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Does our Community Need a Holocaust Memorial? 
 

Glasgow Jewish Educational Forum, Sunday 1 June 2008 
 
 
Primo Levi: “Human memory is a marvellous but fallacious instrument. The 
memories which lie within us are not carved in stone.” 
 
‘Does our community need a Holocaust Memorial?’ 
 
That was the question I was asked to address ahead of what I am sure will be a 
lively discussion.  But before even attempting an answer, we need to clarify the 
question.   
 
The first word I need to clarify is ‘does’:  Does our community need a Holocaust 
memorial?  Not did our community need a Holocaust Memorial twenty five years 
ago. Or will our community need a Holocaust memorial twenty five years from 
now.  Not should our community…. would our community or even the imperative 
our community does need a Holocaust Memorial!  
 
‘Does’ is a question about the present. It asks: Does our Community need a 
Holocaust Memorial now?  So the real question here is what criteria to we use to 
judge that in the here and now?   
 
Does it matter for example how many people are related to that history directly?  
Survivors, refugees, second generation, for example.  Or maybe the converse.  Do 
we look at how many people are not connected to that history and make our 
judgement based on that, on the basis that we can assist them to know more 
about it?   
 
Does the case for a Holocaust memorial best get made through a business plan - 
carrying out appropriate market research into the number of visitors that a 
Holocaust Memorial would attract and the funding it would generate?  Then the 
answer is a simple one. If a Holocaust Memorial will generate visitors, then our 
community – that is our market – demands a Holocaust Memorial of us and we 
are duty bound to supply it.  If there is interest, then the thing to do is to create 
the place to feed that interest.  Any museums and galleries consultant will tell you 
that the success or failure of a visitor attraction is based on how many people it 
attracts from the target audience.  If people are interested in the Holocaust, then 
our community does need a Holocaust Memorial.     
 
Does a Holocaust Memorial need to respond to current national and local 
political policies?  The creation of the national Holocaust Memorial Day, the 
ongoing commitment south of the border to the Lessons from Auschwitz trips, 
the growing awareness that the Holocaust has important lessons to teach us in a 
world struggling with violent forms of radicalisation and hatred, all set the scene 
for political action.  Nothing is more visible, permanent and enduring than a 
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memorial to a period of history where the lessons are spelled out loud and clear.  
Creating a Holocaust Memorial is a way for our politicians to confront real 
demanding problems in a very open public space, spend a relatively small 
amount of money, and be seen to be doing things at the hard end.  Nothing sends 
a tingle down the spines of people more than the thought of gas chambers and 
mass executions.  It is a stark, bold and undeniable reality – a warning for all 
time.  It also conveniently fits the sound bite culture of current day politics to 
make commitments of this nature.   It does not mean the politicians are wrong to 
refer to the Holocaust, on the contrary.  The question is more one of motive, than 
means.  But motives are important to consider.  The politics of memory are 
fraught with difficulty.  For many years the memory of the Holocaust was twisted, 
relativised, trivialised and manipulated in different political environments across 
the continent and indeed across the globe.   Whatever the reason for political 
engagement with the Holocaust here in Scotland, it is vitally important that it 
stands free of political discourse, and speaks for itself.   
 
Does having a Holocaust memorial touch the interests of younger people too?  
Does our community teach about the Holocaust in school?  I was surprised to 
learn when I was here in January that it is not mandated in the Scottish school 
curriculum for senior pupils to learn about the Holocaust, although I believe that 
primary 7 pupils do have a basic introduction.  What our community ‘does’ 
definitely need is a schools based programme to address that deficit for older 
children.  We could spend considerable time effort and resources on creating a 
meaningful memorial.  There may even be a lot of praise for the effort.  If we do 
our job well, young people will visit as a part of their school education - but still 
only a fraction of young people will know anything about the Holocaust, because 
the schools system does not support the same Endeavour.  The question we might 
want to address therefore is ‘Does our community really need a Holocaust 
Memorial, when we have not yet mandated teaching our young people in school?’   
 
Does the post-war generation - the parents and grandparents of those young 
people – know about the Holocaust?  How does our effort involve them?  Do they 
know or care sufficiently to be really bothered about what their children are 
learning?  Maybe they can help us to answer that other related question: ‘Did our 
Community need a Holocaust Memorial a long time ago?’   That might be 
irrelevant now, but if we have lost valuable time, how do we make it up with that 
generation now? 
 
Does the religious community - other than the Jewish community - have an 
interest?  Do they see it as relevant, meaningful, challenging? If they do, how can 
we met their needs and interests?  If they are not, why not?    
 
Does the grass roots community, such as those who address racism, refugees, the 
disabled, gay rights, human rights think we need a Holocaust Memorial?  Are 
they with us?  Do we share a common goal?   
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Does our community have the funding?  Because whether there is demand or not, 
if there is no money, there is no memorial.  Does it matter sufficiently for the 
Government to fulfill its commitment and pay towards it?  Does it matter 
sufficiently to other potential donors who can bring it into being?  If it does not 
matter to them, then whatever anyone else thinks does matter, will make little 
difference, because it is the funding that makes it happen.   But donors in turn 
like to know what matters to people. The clearer we are about what matters to us, 
the more likely funding is to follow.  
 
So the key question the does asks, is ‘Does it matter?’   Does it matter to 
politicians?  Does it matter to teachers? Does it matter to young people?  Does it 
matter to parents?  Does it matter to our religious communities?  Does it matter 
to our grass root organisations?  Does it matter to us? Does it matter me? 
 
With your permission Mr Chairman, I think we should rephrase the ‘Does’ in our 
question ‘Does Our Community Need a Holocaust Memorial?’ to:  ‘Given the 
current level of interest in what happened during the Nazi period do you think it 
matters sufficiently to us…’ 
 
Our: Then there is the ‘our’ in ‘Does Our Community Need a Holocaust 
Memorial?’  So who are we who make up this our.  Whenever we use the word 
‘we’, rather than ‘I’, we imply that ‘we’ are plural.  We could rephrase the question 
and ask whether ‘my community’ needs a Holocaust Memorial, but that sounds 
singular, insular, selfish even.  ‘My community’ would refer to those immediately 
around ‘me’.  It would narrow who we share the experience with, close us in, 
exclude too many other people.  ‘Our community’ on the other hand is about 
sharing.   So the plural works better than the singular.   But we still need to define 
our ‘our’.   
 
‘We’ can be allsorts of collective arrangements.  We certainly know who we are 
not. We are not deniers; we are not proponents of exclusive ideologies, of 
stereotyping and hatred. We do not respect those who do not respect others.  
 
We also know we want, We want our children to live in peace, to treat our 
neighbour as we wish to be treated.  We know that the slope from antisemitism to 
genocide is slippery and easily trod.  We know that we cannot rely upon others to 
uphold these values for us.  We know we have to do it ourselves.      
 
We are a universal ‘us’.  The Holocaust was not only a tragedy for the Jews, but a 
travesty of human behaviour.  We are implicated in it, not because we did 
anything, but because we are a part of the same species that was capable and 
culpable.  If we blame them then we exclude ourselves from the possibility of 
being like them.  We have to admit the frailty of being human, of being capable if 
not culpable.  The we in ‘our community’ is me and you and everyone else who 
subscribes to these fundamental principles – to universal respect of others, of 
human dignity and human rights.   
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Clearly, not all will want to join us, to act together, to live together, to be together. 
So while our we includes everyone, it is only everyone who wants to be a part of 
us.  Let the rest exclude themselves.  But let us make sure we do not exclude any 
who want to share our vision for humanity, which respects the other as him or 
herself.  We often hear about ‘us and them’.  The ‘us’ in ‘our community’ needs to 
be ‘us’ with no ‘them’.  
 
Maybe then we could rephrase the ‘our’ in ‘Does Our Community Need a 
Holocaust Memorial’ to: we who represent the values of shared humanity’. 
 
Community: When we say our ‘community’, as in Does Our Community Need a 
Holocaust Memorial?’, whose community precisely are we talking about?  We all 
have a different sense of community and despite the universal ‘we’ to which we 
just referred, in practice our sense of connectedness is limited – we call that 
circle, our community.   
 
Community defines us, shapes us, gives us context.  What kind of community 
does the Holocaust Memorial, relate to most appropriately?  Is our community 
the Jewish community? The local community of East Renfrewshire?  Or maybe 
it’s a national community in Scotland?  Is it a grass roots community or a 
community of interest or even an ideological community?  Is it comprised of 
mainly young people, old people, old timers, newcomers?  Communities are only 
as inclusive as we make them. Who do we include in our community?  Who do we 
exclude?   
 
Let’s assume for a moment that a Holocaust Memorial is created in Scotland.  
Let’s also assume it is partially funded by the Scottish Government.  As the only 
memorial in Scotland, and with the financial and political support of 
Government, it will be de facto the National ‘Scottish’ Holocaust Memorial.  That 
could be a very good thing, because if Scotland’s public takes pride in such a 
national symbol, it could have profound impact on the awareness of the 
Holocaust across the whole community.  That will depend on whether Scottish 
political leadership is able to identify with the specificity of what happened to the 
victims of the Holocaust and the universality of its message without confusing the 
two.   It would be easier for them to push the initiative to the Jewish community 
or local community to handle. 
 
So let’s take another scenario.  Let’s say the project is supported by the 
Government, but responsibility for its delivery is placed largely with the Jewish 
community and its associated organisations.  The danger then is that the 
‘Scottish’ Holocaust memorial would run a high risk of appearing parochial, it 
could limit its reach, entrap its purpose.  The Jewish community may well want 
to take an active role.  East Renfrewshire may well be deemed the right place, 
precisely because there is a minority community who care about the Holocaust 
living there.  But there is also a danger that if the Jewish community takes a 
strong lead and it is based in East Renfrewshire that once again the Holocaust 
will be seen as a Jewish community project and the point will have been lost.    
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Geographical space and conveying community go hand in hand. Without taking 
anything away from the community of East Renfrewshire, would East 
Renfrewshire be the most obvious place to make a clear and unequivocal 
statement to the whole of Scotland?  As founder of the Holocaust Centre in the 
middle of a field in rural Nottinghamshire, I have no grounds to question the 
generous hosting of a memorial in East Renfrewshire.  
However, the Holocaust Centre in Nottinghamshire is a private initiative 
developed at the time out of pure necessity.  We used the very few resources to 
establish something in the UK fifteen years ago.  That is very different 
proposition to a memorial funded by a national government.  If the community is 
the nation, then it has to reach the nation.  If that means it has to be in central 
Glasgow or in Edinburgh that needs to be thought about now.  I understand there 
is the offer of land, which is a wonderful gesture, because land is expensive.  But 
it will be costly to get the location wrong.  East Renfrewshire might indeed be the 
right place, but you only know that once feasibility is tested against other possible 
locations.  I wonder whether that exercise has been done.  If the community to 
which we refer is the Jewish Community, then East Renfrewshire will be just fine.  
If it is a wider community, then this location needs very careful thought. 
 
This raises the thorny problem of ownership.  Who ‘owns’ the Holocaust 
memorial? Moreover, who owns the Holocaust?  Let me rephrase that.  Who has 
the right to represent the Holocaust, its causes, its history and its consequences, 
to the rest of society?  We all know that the vast majority of victims of National 
Socialisms genocidal regime were Jews.  From the outset, they were ideological 
targets of a pathological state, hell bent on their destruction.  There is good 
reason to think about how to involve the Jewish community in the creation of 
Holocaust memorials and centres, because Jews do know about the Holocaust 
from the very core of their being.  That partly explains why when a Holocaust 
memorial is considered, East Renfrewshire is an obvious choice for many.  
However, south of the border, it would be unthinkable to put a Holocaust centre 
for the general public in At Hendon Central or on Hampstead High Street.  It 
places the ownership and the onus on the Jewish community and this is not a 
Jewish Community problem.  Whatever it was that created the mass murder of 
the Jews of Europe it was not the making of the Jews.  They suffered the tragedy, 
the problem lay elsewhere. 
 
That said, the Jewish Community does have a right to speak to this topic.  After 
all Jews were murdered simply and only because they were Jews and the 
330,000 Jews of mainland Britain were on the list at the Wannsee Conference in 
January 1942. Jews have a right to lead, guide, direct, speak, and could arguably 
demand lead the project.  But of course there are many different voices within the 
Jewish community about how to represent the Holocaust in a dignified and 
meaningful way.  So allowing the Jewish community to lead would not 
necessarily lead to consensus, on the contrary. 
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There is another compelling reason for the Jewish community to take a clear 
lead.  As a minority community which migrated here and has suffered the impact 
of antisemitism here and lived with the shadow of the Holocaust, the Jewish 
community does know how to talk about the causes and consequences of racial 
hatred.   
 
Also of late, the Jewish community is taking a strong role in leading on difficult 
social action initiatives.  The Pears Foundation has led on this and other 
organisations such as UJIA have developed clear social action strategies.  Jews 
have always been active in the wider society, but this recent move is about Jews 
saying that they want to participate in fighting for important humanitarian 
causes because they are Jews who have a conscience.   Jews have a lot to say 
about justice, freedom, fairness, and human rights – precisely because they were 
denied them for so long.  What would be more powerful than a Holocaust 
Memorial created by the Jewish community which clearly, unambiguously and 
unashamedly addressed the nation on its values?       
 
Community then would take on a new meaning.  Because that particular ‘Jewish 
community’ would include black, white, Asian, Muslims Christians, Jews, all 
faiths, and none.  It would be a unique ‘Jewish Community’ in which the 
members would be those who subscribe to the values of those within the Jewish 
community prepared to lead on human rights and social action as a part of a 
commitment to remembering the Holocaust.  It would be a turning point, a role 
that would give the Jewish community clear leadership within the wider 
community.  The recent Darfur campaign, which organizations like my own have 
been involved in, would not have been successful without the outspokenness of 
the Board of Deputies, the Chief Rabbi, the Reform movement, the Jewish youth 
movements, the Union of Jewish Students and a host of other Jewish 
organisations.  They took the message loud and clear to the wider public. 
 
Whoever leads our community must have the vision to lead our community as a 
whole.  It is not a given that the wider community as whole will recognise the 
Holocaust as their issue.  Nor is it a given that the Jewish community will accept 
our community as meaning everyone.   Maybe then we could rephrase 
community as in ‘Does our community need a Holocaust Memorial’ to: ‘people of 
all backgrounds across Scotland who care for its values, its hopes and its fears’ 
 
Need  
Does our community need as in ‘Does Our Community Need a Holocaust 
Memorial?’  ‘Need’!?  How do you define need?  There does not seem to be an 
obvious need for another Holocaust memorial.  The Holocaust did not happen in 
Scotland so there is no need to commemorate historical sites which need 
marking, there is not a large body of survivors that need public recognition 
(although the role they play in alerting Scotland to their past is indeed needed), 
there is not a vocal lobby who feel that they need to express their  feelings about 
the Holocaust through a public space, there is no need to impose the history on 
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the landscape any more than creating a memorial to Hiroshima for example.  So 
perhaps need is too strong a word for our question. 
 
That said, many survivors have reiterated that during the period of the camps 
they would keep each other going, by saying ‘we need to survive in order to tell 
the world!’  There was a time in my own research when I wondered whether 
survivors have said, because indeed they had survived.  But on more detailed 
research I managed to corroborate the fact that indeed inmates of the camps did 
make telling the story a reason for survival.  They had already long since 
succumbed to the inevitability of death; they no longer cared about their own 
fate.  However, they did not want the Germans to succeed in killing them and 
then obliterating the truth.  When they talked about surviving ‘to tell the World’, 
they did not say, we need to survive to tell the Allies, or our townsfolk, or the 
people who have been duped by the Nazis.  No.  They said, they wanted to tell ‘the 
World’.  And that is what they meant.  Their mission was very clearly two fold.  To 
tell what had happened to them and to explain what human beings are capable of. 
Many of those inmates did not survive in order to fulfill their mission.   We have a 
duty to help fulfill their mission.  Scotland may not always be a part of the United 
Kingdom – who knows!  However, Scotland has always been and always will be a 
part of the World.   That is the very same World which the inmates of the camps 
wanted to know about their fate.  They wanted all of the World to know. 
 
Is it a need? It might be a duty.  It might also be, each of us recognising 
sufficiently how important that history was to them and is to our own future.  So 
perhaps we could rephrase ‘Need’ to:  ‘to know sufficiently and clearly that there 
is pressing urgency to teach future generations about the past and the future’ 
 
A:  We could probably skip ‘a’ as in ‘Does Our Community Need a Holocaust 
Memorial?’  However, who said there should only be one?  It’s a long way from 
Aberdeen to East Renfrewshire and not that many Aberdeeners will have reason 
to pass through.  We have assumed so far that the Holocaust Memorial will be 
some kind of permanent feature on the landscape, maybe a special sculpture with 
a small museum, or maybe a museum with purposeful architecture in nice 
surroundings – meaningful, powerful, symbolic, artistic.  But if the purpose of the 
memorial is to reach the wider community, is symbolic or monumental 
architecture and museum space the most effective way of reaching the wider 
community?  If say 50,000 people a year visit the centre it will take over 100 
years for everyone in Scotland to see it and that obviously does not include 
tourists.  To achieve 50,000 a year will require a full education programme as 
well as occasional visitors. 
 
If one of the aims is to reach young people and to run an education programme, 
why not set up small Holocaust centres, or maybe even human rights centres, in 
regional schools or universities?  For the same money as the single symbolic 
memorial centre, there is instead a Holocaust Centre in each of Aberdeen, 
Dumfries, Edinburgh, Glasgow and perhaps Wick and Ullapool for good measure.   
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Then of course there is the internet too. Maybe creating an online centre 
accessible to all and promoted through the schools system would be an 
alternative or an addition.  The internet is described as a ‘place’ these days, and 
that is precisely what it is, it is a place where people go – and young people in 
particular – everyday.  So why not be in the place where they are?  Of course the 
internet does not replace real places, otherwise we could spend all day online and 
no time anywhere else and creating reflective, challenging spaces such as 
memorials and museums is important for human experience, but one does not 
preclude the other of course. 
 
So perhaps we should rephrase ‘a’ as in ‘Does Our Community Need a Holocaust 
Memorial’ to: ‘whether we do so in one place or in many’ 
 
Holocaust: Then we come to the term Holocaust as in ‘Does our community 
need a Holocaust Memorial?’  I say Holocaust and think one thing. You say 
Holocaust and may have something quite different in mind.  I don’t know that for 
sure, but ‘The Holocaust’ is a contested term with a range of different personal 
interpretations.  Interestingly, ‘Shoah’ the Hebrew variant is not contested.  It 
clearly and plainly refers to the mass destruction of European Jewry.  If you say 
Shoah there is no question it is about the destruction of the Jews during the Nazi 
period.    
 
That is more or less how the term Holocaust started out too, but there is more 
emphasis on what the Nazis did and how they did it rather than what the Jews 
suffered which is the main difference to the use of Shoah.  Of course the Nazi’s 
had a range of persecutory methods depending on the group and how they fitted 
into the ideology of the racist State.  The Jews were the defining group, murdered 
without exception, hunted, transported, shot, gassed, burned - every man woman 
and child they could find.  There were to be no exceptions.  But on their sliding 
scale of murder and horrific persecution were a range of persecuted groups.  If we 
were to apply the 1948 Convention for the Prevention and Punishment of the 
Crime of Genocide retrospectively we see very clearly just how many groups 
suffered genocide under the Nazis. 

The convention states: ‘genocide means any of the following acts committed with 
intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnic, racial or religious group, 
as such:  

(a) Killing members of the group (this would include Jews, Gypsies, Gay Men, 
Jehovah’s Witnesses, Slavs, Russian POWs) 

(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group; (this 
would include members of political parties opposed to the Nazis, 
outspoken religious groups and individuals incarcerated in concentration 
camps) 

(c) Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring 
about its physical destruction in whole or in part (arguably Poland as a 
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country suffered this fate – all the Jews of the Lublin and Radom districts 
were murdered, o why were there plans to extend Majdanek?); 

(d) Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group; (this 
would include the sterilization of the mixed race children of the 
Algerian/Alsace parents, forced sterilization of the disabled and mentally 
ill, the sterilization of Jewish and gypsy children in various medical 
experiments ) 

(e) Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group (which would 
include the aryanisation programme where for example Czech children 
were transferred for re-education to Aryan homes)’  

The question this begs is, are we interested in what happened to the Jews, or are 
we interested in how European Society trod the path from stable civilization to a 
genocidal society?   
 
If we are interested to explain how the Jews suffered, then we need to create a 
Shoah Centre to remember what happened to the Jews.   
 
If we are interested in understand the steps to genocide, then we need a centre  - 
calling it a Holocaust centre, genocide centre, tolerance centre, centre for 
humanity or whatever - which reflects the steps that led to that genocidal society.   
 
Whether we are comfortable with the definition of ‘The Holocaust’ incorporating 
what the Nazis did to a range of groups in different ways is another debate 
entirely, but we need to be cognizant of the fact,  that this is how ‘The Holocaust’ 
is understood by many, if not most people.  Accepting that definition does not 
mean excluding the Jewish experience, downgrading it, comparing or trivialising 
it.  It just means we have to get comfortable with the fact that the genocide of the 
Jews did happen in the same place and at the same time, in the same camps, even 
sometimes the same barracks as other individuals and groups were experiencing 
the persecution of the Nazis in a different way.  Physically, ideologically, 
practically it is not so difficult to understand.  As yet we do not yet have the 
narrative to support this definition without it sounding like it undermines the 
extreme and indeed total suffering of the Jews. Maybe this memorial could help 
with that.  
 
We live in a world in which genocide has continued to happen. 200 million 
civilians were murdered by their own governments last century. It was a century 
of genocide and mass killing. For our own memorial to be effective it would do 
well to inform our public about this and to empower them to act in the world in 
which they live today. Whatever we say about the Holocaust in history we need to 
be true to the facts, and true to experiences of its victims. We also need to deal 
with its connecting themes – racism, exclusion, the slide towards violence, then 
death. Death and more death. 
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So while we are discussing this, maybe in our question we could rephrase 
‘Holocaust’ to: ‘the Jews should be remembered with dignity and the countless 
victims of National Socialism and genocide too’ 
 
Memorial: Then there is the term ‘memorial’ as in Does our community need a 
Holocaust Memorial?’.  There was a time when a memorial was deemed static, 
retrospective, fixed, monumental, historical, somber, reflective, ritual, artistic, 
maybe even beautiful.   It conjures up images of important states-persons laying 
wreaths at fixed times of the year, at fixed points on the landscape, a place where 
you go to remember for a moment, allowing you to forget the rest of the year.  
Such fixed memorials do serve a necessary function - that of recognition.   
 
For the victims of war, genocide, violent crime, and even heroes, recognition is 
important.  It states publicly ‘you matter as an individual or as a group’ and ‘you 
matter to all of us’.  The option, public amnesia, obfuscation, and denial, is to die 
a second death, that of amnesia and oblivion.  Today the lack of public 
recognition of the genocide in Armenia – which is for largely political reasons - 
leaves third and fourth generation Armenians in tears, their frustration at the 
lack of recognition palpable three generations on.  They do not want a 
monument, they want to be recognized.    
 
Here in Scotland we have a particular problem.  There is no one in need of public 
recognition or even asking to be recognised.  No historical events took place here, 
the Shoah is remembered in public spaces the World over and the survivors are 
neither repressed nor made mute by unlistening ears.  So what kind of memorial 
would it be and indeed is memorial the right word to use at all? 
 
To memorialize someone is to find the means to remember them.  In our case we 
are not memorializing individual named soldiers or victims of a tragic accident.  
We are memorializing the destruction of a whole civilization.   But this is not 
primarily an act of mourning their loss, but in memory of them, questioning why 
they were murdered.   Our memorial is an action, not a monument.  Our 
discussion today is a memorial act, because we want to know the best way in 
which to remember them.  The donation of the land is a memorial act, because we 
are saying that we want to recognize the waste of their lives in a dedicated space.  
The planning and the thinking behind what is created should be an act of 
memorial, not only a professional financial plan, artistic plan and education 
policy.  Each act which makes up the whole site, should be enacted in memory of 
the victims of the Holocaust and their wasted lives.   
 
So too the outcomes of the plan should in someway make a permanent reminder 
in the lives and actions of those who come into contact with this memorial.  The 
greatest memorial to wasted lives of the Jews of Europe is not a sculpture or fine 
building or meaningful exhibit.  They are merely instruments of the memorial.  
The real memorial we are trying to create is a society that understands that 
prejudice and racism and hatred have no place in our community.  The fate of the 
Jews of Europe is a reminder to us.  We have neither the capacity nor capability 
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to remember them.   As Primo Levi states, the aims of life are the best defense 
against death. 
 
This memorial is not being created to remember the dead, but to remind the 
living.   
 
Only then will the dead rest in peace.  
 
I need to rephrase ‘Memorial’ as in ‘Does Our Community Need a Holocaust 
Memorial?’ to: ‘as the most fitting way to remember will be to remind ourselves 
what happened, to challenge our values, and our actions, so that when we 
remember, we also never forget that the causes of genocide are all around us, and 
that we are all responsible to make a difference as our lasting legacy.’ 
 
Time is pressing.  We have finally clarified the question, which I now need to 
attempt to answer.  
 
We started with:  
 
‘Does our Community Need a Holocaust Memorial? 
 
Unless I am mistaken I now have the question as:  
 
Given the current level of interest in what happened during the Nazi period do 
you think it matters sufficiently to us, we who represent the values of shared 
humanity, people of all backgrounds from across Scotland who care for its values, 
its hopes and its fears, to know sufficiently and clearly that there is pressing 
urgency to teach future generations about the past and the future, and that 
whether we do so in one place or in many, 
the Jews should be remembered with dignity and the countless victims of 
National Socialism and genocide too, as the most fitting way to remember is to 
remind ourselves what happened, to challenge our values, and our actions, so 
that when we remember, we also never forget that the causes of genocide are all 
around us, and that we are all responsible to make a difference as our lasting 
legacy? 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen, if this is the question we are asking, then I have a one 
word answer, which is good, because it will save me having to write a lecture at 
all.  
 
It is a very simple, yes. 


