, and the direction altered. As the cliché of
“turning points” indicates, such dates are used as shorthand for important
and lasting changes that propel events onto a previously unlikely course. [n
twentieth-century Germany most historical periodization has focused on

1 See the cover of Tunothy Garron Ash, The Magie Lantern: The R
Buudapest, Herlin, and Prague (New York, 1990).
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462 Konrad H. fanusch

ﬁrm,éola wars and regime collapses of 1918, 1933, and 19452 Prespite
their Eow.o::a impact, 1968 and 1989 feel somehow out of _ur.ﬂna in m::
Fnumeration, suggesting that they might possess a different quality. ,

1@.&33 A systematic comparison between these postwar caesuras can
help illuminate their peculiar character by highlighting their commonalities
and differences. However, hermeneutic historians might object to such mm
approach by argaing chat differences in spatial and temporal no:ﬁmﬁ, as wel]
as m fundamental character make contrasting sixty-eight with ei rQ,‘E:a
:.:amwr..ﬁ:m:% hazardous, Enrc:wr mzanip@m. such risks can :wﬁsnﬂr&mmm
r.n mnimized by clarifying what precisely is to be compared, which crite.
r1a are to be used, and how the changes are to be oﬁ_cﬁmaw One of the
mc:.:ana of lustoricism, Johann Gustay Droysen, already knew that com-
parisons need not obliterate uniqueness but are rather essential in discover-
ing the particular nature of a given set of events.

Comparing 1968 wich 1989 is unfortunately complicated by the fierce

polarization of the public discourses that surround these events

. . Since man
adults have lived through th ;

: e student revolt and the collapse of commu-
s, personal memories are bound to color their reactions for or against
Moreover, in the construceion of “history” contending ideological camn v
have mqoachma contradictory narratives, with the Lefi celebrating the ocwr
870:5:.?; deploring the failure of socialism and the Righe Emmd:ww\:n&-
mwgzm_.m tor the outbreak of anarchy but welcoming German unification
Sometimes these ANTAgonists seem not to be speaking of the same subject E
wm TEW of entirely different developments. To escape such qrmﬁolnm_._s.mvm
:.M_MMMM H.:M MMMMWQ@?% distance themselves and reflect on their own stake
H:n following remarks actempt a selective comparison of 1968 and 1989
as r;no,ﬁ.wna cacsuras in postwar developinent, They largely center on Ger-
Inany, since it is the only place that participated both in the Western youth
revole Am:a in the Eastern collapse of communism, major upheavals that
dwarf in importance other potential watersheds.® As frequent ﬂ&.mnm:.nmw to

2 W.,:_, Wu._chm\awm: Bracher, *Zeiigeschichtliche Anmerkungen zem "Zeitenbruch’ von 1989590, Newe
:“”MRNE eiting, Jan. 20, 1991; and Klaus Tenfelde, “1914 bis 199G ~ Einheit der mvoqre:mi,?__h.:_»
7 . ¥ \ . y _— o
e ﬁ.ﬁ 5.%%;2._6:. 3~11; and Werner Maler, “Doppelte Zeitgeschiche: Periodisicrungs-

5 blotken L rm 2E5C ﬂn 1te von Bunideszepublik und DDR.” Dentschland Ankiy 29 (1996): 5529

ronrad H. farausch and Hannes Stegrist, “Amerikanisicruag Sowjerisi Eine
e L Jarau . asicring und Sowjetisierung — Ei -
mww:.r,” :q_ra..b_wr.;nmh_:m zur deurschen Nachkriegsgeschichte in Konrad .r .Wuzs“‘”.ﬂ .‘EMMMLMMMA
SWErst, eds., Amerikani 4 sjedisic: ] wtschla : nin
oo crikan Hy wred Sovssetisiceing in Dewtschlpond 19451970 (Frankfurt am Main,

,.w Wa::i I_ wisch, Die verhofiiv Einleit 1989 1990 {Frankfurt am Main, 1995), 126

5 .q wowwwr,s ~: COlpa »__u_m case would be Crechoslovakia where the 1968 effort to T..L:::P‘Nn sociatism
W._ % —:ﬂcr; role in vqnﬁpdnm the “velvet sevolution” of 1989, See Matk Kramer’s chapter u._ this
ook tor the related, but less widespread, Polish protest, see also Jerzy Eisler's chaprer .5 m:w book.
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sixty-eight indicate, the former has come to be accepted as the most signif-
icant turning point in the evolution of the Federal Republic of Germany
(FRG), while the latter, in evasive allusions before or afier the Wende {turn-
around), demarcates the end of the German Democratic Republic (GDR))
as an independent state as well as the return of national unity. The German
case provides particularly suggestive contrasts since the two competing states
were part of the opposing Cold War camps, therefore illuminating same of
the wider trends of both sides in one contested space.

1968 AS CULTURAL REVOLUTION

From a historian’s point of view, much of the literature on 1968 is racher
disappointing. The further the occasion recedes in the pase, the more nos-
talgic and inconclusive reminiscences of sixty-eighters as well as media
restagings during various anniversaries become.® Supgesting irony and
ambiguity, literary atternpts at portraying the social and personal upheavals
mnainly help to dramatize the events.” In contrast, social scientists tend to
ponder the causes of generational rebellion and educational analysts probe
the institutional background of student revolt in comparative terms.® But
in spite of some suggestive studies of radical organizations and evocative
oral-history collages, there are hardly any comprehensive histories of sixty-
eight so far, perhaps because the subject is so controversial and diffuse.”

In contrast to the momentous changes of other caesuras, the actual events
of the year 1968 appear rather minor in retrospect. Conventional accounts
of the German student revolt highlight only a handful of dramatic inci-
dents: (1) the death of Benno Ohnesorg on June 2, 1967, during the anti-
Shah demonstration in Berlin; (2) the activists’ anti-Springer campaign and
show trial at the end of that year; (3) the lefiist anti—Vietnam War congress
in February 1968; (4) the shooting of student leader Rudi Dutschke in
April by a right-winger; and (5) the extraparliamentary opposition (ausser-
parlamentarische Opposition or APO) march on Bonn in May to protest

6 Oskar MNege, Achtundsechziy: Politische Intellekidle word die Machi {Gbtongen, 1995), 210

7 Michael Litzeler, “Von der Intelligenz zur Arberterschaft: Zur Darstellung soziaber Wandlungs-
prozesse in den Romanen und Reportagen der Studentenbewegung,” in Michael Liezeler and Egon
Schwarz, eds., Deutsche Literatur in der Bundessepublik seit 1965 (Knigsseein, 1980, 115-34.

& Klaus Allerbeck, Soxiologie radikaler Studentenbewepgen: Eine eichende Uil v i der Bun-
desrepiabiie Dentschland wnd den Verinigien Staaten (Munich, 1973); and Plalip G. Altbach and Sey-
mour Martin Lipset, Students i Revolt {Boston, 1969).

9 Tilman Fichter, SDS und SPL: Par wheit jenseits der Partel (Opladen, T988); Tames £ Tems, The Free

University: A Politiva! History (Blocinington, Ind., 1988); and Bernd Wabel, Awt Bude der Utopie: Eine

peditische Geschichte der Freien Universitat Berlin (Berlin, 1988).




464 Konrad FL Jarausch

the proposed Emergency Laws.!® Even allowing for the rapid spread of
fnass protests to other campuses and emotional confrontations with the
police, by themselves these are rather paltry affairs with few casualties

hardly the stuff of which demarcations between historical eras are E,.EEM
made.

The importance of sixty-eight in public memory therefore has to rest
on something else, namely, the mythologization of the struggle in the
m.:mmmu. Protesters themselves excelled in dramatizing their agenda and pic-
turing their movement as the heroic uprising of a critical vanguard for the
oppressed within Germany and without. With witty posters, peppery hand-
bills, rousing chants, mass marches, ingenious sit-ins or teach-ins, and other
provocations, they spread their message among the student clientele. At the
same time, the conservative press, led by the tycoon Axel Springer, painted
the protesters in alarmist colors as ingrates and misguided children of the
bourgeoisie or as dangerous revolutionaries and anarchists threatening prop-
erty, otder, and morality. This media contest for generational solidarity or
public disapproval was largely an exercise in symbolic polities, seeking to
mobilize support by means of emotion and persuasion. !

] Beyond its symbolic power the significance of sixty-eight also derives
:..OE its ideological innovation. Breaking out of the Cold War confronta-
tion, the New Left program contributed significantly to the revival of self-
wi:ﬁﬁﬁ within the Western camp. Today, some of its overblown texts read
like a curious mixture of antifascist critiques of the elders, neo-Marxist
attacks on capitalism, and participatory pleas for grassroots democracy.
.wc:.a mw this intoxicating cockrail derived from a desire to democratize
mstitutians in praceice; other ingredients represented a strange blend
of Freudianism and the Frankfurt School; vet others were a delayed
confrontation with the suppressed Nazi past. At the same time, an antiau-
thoritarian litestyle sought to undermine “bourgeois” behavior through
experiments with drugs, free love, communal living, and so forth.'? One
of the most fascinating aspects of 1968 is the speed with which this rhetoric

and practice spread from a hard core to a broader group of youthful
sympathizers,

_a w_)hﬂﬂmﬂ: :E;_mﬁ_:ﬂm.p:am:;_.ﬁ._. Filwighs chapter in this book. CF also Tent, Free University,
LRI ' o

L} 2 7.2: Peifer angues in her disserration, “Front Bvenr to Expericnce: The Myth of 1968 in Ge
tesan Political Culure,” PhuDD. diss., University of North Caroling at Chapel Hill, 1997, that _MXM
must be understood ess as a serics of real events thas 4 the result of discursive contes H ate u
s gy scutsive contests that created

E2 See che countless docwments in Stegward Lon

wlonker, Tikwan Fickter, and Jochen Staadt, eds.,
1%67-1969 (Berlin, 1983); and Konrad 1.
urt any Maisy, 1983), 226—41,

Hochschule tm Usndirich, vol. St Cealt wnd Cror
Jarausch, Dentsche Studenters 18001970 (Fran
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Outliving the dramatic mobilization of youth, this generational revole
also triggered a series of new social moventents. As forms of critique of
Adenauer Germany, pacifism, feminism, and environmentalism had already
begun to formulate their programs in the late 19505 and early 1960s. But
the student revolt combined these separate causes into a systemic critigue
and spread their message to the educated segment of an entire generation
where 1t shed its outsider status and became normative to a degree. In order
to combat the bourgeois mainstream, these movements adopted many of
the protest forms of the students, absorbed some of their unorthodox
Marxist tdeology, and endorsed much of the countercultural lifestyle.
Although some of its elements were quickly commercialized, this shared
protest/experience helped to produce a shift toward “postmacerialism”™ in
the younger generation that rejected the consumerism of their parents. '

In a more conventional sense, the penerational rebellion in 1968 accel-
erated a series of political reforms that ironically helped to stabilize the
Federal Republic. In institutional terms, student protest initiated a gridual
move toward greater participation in different instieutions such as university
governance. On the national level, pressure by the extrapariiamentary oppo-
sition reinforced the switch from a CHU-led government to a social-liberal
coalition under Willy Brandt that sought to expand the scope of the wel-
fare state, On the internationat plane, the antiwar agitation also reinforced
the shift toward a Central European détente in the form of the well-known
Ostpolitik, which sought reconciliation with Germany’s eastern neigh-
bors.'* Resulting from a contested interplay of Mew and Old Left, these
departures softened some of the most objectionable features of Adenauer
Germany and thereby helped save the system from more drastic chaltenges.

The activists’ ubiquitous assault on tradition eventually produced a nias-
sive backlash that sought to undo some of it changes. Inflamed by the
Springer press, the older generation, religious circles, and even much of
the working class remained skeptical of the student rhetoric. Some of the
ideological dogmatism inherent in the K-groups, the violence of the
Baader-Meinhof terrorists, or self-destructive behavior of the conununes’
anarchical lifestyle seemed to bear out the critics’ worst fears, Through the
exaggeration of its intent, sixty-eight gradually turned into a negacive sig-
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466 Konrad M. Jarausch

nifier, a generalized reference point for afl the changes that threatened the
order, stability, and decency of the middle class, Trying to capitalize on this
resentment, the center-right parties began to campaign against this symbol,
demanding a Wende of their own so as to retury to older values and safer
vractices.

Because of such paradoxical features, sixty-eight might best be under-
stood as a transformational experience, a kind of “cultural revolution.”
Since the political system was not overthrown and economic structures
remained in place, skeptics might deprecate it as 2 mere “epiphenomenon,”
a delayed modernization crisis. But such minimizing fails to explain the
symbolic force of the date, which suggests that one look for other, less tan-
gible indicators instead. What actually changed were individual conscious-
ness, social style, and cultural temper, a whole wealth of ideas and attitudes,
of personal and interpersonal relationships. Sixty-eight was a rapiure of
the statist tradition chat opened new space for antiauthoritarianism, egale-
tarianism, individualismt, or universalism and obliterated the distinction
between high and popular culture.'® Whereas the precise processes of
change remain elusive, it is mdisputable that German values and behavior
did become more open and democratic after that year. This transformation
15 part of a wider cultural shift, also evident in other Western countries
such as France and the United Srates.

989 AS CIVIC REVOLUTION

Although it has had less time to develop, the debate about the fall of com-
munisim is similarly polarized between celebratory and catastrophic dis-
courses. The German media are full of sensationalist disclosures of corrup-
uon within the Socialist Unity Party (Sozialistische Einheitspartei
Deutschlands or SED) or allegations of complicity with the security police
or Stasi. The public hearings of the Bundestag commission of inquiry have
produced interesting testimony and lengthy expert opinions, but they ulti-
mately became bogged down in clectioneering, m:mtm:m& by the end of
the G, social scientists theorize more about the collapse of the SED
and the subsequent system transformation than they offer contextual analy-
ses of the democratic awakening. Bothered by a lack of perspective and
unceraain documentation, historians are just beginning to propose tentative

chen Kultur ¢

i die Studen-
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explanations.’® The shock of 1989-90 is still so profound that myths of
“liberation” or “colonization” dominate over sober analysis.

In causal terms, there might be several unexpected connections between
the events of 1968 and 1989. The Soviet repression of democratic social-
ism during the unforgettable Prague Spring disillusioned Eastern intellec-
tuals with the project of building a better Germany. Although the SED
managed to repress overt unrest, artists like Wolf Biermann and Stefan
Heym lost faith in communism’s antifascist claims to moral superiority.'’
At the same time the Brezhnev Doctrine squelched economic reforms such
as the New Economic System and launched the COMECON on the road
to bankruptcy. [n spite of the sealed border, some of the concerns of West-
ern advocates of nuclear disarmament, sexual equality, and ecological con-
sciousness eventually seeped across into the GDR. In a way, the small and
embattled human rights movement of dissidents in the 1980s was 2 delayed
response to the Eastern repression and Western reform associated with
1968."

The context in which the democratic awakening unfolded was, how-
ever, quite different from the matrix of generational rebellion. In spice of
its considerable authoritarian shortcomings, the FR.G was at least nomi-
nally a democracy that provided formal rights that could be claimed and
enlarged through protest and provocation. In contrast, the G was at
best a Fiirsorgediktatur, a welfare dictatorship, that took care of the basic
needs of its citizens in exchange for their unquestioned political loyalty. !
When the GDR leadership refused to follow the Soviet lead toward pere-
stroika, ordinary East Germans began to find their accustomed modesty and
retreat into privacy unbearable, while dissidents felt emboldened by Gor-
bachev. In contrast to the Western possibility of replacing the government
by election, the SED was locked into Honecker’s post-Stalinist dictatorship
that allowed no real possibility for reform.

16 Lawrence H. McFalls, Commmizn'’s Collupse, Democracy s Demise? (New York, 19493); Charles §,
Maier, Dissahtion: The Crisis of Compnmism and the End of Bast Cennany {Princeton, NJ.. 1997); and
Konrad H. Jarausch, “The GDR as History: Reflections on Public Debate and Academic Contro-
versy,” German Politics and Society 15 (1997): 33-44,

17 Stefan Heym, Nachng (Frankfure am Main, 1990}, 7378 Arnan Mitter and Stefan Wolle, [inter-
gang auf Raten: Unbehannte Kapitel dov DDR-Geschichie (Muaich, 1993), 36767

18 See Kramer's chapter in this book. Cf. also Ulrike Poppe, Ramer Eckert, and Hko-Sascha Kowal-

czuk, Zwischen Selbsthehanptuny und Anpassung: Farmen des 11 und der Opposit

DDR (Berlin, 199%).

This term comes fom Jarausch, “The GDR s Histery” 4. Cf also Sigrid Meuschel, Legituin

wnd Parteihereschafi in der DDR: adox von Stabulisit wad Reforni in der DDR (Frankfure a

Main, 1992}, and Christiane Lemke, Die Ursacdien des Enibruchs: Polifisehe Soxiali !
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The actual events of the fall of 1989, while amplified by the media,
were also more momentous than those of the scudent revolt. In human
terms the mass exodus with its embassy occupations in Budapest, Prague,
and Warsaw as well as its border crossings was much more compelling, It
took greater courage to stand up to ruthless Vopos (police) or Stasi thugs in
protesting for human rights than to provoke the FRG Bullen (cops).
Through the mobilization of the Monday demonstrations in Leipzig, the
civic movement accomplished what the sixty-eighters failed to do, namely,
to link dissident leaders with working-class followers so as to succeed in
overthrowing first a government and then a regime. Some of the program-
matics of the New Forum and the hopes for a third way, cultivated by the
Round Table, may have contained echoes of the student revolt, but the fall

of the Wall passed all earlier efforts in symbolic and substantive signifi-

n::ﬂn.mﬁ

In contrast to the increasing radicalization of sixty-eight, the national
turn during the winter of 1990 surprised participants and observers alike.
When the protesters succeeded in liberating the public sphere for free
expression, the timid and silent majority of East Germans articulated its
own desires and repudiated che leadership of the dissidents.?’ Fed up with
turther attempts to reform moribund socialism and enticed by exaggerated
images of Western afffuence, ordinary GDR citizens chose the apparently
successtul system of the Federal Republic. Decades of frustration wich the
lack of “the thousand litde things” under state planning had pent up a con-
sumer demand that exploded with elemental force in favor of 4 social mar-
ket economy. Even if there was little overt nationalism, the semantic shift
from “we are the people” to “we are one people” was the inevitable result.

Usilike the gradual reforms triggered by the student revolt, the transfor-
mation of’ East Germany after unification was abrupt and thorough. Not
only did the accession of the five new states to the old FRG introduce a
Western parlamentary system with human rights and an elaborate social
safety net in castern Germany, but the collapse of the GDR also initiated a
massive reconstruction from above and from the outside, in which the Trust
Agency (Trenhandanstalt) dissolved the large-scale state monopolies and
converted them into smaller private companies, owned mostly by Western
firms. Although ample cransfer payments from Bonn cushioned the shack,

24

sabeth Pond, Beyond the bail: Ciermany'’s Road to Ui
erwffte Einkient, passim; and Maier, D #, TOBE.
24 Jens Reich, Rackkehy nach Eurgpa: Zur neven Lage der devtschen Nation (Munich, 1991), 20441, and

Dirk Phalipsen, Wi Were dhe Praple: Vorces from East Germany's Revol ary Auhire of 1989 (Durham,
M.CLL 1993) ’

aten (Washiagton, D.C., 1993); Jarausch.
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the social result of this deindustrialization was devastating unemployuent,
especially for women. As if these changes were not brutal enough, the
switch to the Western system also purged academic institutions and instilled
a competitive, pluralistic culture that devalued Eastern competence and
spurred extensive disorientation.*

Dissatisfied with the lack of ideological innovation, some former SyIn-
pathizers of sixty-eight have labeled eighty-nine a nachholende Revolution, a
mete actempt to catch up with the advanced West. No doubr the recovery
of human rights and parliamentary politics as well as the restoration of a
welfare capitalism were efforts to restore what had been prapagated in 1848
or 1918 and lost after 1945. The return of a reduced form of unity in a
German national state also fits this pattern.® But echoes of sixty-eight in
the dissident agenda regarding peace, gender equality, ecology, and human
rights also went beyond older democratic aims. Although illusory, the
hopes for a third way did not reject socialism in order to restore capztahism
but rather intended to make a qualitative leap into a postsocialist and post-
capitalist world.** While ordinary people looked to the West, intellectuats
possessed a utoptan vision that sought to transcend both German pasts.

Although the meaning of 1989 remains contested, it might be consid-
ered a new type of “civic revolution,” aiming at a rebirth of civil society.
Interpreting the overthrow of the SED as a collapse of communism begs
the question of agency, but explaining it through the mobilization of the
muasses links 1989 to earlier popular upheavals such as 1918 or 1848, No
doubt the stagnation of the planned economies and the erasion of Soviet
control were essential preconditions, but the Charter 77 movement in
Czechoslovakia, the Polish Solidarnoic (Solidarisy) union, and the German
peace movement fought not just for the recovery of civil rights but also for
the construction of a new form of civic self-organization. Although the
postunification blues has made many dissidents repudiate the term, the
democratic awakening in East Central Europe seems to herald a different
kind of bloodiess revolution, seeking to free civil society from a totalitarian
state,”

~J
[EE

Helga Welsh, Andreas Pickel, and Derothy Rosenbery, “Fast and West: United and Divided®” in

Konrad H. Jarausch, ed., After Unity: Reconfigrring German entities (Providence, 1L, 1997),

103-36.

23 jargen Habernas, Di
Reflectivnss on ihe Revolution in Ewrope (New York, 1990),

24 See, ¢.g,, Helga Kéningsdorf, 1989 ader ein ; ot der Schonbeit (Bedin, 19903 and Stefan Heyin,
D sanfie Revolition: Prasa, Lyrik, Protokolle, B erichie, Red eipzigr, 1990}

25 Manfred Heuding, ed., Revolution in De 12 17891989 (Gottingen, 1991). Jazausch, Unrver-

heffte if, 11261, 2056, 303fF; and the specious critigue of Flaronnut Zwahy,

w der DDR im Demonstrationsvergleich: Leipzig and Berdin im (keober snd Noverber 1959 i

©®




470 Kowrad H. Jarausch

COMPARING 1968 AND 1989

Due to this mixture of resemblances and differences, comparisons between
1968 and 1989 are at once intriguing and frustrating. The temporal and
spatiaf distance, the incommensurability of the contexts, the particularicy
of their respective actors and agendas, and the distinctiveness of their events
and results complicate systematic contrasts between these events, Nonethe-
less, East German dissidents and West German observers acted in 1989 on
the basis of their memories of 1968 and frequently invoked comparisons
between the two sets of developments. When a leading GDR dissident
tried to explain the need for reform to 2 Western sixty-eighter, he argued
tetlingly, “You had your sixty-cight and we didn’t”™® Such a comparison is
tegitimate because it is not just a mind game of historians but a part of the
record itself,

On a certain level of abstraction, a systematic COMParison can uncover a
number of striking similarities between the caesuras of 1968 and 1989, For
the sake of clarity, it might help to look at such criteria as the international
context, the process of mobilization, the techniques or ains of the protest-
ers, and the achievements or results of their protests.?” Because the detailed
discussion of chese dimensions would exceed the bounds of this chapter, a
few suggestions have to suffice as an indication of some of the potential
resemblances.

Both upheavals were parc of wider international changes that also
engulfed neighboring councries and only assumed a particular intensity in
Germany due to its terrible past and divided present. Each rupture required
certain enabling conditions that were the result of transnational develop-
ments such as the American defeat in the Vietnam War in the 1960s and
the waning of Soviet control in Eastern Europe in the 1980s. In both cases
wider trends, such as the spread of the peace mavement and the example of
perestroika, emboldened internal protesters to take to the streets, In a way,
the two tevolts were a challenge against the respective hegemonial power,
namely, the United States in 1968 and the Soviet Union in 1989.2° Whereas
the Nazi legacy reinforced the generational rebellion but delayed the break

Manfred Hertling and Paul Neolte, eds,, Nation wnd Ges
33531

20 Quoted in the inroduction to Peifers dissere

chaft i Dentschland {Munich, 19963,

on on the mythologizadon of 1968,

27 For s different kind of compauisan, fo using on the e of the inteliectuals, see Ridiger Bubner,
“How Philosophy Failed to Grasp Its Time in Thought,” paper presented at the conference *1968;
The World Transformed.” Wissenscliaftszentrun Berlin, May 23-5, 1996,

28 See George €. Herring’s and Lawrence S. Wittner's chapters in this book.
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with the antifascist SED, the division limited the student revolt to West
Germany and the democratic awakening to East Germany,

In both cases participants experienced a sense of palpable excitement, a
feeling of 2 historic confrontation, a perception that something major was
about to change. Although difficult to explain, this shift in perception
played an essential role in mobilizing protesters by suggesting that their
actions might actually have some positive effect. The half-heartedness of
repression led to a great increase in actionism such as demonstrations and
resolutions, in which people who had been mute suddenly dared to voice
their own demands. In both social movements students or intellectuals also
played a vanguard role in articulating popular disagreement with the system
and in providing the initial spark that eventually started a wider conflagra-
tion. Within this unparalleled politicization, a tension remained between
the neo- or post-Marxist aims of the leaders and the more practical partic-
ipatory hopes of their foliowers.”’

Both movements successfully used civil rights techniques of nonvio-
lence, borrowed from Mahatma Gandhi and Martin Luther King Jr., n
order to dramatize their demands. This strategy of peaceful protest, which
made clever use of the new medium of television, was predicated on an
enemy who behaved repressively but nonetheless observed some limitations
on the use of force.” Both challenges to their respective systems pursued a
democratic agenda of expanding popular participation and their aims of
postmaterialism and a third way sought to carve out a space between com-
munism and capitalism. In their rhetoric these movements were a peculiar
biend of modest reformism, directed toward remedying concrete abuses,
and visionary utopianism, demanding an entirely new world. Each started
in the social and extraparliamentary realm but eveutually sought 2 transfor-
mation of politics.

Both revolts produced major changes in their countries, revitalizing pub-
lic discourse and initiating changes that overthrew repressive structures and
expanded citizens’ rights. The generational rebellion of 1968 reinforced
the domestic and international reform agenda of the social-liberal coalition
in West Germany, whereas the civic rising of 1989 liberalized the post-
Stalinuse SED so fundamentally that it ceded power in East Germany almost

20 Negt, Aditindseckziy, 606 Seeven PG, “Collective Identity and Inforoai Ciroups i Kevoludon-
ary Mobilization: Bast Germatzy in 1989, Secial Forces 75 (1996) 91—118. See o Gilcher-Holtoy
chapter in this book.

30 The mediods of the protesters are unde
turetische Revolution {Bedin, 1990),

fzed fur 1968, For 1989, see Gerhard Rein, Die proges-
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without a fight.” But each upheaval also had largely unintended conse-

quences that limited the achievemnent of their original aims and deflected
their impetus into different directions. One consequence of the student
revolt was the terrorist violence of the Red Army Faction (RAF), whereas
the democratization of the GDR. unexpectedly ted to national unifica-
tion.™ I one abstracts a pattern of democratic renewal from both sixty-
eight and eighty-nine, these otherwise disparate events begin to exhibit
some remarkable similarities,

A closer look at 1968 and 1989, reveals, however, many differences that
are so fundamental as to undermine some of the surface similarities. Espe-
cially when one descends from generaizations into the peculiarities of each
situacion and examines the actual sequence of events, the distinctions loom
farger. Here somewhar different criteria of the character of the systein,
composition of the movements, specific ideological aims, and ultimate
fmpact of changes may be more enlightening. Their cursory application to
each respective upheaval serves to highlight some of the following distinc-
gions.

In spite of the perceived repressiveness of each government, the differ-
ence in the nature of the respective system, such as the FRG of the 1960s
and the GDR of the 1980s, was rather considerable. West Germany was,
after all, a capitalistic democracy with irritating authoritarian featares,
whereas East Germany was essentially a Communist dictatorship, only soft-
ened by extensive social provisions,* Symbolically represented by the
unpenetrability of the German-German border, the international context
also produced different results in the divided country. As part of the West,
the FRG became caught up in its transnationa! youth revolt while East
Berhin remained quiet. But as member of the Eastern bloc, the GDR. was
invelved in the repudiation of communism while Bonn cheered from the
sidelines. The constant comparison with the other side, resulting from
being on the front line between hostile deological blocs, initially favored
repression but eventually hastened revole **

Although there was a generational aspect to both protests, it operated
differently in both situations. The sixty-eighters were largely students,

31 Gale Stokes, The Walls Came Tumbling Down: The Collaps: of Communism in Burope (New York,
1993} Mater, Dizsoluiion, 1080, does nor explicitly mention 1968 in his discussion of the Centeql
European pattern of revolution. Cf. Jarausch, Unverhoffte Einkeit, 309(F.

32 fillian Becker, Hitler's Children (Philadelphia, 1977}, and Peter Merkl, German [
pean Context {University Park, Pa., 1993),

33 This difierence is sometimes forgotten, which teads to a simplistie equation of both systems. Cf.
Jiirgen Kocka, Die 2% : 2y Grschichie der Gegeaunart (Géttingen, 1995), 9T

34 Perer Bender, Episode oder Epoche? Zur Geschichie des getellion Daisschland (Munich, 1996),

o it the Enre-
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reacting also against the overcrowding of the universities, but this group
was demonstratively absent in 1989, since it was highly ideologized by the
SED. In contrast to the quiescence of thirty-five to forty-five-year-olds in
the 1960s, white-collar workers, intellectuals, or artists of this age group,
who resented the mendacity of the system, were the initial dissidents of
1989. To the chagrin of the activists, the working people remained gen-
erally disinterested in the 1960s, but their mobilization provided the crucial
mass base for the success of the Leipzig demonstrations during the fall of
1989. In consequence, sixty-eight became essentially an academic affair,
whereas mass participation eventually turned the democratic awakening
into a direction quite different from the wishes of its dissident mentors,
organized in the New Forum.

Scrutiny of the evidence also demonstrates that the ideological pro-
grammatics differed rather fundamentally between both movements.
Whereas the generational revolt was motivated by an antifascist revulsion
against the unacknowledged complicity of their elders with the Third
Reich, the democratic awakening eventually turned this critique on the
GDR itself and developed a leftist form of anticommunism that revived
the totalitarian model.*® In contrast to the self-professed Third World inter-
nationalism of the student rebels evident in the Che Guevara cult, the
majority of the East German citizens in the winter of 1989 rediscovered
national solidarity as the quickest way toward a freer and bester life. Whereas
anti-Vietnam protests turned the sixty-eighters toward an anticapitalist
form of anti-Americanism, G citizens overcame their propaganda
clichés and embraced the blandishments of Western consumer society,
ignoring all postmaterialist warnings of leftise intellectuals.”

In spite of their common role as caesuras, both ruptures had fundamen-
tally different consequences. By dramatizing the anthoritarianism of the
university system, cultural institutions, gender relations, and individual
lifestyles, the student revolt undoubtedly triggered unportant reforms in
West German culture and soctety. Gained through a patient institutional
struggle of the new social movements, such as pacifism, feminism, snd
environmentalism, this change of consciousness took years to achieve™ In

35 Klaus R. Allerbeck, Sozielogic sadikalor Studente gugen (Musiich, 1973}, and Rlaus-Dieter
Opp and vthers, Die Votkselgene Resolation (Stutigart, 1993).

36 Alf Liidike, “'Coming to Ferms with the Past’: Husions of Remembering, Ways of Forgetting
Naziem in West Germany,” Journal of Modera History 65 (19933 542-72; and Kourad H. Jarausch,
“The Failure of East German Ant-Fas Same [ronies of History as Polities)” German Studies
Review 14 {1991} 84-102.

37 Huberies Knabe, ed., Aubrich in eine wdere DDR: Reformer wid Op;
des {Hamburg, 1989); and Reich, Riickhehr nach Fusepa, 20441

38 Gerd Langguth, Suche nach Sicherbeiten: Ein Pepdwgramm der Dets:
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contrast, the overthrow of the post-Stalinist dictatorship had more imme-
diate and deastic effects, since it did not stop with a reform of the GDR_ but
led to the complete dissolution of the second German state. The unex-
pected unification with West Germany introduced the successful FRG pat-
eerns into eastern Germany, thereby totally transforming the political, eco-
nomic, soctal, and cultural pattern of East German lives. ™

Such fundamental differences caution against any facile conflation of the
two sets of events. Viewed at a high level of generality, sixty-eight and
¢ighty-nine might have been somewhat equivalent attempts at democratiz-
ing seemingly oppressive regimes, but their contexts, origins, and out-
comes radically differed. Although they appeared dramatic at the time, dif-
ficulties in the FRG, such as the overcrowding of universities and the
revulsion against the Vietnam War, turned out to be less deep-seated than
did problems in the GDR, such as economic stagnation and political repres-
s1on by a one-party dictatorship. In spite of much initial bumbling, the
democratic system of the Federal Republic proved flexible enough to be
reluctantly transformed, whereas the Communist GDR,, after an tnitial
attempt to remake itself, ceased to exist,*

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN 1968 AND 98¢

Perhaps more luminating than a comparison between student revolt and
democratic awakening might be an exploration of their potential relation-
ships.*! Since both sets of events took place within one short generation,
there are likely to be substantive connections between them, and their
understanding might be mutually refracted in popular parlanice and aca-
demic analysis. In terms of causation, one key question is whether there
were any actual influences, learning processes, or programmatic echoes
between 1968 and 1989, In terms of perception, an important issue might
be how mmages of the generational rebellion continue to define the Ger-
man Left and how interpretations of the fall of communism tend to legit-
mize the rise of 2 New Right.* Perhaps some answers to these queries can

3¢
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Konrad H. Jarausch and Volker Gransow, eds., Unittng Cermany: Docinients and Debates, 1 944— 1993
{(Providence, RL, 1994). See also Michael Thonas, ed., Abbruch und Aufbriuch (Bedin, 1992}
Ronald Fraser. 1968:.4 Student Genersidon in Revoit (New York, 1988). For the eighteenth-cenrury
historian Robert Darnton, the key reference puint was instead the French Revolution of 1789; see
Berlin Jownal, 1989-1990 {New York, 1991).

41 Christoph Klessmann argues in favor of such a relational analysis of postwar history in the intro-
ducton to Christoph Klessmann and Georg Wichere, eds., Dus guspaliene Land- Leben in Dewtsc
19431990 Texte und Dok {Mugich, 1993).

42 See the arnicle series in the Funkfoter Allgen Zeitung on *"What's Left™ in 1992 and the subse-

quent discussion on “Wharts Right” in 1994,
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be found in a look at the process of learning from the events and at the
construction of their memaories,

[n most respects, the lessons of 1968 for 1989 appear to have been pos-
itive. The internal democratization in West Germany that was accelerated
by the student revoit helped refute Communist accusations of neo-Nazisin
and made the Federal Republic more attractive to the East Germans. At
the same tine, the brutal repression of democratic socialism in Czechosio-
vakia broke the loyalty of many intellecenalks to the GDR and limited the
ideological appeal of Marxism in the FRG. Moreover, the example of 2
largely peaceful mass movement that demanded the democratization of an
aathoritarian system proved mstructive, even if the SED did everything in
its power to discredit it as anarchistic. Finally, some of the agenda of the
subsequent new social movements trickled across the Wall because it
addressed pressing problems that were largely ignored in the GDR.Y

As a source of ideological identity, the relationship of eighty-nine to
sixty-eight seems mare problematic and contested. Because they stili define
themselves in reference to 1968, many West German leftises have mis-
understood eastern dissent as a reprise of their own protests, hoped that
it would achieve some of the things that they had failed to reach, and been
disappointed in the resule.** Because the Right always considered the
cujtural revolution of the 1960s deleterious, it sought to use the opportu-
nity of unification to undo its effects on the larger Germany. In a well-
orchestrated campaign, this self-styled “generation of eighty-nine” called
for greater international assertiveness, the revival of German nationalism.
the restoration of male authority, and the fike. New Right resentment
transformed sixty-eight from a shining example into a caricature of every-
thing that seemed wrong in society and polity.® Both years therefore con-
tinue to hold magic power in defining group membership, ideotogical
stance, and cultural seyle,

The most important connection between these dates lies in their sym-
bolic meaning as reference points for important changes in postwar Ger-
many. Popular opinion and academic analysis have accepted 1968 and 1989

43 Mary Fulbrook, Anatomy of a Dictator}
204

44 Fritz Haug, Versich beim sdglichen Vorlicren des Bodens wnter den Fiffen uewen Grand 2 g eri: [
Perestroika-fosenal (Hambuegz, 1990); and Konrad H
olugion, Unification, and the German Intelicctuals”
in Germany (Chicago, 1997).

45 Ulrich Greiner, “Die Neuwnuadachtziges” Die Zeii, Sept. 16, 1994; and Wol gailgy Eugler, “Der
aufgeschobene Sweit” Die Zeir, Nov. 4, 1994, CF ako Konrad H. ]
Re-Nadoualisierung? Zur Umdentung der deutschen Vergangerheit” Geschishte wnd Cesells
(1995): 57184,
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as the two overriding caesuras since the end of World War 11 that funda-
mentally transformed the character of the successor states and thereby pre-
pared the return of national unity. In contrast to earlier turning points such
as 1918, 1933, or 1945, these ruptures involved neither lost wars nor the
establishment of a dictatorship, but rather peaceful efforts to gain greater
participation. As part of transnational currents of youth revolt and com-
munist collapse, these later caesuras did not pit Germans against their neigh-
bors but reinforced their place in the general pattern of Western develop-
ment. For these reasons, both mark different contributions to the gradual
emergence of a democratic political culture in Germany.*

The challenge of this dual legacy is the construction of a democratic
tradition for a united Germany. Unlike earlier catastrophes, these two efforts
to enlarge the space of individual self-determination represent, in spite of
some exaggerations and unfortunate consequences, aspirations that might
serve as the foundations for a more liberal self-image. As a sometimes con-
fused but exuberant attempt to break with authoritarian traditions, the stu-
dent revolt exudes a subterranean fascination that still continues to inspire
some youth today. Similarly, the self-dissolution of the post-Stalinist dicta-
torship through courageous dissidents, reform communists, and mobilized
masses has created a model of what a docile people can achieve when suf-
ficiently aroused. Even if they remain coatested, the memories of these
democratic moments can serve as positive examples for the building of a
new, postnational @n,::m:uﬁ..ﬂ

Ultimately, the symbolic dates sixty-eight and eight-nine possess a wider
significance that transcends Cengral European concerns. The cultural revo-
lution of 1968 was “a departure which in its contradictions moved the
entire Western world” and yielded “a gain in liberalicy for all.” Despite its
misguided Marxist theorizing, the youth rebellion succeeded in strength-
ening antiauthoritarian tendencies, participatory desires, and postmaterial-
15t values in the West. In contrast, the Eastern bloc repression of the con-
current attempt to create i “socialism with a human face” in Prague stripped
the socialist project of creating an egalitarian alternative to capitalism of its
moral credibility, Unwilling to reform until Gorbachev’s halfhearted steps,
the communist system therefore became a casualey of the “velvet revolu-

46 Konrad H. Jarsusch, "Die postaationale Nation: Zom Mdeatitiswandel dor Seutschen 1945-1593"
Histarioum {spring 1995} 30~-5. Cf. also Peter Mezkl, The Federal Republic of Germany at Forty-five;
Uinton & ity (New York, 1995),

47 Heinrich August Winkler, “Rebuikd ag of a Nation: The Germans Before and After Unification,”
Baedalis 123 (1994): 107-27; and Kocka, Vere! ngskrise, 13341,

Epilegue: 1968 and 1989 477

tion” of 1989." Ironically, the youth rebellion helped save the Western sys-
tem against which it protested, whereas the democratic awakening two
decades later ended up dissolving socialism in Eastern Europe rather than
revitalizing it. For all their differences, these pivotal dates therefore suggest
a continuity across the blocs in the struggle to enlarge the domain of human

dignity.
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