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h e a t e r i n the F l a m e d S o c i e t v : Contemrorarv 
rama i n i t s h i s t o r i c a l , P o l i t i c a l , and C u l t u r a l 
c n t e x t . 3y 3. G. H u e t t i c h . Chapel H i l l : The 
' n i v e r s i t y of North C a r o l i n a P r e s s . 1978. xv + 
71 pages, 

G. H u e t t i c h o f f e r s i n t h i s work a t r u e con-
; r i b u t i o n to s c h o l a r s h i p on the h i s t o r y of drama 
.n the GDR, an area which i n the p a s t has 
-emained l e s s i n v e s t i g a t e d than e i t h e r l y r i c 
poetry or f i c t i o n . Q u i t e c o r r e c t l y , H u e t t i c h 
sees t h e a t e r i n the GDR as one of the prime edu-
: a t i o n a l t o o l s of a planned s o c i e t y . 3ecause 
the GDR t h e a t e r i s p o l i t i c i z e d and the d r a m a t i s t 
h i m s e l f i s a p o l i t i c a l f i g u r e , H u e t t i c h focuses 
on the i n v e s t i g a t i o n of the s t r a t e g i e s used by 
a r i o u s d r a m a t i s t s to respond to t h e i r p o l i t i c a l 
u n c t i o n and examines the manner i n which t h e i r 
nescapable s o c i a l r o l e a f f e c t s the nature and 
u a l i t y of t h e i r work. H i s major o b j e c t i v e s are 
o o u t l i n e the h i s t o r i c a l development of the 
DR's contemporary t o p i c a l drama, t h a t i s , drama 
bout the GDR, and f u r t h e r , to " d e f i n e the s o c i o -
o l i t i c a l f u n c t i o n of drama and d r a m a t i s t s i n 
he GDR." 'The s u b j e c t matter and the o b j e c t i v e s 
end themselves w e l l to the author's h i s t o r i c a l 
pproach. U n f o r t u n a t e l y , the p e r i o d a f t e r the 
i g h t h P a r t y Congress i s t r e a t e d i n only a few 
ages, ending with the c o n c l u s i o n t h a t "there 
eems to be a new d i a l o g u e , a g i v e and take 
mong the p a r t y , t h e i r a u t h o r s , and the p u b l i c 
... The f i n a l r e t u r n s are not y e t i n , but b a r ­
i n g any r a d i c a l change i n c u l t u r a l p o l i c y , at 
east from our p e r s p e c t i v e the p r o g n o s i s l o o k s 
o s i t i v e f o r the GDR's c u l t u r a l development 
u r i n g the s e v e n t i e s " (p. 159). Although the 
u t h o r , r e f e r r i n g to the Biermann a f f a i r , notes 
n the addendum to the p r e f a c e t h a t h i s " t e n -
a t i v e assessment of the f u t u r e has proven to be 
i l u s o r y d u r i n g the l a s t few months" (p. x v ) , i t 
'ould seem th a t the author i n h i s assessment of 
u l t u r a l p o l i t i c s s i n c e 1971 was e i t h e r too 
; p t i m i s t i c , or he o v e r l o o k e d e s s e n t i a l i n d i c a ­
tions 'hat the s o - c a l l e d Honecker era was not to 
;e as " l i b e r a l " as i t appeared i n i t i a l l y . 
Luettich's most important c o n t r i b u t i o n r e s u l t s 
from h i s emphasis t h a t most of the p l a y s pro­
duced i n the GDR have been c h a r a c t e r i z e d by 
:heir p o s i t i v e r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s of s o c i a l i s t 
;roblems. From Wangenheim, Wolf, and Z i n n e r to 
^ . T - i t - . t 7 T i 3 t t e r . Salomon, and Hammel, the s t r o n g , 

p o s i t i v e , p r o - s o c i a l i s t hero or heroine over­
comes seemingly insurmountable problems (and 
u s u a l l y remnants of bourgeois t h i n k i n g as w e l l ) 
and c o n t r i b u t e s at great p e r s o n a l s a c r i f i c e to 
the h i s t o r i c a l development of s o c i a l i s m . C o r ­
r e c t l y d e f i n i n g p l a y s of t h i s k i n d as the main­
stream of drama i n the GDR, the author c e n t e r s 
h i s a t t e n t i o n here, r e l e g a t i n g the works by 
Helmut 3aierl, Heiner Müller, and V o l k e r 3raun 
to a " d i a l e c t i c d i g r e s s i o n , " i n order to b r i n g 
them i n t o a much needed h i s t o r i c a l p e r s p e c t i v e , 
f o r i n the West there has been a tendency to 
i d e n t i f y the f o l l o w e r s of 3recht as the only 
important d r a m a t i s t s of the GDR. 

Joan E. Holmes 
U n i v e r s i t y of K a r ^ 

K a n t i n e : E i n Stück (^ine D i s p u t a t i o n ; m :un* 
Paradoxa. 3v Gerhard 3 r a r s t r e r . Rostock: VE3 
? i r s t o r f f V e r l a g . 1977- 93 pages. DDR 3,^0 H. 

While the book j a c k e t d e s c r i b e s K a n t i n e as " e i n 
Stück," the t i t l e - p a g e reads, "eine D i s p u t a ­
t i o n i n fünf Paradoxa." I n f a c t , the work i s 
n e i t h e r p l a y nor d i s p u t a t i o n , f o r i t l a c k s what 
i s e s s e n t i a l to both genres: c o n f l i c t . 
I n a contemporary GDR t h e a t r e canteen T o r e d i d , 
" e i n o p t i m i s t i s c h e r Gast," and P i r o l , " e i n skep 
t i s c h e r T h e a t e r k r i t i k e r , " d i s c u s s whether great 
a r t i s s t i l l p o s s i b l e . I n f i v e l e c t u r e s , which 
c o n s t i t u t e h a l f of the p l a y , T o r e d i d develops s 
d i a l e c t i c a l p r o o f of h i s c o n t e n t i o n t h a t s o c i a l 
ism p r o v i d e s f e r t i l e s o i l f o r a r t . Another cut­
t e r of the p i e c e i s devoted to T o r e d i d ' s elabo: 
a t i c n of h i s argument, and i n the l i t t l e space 
which remains P i r o l i s a l l o w e d to r a i s e a few-
wan o b j e c t i o n s , f o r which he i s r i d i c u l e d by 
other c h a r a c t e r s . Because the d i s c u s s i o n i s 
weighted so h e a v i l y i n T o r e d i d ' s f a v o r , P i r o l 
a l l but d i s a p p e a r s as a dramatic f o r c e , and a 
t r u l y dramatic c o n f l i c t i s m i t i g a t e d . The 
" d i s p u t a t i o n " i s reduced to a s i n g l e argument. 
As a r e s u l t , d r a - n a t i c a c t i o n ceases, and the 
p i e c e i s reduced to a s t a t i c p r e s e n t a t i o n of a. 
a b s t r a c t i d e a . 
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