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SEMINARS

YOUNG SCHOLARS FORUM 2001: GENDER, POWER,
RELIGION—FORCES IN CULTURAL HISTORY

Seminar at the GHI, March 29–April 1, 2001. Convener: Vera Lind (GHI).
Moderators: Deborah Cohen (American University), Dagmar Herzog
(Michigan State University), Hartmut Lehmann (Max Planck Institute for
History), Jerry Z. Muller (Catholic University), Lyndal Roper (University
of London), David Sabean (UCLA), and Richard F. Wetzell (GHI).

The Young Scholars Forum is a new annual program designed to support
American Ph.D. candidates and recent Ph.D. recipients working in the fields
of German, German–American, and European history. It is intended as a
meeting place for young scholars from throughout the United States where
they can present their work, meet colleagues working in similar areas as
well as senior scholars from Germany and the United States, and engage in
a weekend of fruitful intellectual exchange and networking.

Each annual meeting will focus on specific topics and/or methodologi-
cal approaches, rather than a specific time period. The inaugural topic of
the forum was chosen because a large number of younger scholars are cur-
rently working on topics that employ concepts of gender, power, and reli-
gion, and consider their work to fall within the framework of cultural his-
tory. This approach allowed for an in-depth discussion of specific topics
over the course of five centuries because the different topics were held to-
gether by the same methodological concepts. It also allowed participants
to re-evaluate important concepts that for the past twenty years have been
continuously explored and established, and the broad chronological sweep
allowed those who might otherwise never meet to discuss these issues.

Twenty-one young scholars attended, as did seven senior scholars from
Germany, Great Britain, and the United States.

On the evening before the first session Lyndal Roper gave the keynote
lecture, titled “The Figure of the Witch: Religion, Gender, and Sexuality in
Early Modern European History.” She interpreted some early modern texts
on witchcraft as contemporary expressions of humor and provided many
points to ponder in the following days.
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The format of the sessions was intended to promote informal partici-
pation and collegiality. In order to have ample time for in-depth discus-
sions the papers were circulated to participants in advance. In addition to
writing a paper, the participants were also asked to deliver a ten-minute
comment on one other paper, which served as the introduction to the dis-
cussions of papers in the different sessions. (The authors themselves pro-
vided no additional introduction.) There were nine thematically and chro-
nologically organized sessions chaired by the senior scholars, who helped
direct discussion but provided no formal comment.

Session one focused on early modern issues of social control, the church,
and sexuality. Katherine Crowther-Heyck investigated the sixteenth-cen-
tury German discourse on reproduction in religious and medical texts, and
the way these texts, which were written for a lay audience, interpreted the
corporeal and social events surrounding conception, pregnancy, and child-
birth. She stressed that human procreation was connected to the biblical
story of creation, thus interweaving the spiritual and the eternal with the
physical and the temporal. She concluded that “ideas about the body were
changed by the religious controversies of the period.” In the second paper
Ulrike Strasser contextualized shifting attitudes toward sexuality in Bavaria
from the late-sixteenth to the mid-seventeenth century, during a period of
Catholic confessionalization. She argued that state authorities purposefully
implemented new marriage doctrines in order to prevent sexual unions of
the lower classes in ways that affected men and women differently. Whereas
the male honor code did not restrict sexual behavior outside of marriage,
women of the lower orders were obligated to accept the boundaries of the
new social order by avoiding sexual relations. Jason Coy completed the
session with an analysis of the prosecution of adultery in sixteenth-century
Ulm. He argued that a complex set of factors were at work in these cases, in
which the offender’s place in local society, not gender, was the most deci-
sive determination of punishment. Whereas adulterous servants were ex-
pelled from the territory, justices tried to reintegrate females and males from
enfranchised or artisan households in order to maintain the social and eco-
nomic order.

The papers of the second session centered on religion as a social and
economic force from the sixteenth to the eighteenth centuries. Emily Fisher
Gray explored conflicts over the use of shared religious spaces in two par-
ishes in Augsburg between 1525 and 1648, one Catholic and one Protestant.
She showed that throughout this period the city council, which controlled
both parishes, attempted to balance interests and submerge distinctions in
the name of “neighborliness” but actually reinforced and promoted the dis-
tinctions between the parishes and did not succeed in enforcing a commu-
nal identity. Katherine Carté analyzed how the economic structure of the
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town of Bethlehem served the goals of the German religious community in
Pennsylvania, known as the Moravians. The religious values of the
Moravians shaped their economic system, which was communal, directed
by the church, and devoted to supporting a large number of missionaries
operating in the region. This meant that they suffered ongoing labor short-
ages and financial problems because economic interest was not the first
priority when church leaders developed economic policy.

Session three dealt with early modern religion in the context of male
power. Benjamin Marschke focused on the creation of a military church
bureaucracy in Prussia that supposedly transformed a disorganized appa-
ratus into a highly regimented state organ, a model example of absolutism
and state control. In his attempt to understand how this early modern gov-
ernment really worked, Marschke was able to uncover ample evidence of
“bureaucratic in-fighting and a Pietist patronage network and religious fac-
tion” that actually manipulated the Prussian government in this area. Rather
than serving the state, people controlling the chaplaincy served their own
interests and bureaucratization, in fact legitimized an existing Pietist net-
work. In his paper on Marian devotion in the eighteenth century, Duane
Corpis showed how dynamic and actively changing local religious tradi-
tions clashed with authority when the church tried to reform devotional
practices, especially as it attempted to extend its control into the private
realm. He argued that the difficulties the church faced in controlling the
communities stemmed from the resistance of competing and fractured in-
terests in these communities, which felt that their social hierarchy was be-
ing threatened.

The papers in session four dealt with gender and religious identity in
the nineteenth century. Maria Baader stated that during this century women
in German Judaism moved from a marginal position toward the center of
Jewish culture. By adopting German middle-class ideas in their religious
practices, women, with their alleged predisposition toward morality and
religious sentiment, could make an important contribution to Judaism,
which was now practiced more often in the domestic realm. Anthony
Steinhoff looked into gender and religious identity at the end of the
Kaiserreich in Protestant Strasbourg. Reinforced notions of the church as a
private, feminine place, which was part of the general “feminization” of
religion at the time, “frustrated efforts to reform local religious life as well
as attempts to permit women a larger, official role in the churches as public
institutions.” Examples for this can be seen in the debates over women’s
right to vote or be elected to parish offices. Whereas Protestant churches in
Alsace-Lorraine endorsed both reforms, the political authorities refused
them, which shows how gender categories influenced sacred as well as
secular power.
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The history of fashion was the topic of session five. Katherine Aaslestad
analyzed discussions in the local press of Hamburg around 1800 on the
political impact of new lifestyles, consumption patterns, and fashion. She
found that the criticism of these new styles, in which the question of civic
virtue played a major role compared to stereotypes of gender, “represent a
republican world view that regarded public and private as fluid and over-
lapping, and believed both spheres had a profound influence on the public
welfare of the community.” A distinct shift becomes visible, one in which
individual civil morality replaced the traditional concept of the benefit of
the public. Irene Guenther focused on Nazi ambivalence toward the topic
of fashion. Besides promoting a “cosmetics-free, smoke-free, dirndl-wear-
ing” female image, the Nazis did not prevent international fashion and
beauty trends from being published in German women’s magazines and
did not take a stand on the capriciousness of party officials’ wives. She
concluded that “women largely decided what they would and would not
wear” and were able to do so because “a happy home front” was more
important to the Nazi government than insisting on a proper political im-
age for German women.

In session six on culture and religion in Imperial Germany, Eva Bremner
evaluated why Wilhelm II’s ambition to establish a cult of his father as a
warrior king through countless monuments never caught on in the Ger-
man public, even though Wilhelm I was extremely popular. She argued
that this failure was caused by a completely different popular image of him.
Wilhelm I intentionally had himself represented as a proud, gentle Hausvater,
and his popularity was based on his “emotional accessibility,” a sentimen-
tal image of the monarchy with which the public identified because it re-
flected middle-class social norms and tastes. Derek Hastings assessed the
gendered aspects of the Munich Catholic academic community’s encoun-
ter with “modernity.” Changing roles for women and a decline in national
strength, among other factors, led to a crisis of masculinity around 1900.
Male Catholic intellectuals in Munich thought that the church was becom-
ing increasingly inhospitable to them and tried to prevent what they viewed
as the intellectual feminization of Catholicism. Hastings suggested that this
might be an effect of a Catholic masculine escapism when confronted with
the intellectual challenges of modernity that sought refuge in a vision of
the church that proved unrealistic and irrational.

Session seven centered on political and social debates on morality and
prostitution in Imperial and Weimar Germany. Julia Bruggemann investi-
gated the regulation of prostitution in Imperial Hamburg to uncover how
gender relations were constructed and contested, owing to the controversy
surrounding this issue. She described the strange alliance of feminists and
conservatives working to abolish regulated prostitution—the feminists be-
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cause they viewed it as social injustice against the right of self-determina-
tion, and the conservatives out of fear that the state would become an evil
accomplice if it regulated prostitution. Others argued that prostitution needed
the protection of the state because it was a trade like any other. However, the
power to regulate prostitution allowed city officials to define and control
gender roles as well as female sexuality. Julia Roos concentrated on the con-
nection of the prostitution debate and morality in the crisis of Weimar de-
mocracy. She explained how the dramatic changes in sexual morality, in-
cluding efforts to decriminalize prostitution and homosexuality, for example,
fueled the religious Right’s opposition to Weimar. She suggested that con-
servative politics in Weimar have to be explained in the context of shifts in
gender relations and sexual attitudes after World War I, rather than as a
continuation of pre-1919 political traditions. Conservatives took prostitu-
tion reform as a sign of spreading “immorality,” which was not a “psycho-
logical illusion” but based in social reality and which ultimately threat-
ened to undermine public support for the Weimar democracy. Julie Stubbs’s
paper examined gender and power in the context of the Weimar Law to
Combat Venereal Disease of 1927, an attempt to solve the “prostitution prob-
lem” with social welfare policies instead of police control. She showed how
the law was based on moral assumptions about the role of women in soci-
ety and how notions of the specific “difference” of women could be used
“for both emancipatory and discriminatory purposes.” It offered opportu-
nities for bourgeois conformist women to enter professional work, for ex-
ample social work, on the grounds of their innate female morality. Women
who did not conform, like prostitutes, “face punitive social welfare pro-
grams aimed at their rehabilitation.”

Session eight reviewed male identities in postwar Germany, both East
and West. Andrew Bickford explored how militarization and family life
shaped male identity in the former German Democratic Republic (GDR).
He argued that militarization served to counter the “demasculinization”
that followed the legal goal of establishing equality between women and
men because it promoted traditional forms of gender identity, when in fact
men played an increasingly marginal role in family life and were more de-
pendent on women for security than vice versa. Furthermore, the insistence
that the Nationale Volksarmee (NVA) existed solely for peaceful purposes
allowed men to reshape a positive militarized male identity after the crisis of
masculinity in the postwar years, when men were blamed for the devasta-
tion of war. Clayton Whisnant examined male homosexuality in the 1950s
and 1960s in Hamburg, a city that went through a period of severe persecu-
tion of gay activity during the Nazi years but became Germany’s center of
homosexual activity after 1945 due to the city’s relatively tolerant police
force and judical system. Whisnant identified four major groups of gay men,
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each defined by a particular style of dress and behavior, and analyzed how
these men constructed their masculinity within the cultural context of the
time and in a quite different way from the image of the corrupting homo-
sexual in public discourse.

Definitions of masculinity and femininity in Imperial, Weimar, and Nazi
Germany were the topics of session nine. Páll Björnsson focused on how
gender images were constructed and used to influence municipal power
structures by example of liberal men in Leipzig between 1840 and 1880. He
argued that these men regarded themselves as the “midfathers” of an ideal
man, a concept that influenced their images of private and public spheres
and their vision of the state and nation. Their belief in masculinity was
combined with ideals of freedom, independence, and German national-
ism. Leipzig liberals believed that only a strong unified Germany would
secure these ideals and provide conditions under which “masculine and
independent” German men could continue their program. Erik Jensen pre-
sented an exploration of women’s boxing in Weimar Germany, until now
an overlooked episode in the history of masculinity and femininity that
provides insight into the emergence of new gender ideals in the Weimar
Republic. Boxing enjoyed enormous popularity at the time, and the culture
of female boxing carried specific images and role models. Jensen placed
the popularity of female boxing in the context of the emergence of new
gender ideals, new slender body images of women, and female physical
power, which was nonetheless perceived by many as both aesthetically and
biologically threatening. Todd Ettelson analyzed the gendered dimensions
of the 1934 “Night of the Long Knives” in which around one-hundred SA
men and others were executed by the SS and Gestapo. He described how
diverse definitions of masculinity and male sexuality tried to make sense of
what happened and concluded that this event played a critical role in deter-
mining boundaries between different state organizations and how they were
organized and integrated into the state.

The sessions ended with a final discussion that served as a summary of
previous debates and as an opportunity to explore the concepts and meth-
odologies connected with the study of gender, religion, and power over the
five centuries covered by the Young Scholars Forum. The senior scholars
gave their impressions of how these categories worked and in which way
this new generation of scholars is changing the agenda by asking new ques-
tions. It seems as if this new generation is rapidly expanding the range of
these cultural concepts as well as the greater context in which they pose
their questions. There was a great emphasis on sexuality, homosexuality,
and identity, especially masculine identity, but the papers did not stop there;
rather, they used these topics in order to understand major social, political,
and cultural changes.
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All in all, the participants impressed us not only with the high quality
of their papers but also with their readiness to engage in debates across
thematic and temporal boundaries. In addition, participants commenting
on papers that were thematically close to their own work but concerned
with a completely different period of time proved to be a successful way to
engage everyone in the discussions and gain input from different view-
points. All panels produced a wealth of insights, questions, and incentives
for further research. The forum successfully fulfilled its mission by bring-
ing younger scholars together for an intense weekend of debate, allowing
them to reflect on their work, receive criticism, and broaden their horizons
beyond their specific chronological or topical fields. It also offered them an
opportunity to network among themselves and get to know some of the
established scholars in these fields. The Young Scholars Forum would not
have been possible without the support of the Friends of the GHI and gen-
erous funding from the Max Kade Foundation.

Vera Lind

Participants and Their Topics

KATHERINE AASLESTAD, University of West Virginia, “Reading Fashion, Read-
ing Gender: The Dangers and Enticements of Mode Around 1800.”

MARIA BAADER, Columbia University, “From a Male Culture of Learning to
a Religiosity Centered on Women: Gender and the Transformation of Ger-
man Judaism, 1800–1870.”

ANDREW BICKFORD, Rutgers University, “Male Identity, the Military, and the
Family in the Former German Democratic Republic.”

PÁLL BJÖRNSSON, University of Iceland, “The ‘Midfathers’ of the ‘New Men’:
The Case of Nineteenth-Century Liberals in Leipzig.”

EVA BREMNER, Princeton University, “From Heldenkaiser to Hausvater : Wilhelm I
as the King of Christmas.”

JULIA BRUGGEMANN, De Pauw University, “Gender Relations in Imperial Ger-
many: A Case Study. Prostitution in Hamburg, 1870–1914.”

KATHERINE CARTÉ, University of Wisconsin, “Religion as a Force in Economic
Culture: Business Practice Among Bethlehem’s Moravians, 1745–1761.”

DUANE CORPIS, Georgia State University, “Marian Pilgrimage and the Privi-
leges of Male Power in Eighteenth-Century Germany.”

JASON COY, UCLA, “’Unchaste Acts’: Adultery, Status, and Social Control in
Sixteenth-Century Ulm.”
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SEVENTH TRANSATLANTIC DOCTORAL SEMINAR IN

GERMAN HISTORY: GERMANY IN THE AGE OF

TOTAL WAR, 1914–1945

Seminar at the GHI and the BMW Center for German and European Studies
at Georgetown University, April 25–28, 2001. Conveners: Roger Chickering
(Georgetown University), Andreas W. Daum (GHI), and Richard F. Wetzell

KATHERINE CROWTHER-HEYCK, Swarthmore College, “Pregnant with Mean-
ing: Sixteenth-Century Discourse on Reproduction.”

TODD ETTELSON, University of Michigan, “Old Warriors and New SA Men:
Masculinity in ‘The Night of the Long Knives’.”

EMILY GRAY, University of Pennsylvania, “Good Neighbors: Communal Re-
lations and Contested Religious Space in Augsburg, 1525–1648.”

IRENE GUENTHER, University of Texas/Houston Community College, “Fash-
ioning Women in the Third Reich.”

DEREK HASTINGS, University of Chicago, “Fears of a Feminized Church: The
Catholic Academic Community in Munich and the Crisis of Catholic Mas-
culinity, 1890–1914.”

ERIK JENSEN, University of Wisconsin at Madison, “Boxing and the ‘New
Women’ in Weimar Germany.”

BENJAMIN MARSCHKE, UCLA, “‘Unsere Parthey’: The Chaplaincy, Pietism, and
Factionalism in Absolutist Prussia.”

JULIA ROOS, Carnegie Mellon University, “The Politics of ‘Immorality’: Pros-
titution Reform, The ‘Moral’ Right, and the Crisis of Weimar Democracy.”

ANTHONY STEINHOFF, University of Tennessee at Chattanooga, “Gendering
Religious Identity in Imperial Germany: Evidence from Protestant Stras-
bourg (1870–1914).”

ULRIKE STRASSER, University of California at Irvine, “State of Virginity: Gen-
der, Religion, and Politics in Early Modern Bavaria.”

JULIE STUBBS, University of Michigan, “Rescuing ‘Morally Endangered’ Girls:
Social Welfare Programs, Bourgeois Feminists, and the Law to Combat Ve-
nereal Disease.”

CLAYTON WHISNANT, University of Texas, “Styles of Masculinity in the West
German Gay Scene During the 1950s and Early 1960s.”
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(GHI). Moderators: Doris L. Bergen (University of Notre Dame), Deborah
Cohen (American University), Ulrich Herbert (University of Freiburg), and
Adelheid von Saldern (University of Hannover).

The sixteen doctoral students participating in this year’s Transatlantic Doc-
toral Seminar (eight from the United States and eight from Germany) dealt
with one of the most important and contested periods of German history.
The years 1914 to 1945 include World War I, the Weimar Republic with its
social polarization, political radicalization, and cultural diversity, as well
as the Nazi dictatorship, the Holocaust, and World War II. Although histo-
rians have studied these subjects with remarkable thoroughness during
the past decades, the participants of the Transatlantic Doctoral Seminar were
able to present original research on and fresh insights into the history of
this epoch. They demonstrated that it is worth leaving the trenches of pre-
vious historiographical debates—be it the debate between the so-called
structuralists and intentionalists or that between advocates and critics of
Alltagsgeschichte —in order to draw a highly differentiated picture of how
German society, culture, and politics developed and changed between 1914
and 1945.

Following the well established format of the Transatlantic Doctoral
Seminars, a highly competitive program that began in 1995, the 2001 con-
ference allotted a maximum of time for discussion. Instead of delivering
papers at the seminar, the participants submitted their papers in advance.
Drawn from the doctoral projects, these papers were either case studies,
drafts of dissertation chapters, or summaries of the dissertation projects.
These texts were circulated to all participants prior to the seminar, which
was organized in eight panels with two papers each. Each panel began
with two students commenting on two papers, and the authors of these
papers were then given an opportunity to respond before the general dis-
cussion began. The conveners particularly appreciated that four experts in
the field of German history between 1914 and 1945—Doris Bergen, Deborah
Cohen, Ulrich Herbert, and Adelheid von Saldern—agreed to serve as
moderators and enriched the discussion with their comments.

Several papers focused on aspects of intellectual history in Germany.
Peter Hoeres compared the attitudes of German philosophers toward war
during the two world wars. According to Hoeres, German philosophers
generated a genuine “philosophy of war” only during World War I, even
though there were efforts aiming at a closer alignment between the univer-
sities and the state during World War II. Harald Haury sketched the philo-
sophical and theological profile of Johannes Müller, an advocate of a Ger-
man-völkisch Christianity who emerged from the turn-of-the-century
Lebensreform movement and attracted a remarkably diverse audience. Al-
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though Müller remained a marginal figure, his thinking reflected impor-
tant ideas in liberal Protestant theology. Andrea Meissner examined the
role of historical thinking in Prussia, Bavaria, and German-speaking Aus-
tria between 1918 and 1938 by analyzing schoolbooks and schoolbook policy
for elementary schools. She emphasized the creation of political myths that
were designed to establish collective identities such as nation and espe-
cially Volk, the latter of which gained increasing prominence in Germany.

Two papers investigated the relationship between knowledge, institu-
tions, and politics. Gideon Botsch studied the formation of the  Auslands-
wissenschaftliches Institut (Institute for Foreign Affairs) in Berlin shortly
after the outbreak of war in 1939. He examined this institution both against
the background of the development of the academic study of international
relations in Germany and the efforts by the Sicherheitsdienst and other Nazi
organizations to gain control of this particular branch of social science. The
relationship between domestic politics and foreign affairs also stood at the
center of Holger Impekoven’s paper on the role of the Alexander von
Humboldt Foundation and its programs for foreign students during the
Third Reich. Impekoven argued that the Humboldt Foundation, founded
in 1925, came under increasing pressure from the German Foreign Office to
adapt its programs for foreign students to Nazi policies. This trend became
dominant after the beginning of the war and transformed the foundation’s
work into a part of German occupation policy.

Three of the seminar’s papers addressed the question of the definition
of what constituted a German and what marked non-German minorities
during the Nazi period. Thomas Pegelow analyzed the linguistic devices ap-
plied by the Reich Kinship Office and those petitioning this office in con-
structing identities of Jewishness, non-Jewishness, and Mischlinge (“people
of mixed race”). According to Pegelow, the relevant legal and cultural defi-
nitions were so vague that they offered opportunities for constructing indi-
vidual identities by manipulating a seemingly common understanding of
Germanness versus Jewishness and thus allowed space for contesting in-
terpretations. Chad Bryant examined similar issues in his study of nation-
ality politics in the protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia between 1939 and
1946. He pointed out that the actual marking of German nationality was an
uneven und confused process that left the nationality of many people un-
clear and therefore subject to political decision making. National Socialist
policies aimed at removing the ascription of nationality from individual
choice to a decision handed down from above. Gregory Caplan contrib-
uted to German–Jewish history by studying Jewish veterans of World War I,
in particular the League of Jewish Frontline Veterans, established in 1919,
and their attempts to prove themselves as nationally minded Germans
through militaristic attitudes tied to a notion of German masculinity. This
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strategy, however, not only alienated these veterans’ organization from Zi-
onists and liberal Jews but also failed to gain the approval of the National
Socialist regime.

The multiple consequences of World War I in German society also were
the topic of the papers by Jason Crouthamel and Sandra Mass. Crouthamel
sought to trace the history of war neurosis in Germany “from below.” He dem-
onstrated that, due to class interests and politically divergent views, different
veterans groups pursued differing strategies of legitimizing trauma and psy-
chological wounds in their dealings with state authorities and the general public.
Mass examined German protests against the presence of African occupation
soldiers in the Rhineland, which included representatives of all political stripes.
Her study focused on the use of colonial, gender, and body metaphors that not
only established racial distinctions but also allowed German society to ad-
dress the suffering of the male body during World War I. Chad Ross, too, ad-
dressed the relationship between body, society, and nation. He interpreted the
German nudist movement as an effort to conflate the categories of health, beauty,
and race through the use of antiscientific and antiurban stereotypes.

The living conditions and social characteristics of specific social groups
were explored by Rebecca Hoßbach, Christoph Rass, and Julia Torrie.
Hoßbach depicted the ambivalences of National Socialist agrarian politics
that maneuvered between the opposing poles of agrarian modernization and
völkisch ideology. For her case study she concentrated on the effects that the
Reichserbhofgesetz of 1933 had on the rural estates and agrarian population in
Mecklenburg. Rass examined the 253rd Infantry Division to study the social
and generational profile of the German army through a prosopographical
analysis. He sought to explain the radicalized behavior of these soldiers
during the war as a result of specific patterns of socialization during the
prewar years. Torrie investigated the social reality of World War II by ex-
amining protests against civilian evacuations in the Ruhr region, particu-
larly in Witten in 1943. She interpreted these protests as evidence of small-
scale dissent in a population that was willing to challenge party and state
orders when their own housing and family situations were affected.

Two papers explored the realm of culture in the interwar years. Rachel
Nussbaum examined the efforts of the Berlin Volksbühne and the Kroll Op-
era to develop a republican and democratic artistic program. Both institu-
tions, however, could not free themselves from the bourgeois concepts of
Bildung that had dominated cultural activities before World War I. Jana Bruns
extended the discussion of culture into the years after 1930. Her paper dis-
cussed the rise of Marika Rökk as an entertainment star whose films be-
came increasingly extravagant and epitomized Goebbels’s loss of control
over Germany’s cultural life at the end of the war as well as the failure of
the project of creating a truly National Socialist film culture.
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The content of the papers presented and the ensuing discussions were an
embarrassment of riches that defies simple summary. Several historiographi-
cal trends, however, did emerge during the three-day meeting. As already evi-
dent in previous Transatlantic Doctoral Seminars, the projects reflected a fun-
damental pluralism of topics and an undogmatic, eclectic, and flexible use of
theoretical approaches and methodological tools. Even if one takes into ac-
count that the sixteen research projects represented only a sample from a much
broader field, it became clear that topics addressing issues of identity, culture,
the body, ideology, and the history of various academic disciplines had a cer-
tain prominence without, however, displacing work that examines the cre-
ation of political and social power structures. By contrast, many “classic” top-
ics, including the history of the welfare state, the political parties, the inflation,
foreign policy, the rise of the Nazi movement, and the role of prominent indi-
viduals (above all Hitler himself ), remained in the background. This shift in
research topics reflects changing methodological preferences and interests, such
as the rise of a new cultural history, and is certainly one factor that explains the
relative absence of old (or new) controversies during the seminar. Neither the
Sonderweg debate nor the dispute over structuralist versus intentionalist expla-
nations of Nazi rule, nor, finally, the Goldhagen or Wehrmacht debates, for
example, played any significant role during the seminar.

Most of the papers focused on the time after 1933 and were more inter-
ested in examining the development of German society than in studying
the political systems as such. They also suggested that the political systems
themselves—be it the Weimar Republic, the Nazi dictatorship, or the war-
time economic and administrative orders—were less monolithic and ho-
mogeneous than previously assumed. The discussions clearly showed that
this increased sensitivity to ambiguities and contradictions, even within
the Nazi regime, has nothing to do with moral indifference, a point that
must be stressed when such research is presented to the broader public on
both sides of the Atlantic, which sometimes longs for simple explanations.
The growing awareness of the complexity of concepts such as National So-
cialism became particularly clear in the seminar’s discussions on Nazi ide-
ology, which emerged as a set of diverse ideological elements (including
concepts such as race, Volk, and anti-Semitism) that were often linked but
could also be separated and pursued independently from one another.

Many of the papers and much of the discussion carefully examined
both the “constraints” and the “room for maneuver” (Knut Borchardt) in
the Nazi period in particular. The seminar’s discussions provided much
fine-grained analysis of the Nazi-specific constraints and the longer-term
structural processes that framed, for example, the development of popu-
lar culture. They also suggested that people’s “room for maneuver” was
probably greater under National Socialism than previously assumed, in
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part because internal contradictions and changes in Nazi policy left room
for disagreement and nonconformity. The seminar discussions repeatedly
stressed the importance of long-term structural developments and the
need to assess continuities and discontinuities beyond symbolic dates such
as 1933 and 1945. Indeed, “1933” seemed to erode more and more as a
watershed, and it became clear that “1945,” too, needs to be reconsidered
in its meaning for the German population. In this context the seminar
also underscored the importance of comparative perspectives, be they
between different European societies or across the Atlantic, in order to
judge the course of German history in the age of total war.

The conveners of the Transatlantic Doctoral Seminar were gratified that
the collegial atmosphere and friendly tone that have characterized previ-
ous seminars also marked this year’s meeting. All participants demonstrated
a remarkable readiness to engage with one another’s work and to share
their ideas and suggestions. Finally, the conveners wish to thank the staffs
of the GHI and the BMW Center for German and European Studies at
Georgetown for their support in making the seminar a success.

Andreas W. Daum
Richard F. Wetzell

Participants and Their Topics

GIDEON T. BOTSCH, Free University of Berlin, “Auslandswissenschaften: Zur
Entstehung und Anwendung politikwissenschaftlicher Auslandsstudien im
Zeitalter des Totalen Krieges.”

JANA BRUNS, Stanford University, “A German Ginger Rogers? Marika Rökk
and National Socialist Entertainment Politics.”

CHAD BRYANT, University of California at Berkeley, “What’s a German? Na-
tionality and Nationality Politics in the Protectorate of Bohemia and
Moravia, 1939–1946.”

GREGORY A. CAPLAN, Georgetown University, “Wicked Sons, German He-
roes: Jewish Soldiers, Veterans, and Memories of World War I in Germany.”

JASON CROUTHAMEL, Indiana University, “Invisible Traumas: Psychological
Wounds, World War I, and German Society.”

HARALD HAURY, University of Freiburg, “Welterweckung zwischen Geist und
Genen: Johannes Müller (1864–1949) als Theologe, Unternehmer und Seelen-
führer eines deutsch-völkischen Christentums zwischen Lebensreform-
bewegung und nationalsozialistischer Ideologie.”
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PETER HOERES, University of Münster, “Ein dreißigjähriger Krieg der deut-
schen Philosophie? Philosophische Kriegsdeutung im Ersten und Zweiten
Weltkrieg.”

REBECCA HOSSBACH, University of Rostock, “Bauernalltag in Mecklenburg.
Das Reichserbhofgesetz und seine Umsetzung 1933–1939.”

HOLGER IMPEKOVEN, University of Bonn, “‘Die geistige Wehr des neuen
Europa ausbilden’: Die Alexander von Humboldt-Stiftung und das Aus-
länder-studium im ‘Dritten Reich’.”

SANDRA MASS, European University Institute, Florence, “Die ‘Schwarze
Schmach’: Propaganda, Rassismus und Geschlecht in der Weimarer
Republik.”

ANDREA MEISSNER, Humboldt University of Berlin, “‘Deutschland muß leben,
und wenn wir sterben müssen’: Nationalistische Geschichtspolitik an den
Volksschulen Preußens, Bayerns und des deutschsprachigen Österreich im
Vergleich, 1918 bis 1933/1938.”

RACHEL NUSSBAUM, Cornell University, “A New Musical Community: The
Berlin Volksbühne, the Kroll Opera, and the Politics of Cultural Reform.”

THOMAS PEGELOW, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, “(Re-) Con-
structing ‘Germanness’ and ‘Jewishness’: The Reich Kinship Office and the
Discursive Engagements of German Jews, ‘Mischlinge,’ and Non-Jewish
Germans over Legal and Cultural Identities in Nazi Germany.”

CHRISTOPH RASS, Technical University of Aachen, “‘Menschenmaterial’:
Sozialprofil, Herrschaftsstrukturen, und Handlungsmuster einer Infanterie-
division der Wehrmacht im Zweiten Weltkrieg.”

CHAD ROSS, University of Missouri at Columbia, “Building a Better Body:
Health, Race, and Nudism.”

JULIA TORRIE, Harvard University, “Testing Totalitarianism at War: The Witten
Demonstration and German Civilian Evacuations, 1939–1945.”

SUMMER SEMINAR IN PALEOGRAPHY AND

ARCHIVAL STUDIES, JUNE 17–30, 2001

Participants in the 2001 Summer Seminar in Paleography and Archival Stud-
ies, co-sponsored by the GHI and the German Department of the University
of Wisconsin—Madison, enjoyed two productive and informative weeks in
Germany during the second half of June. As was the case in the past two
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years, the program started in Koblenz, where we were hosted by the
Landeshauptarchiv Koblenz. There, the participants received an introduc-
tion to older styles of German handwriting, mainly from the seventeenth,
eighteenth, and nineteenth centuries. The instructors this year were Drs.
Walter Rummel and Norbert Wex. The group was introduced to different
styles of handwriting and spent several hours during the first week deci-
phering various documents. We also received an interesting tour of this im-
portant repository for the Middle Rhine region, where regional, national, and
international histories meet.

Also during the first week the seminar traveled to Bonn in Nordrhein-
Westfalen and to Karlsruhe and Rastatt in Baden-Württemberg. In Bonn,
Dr. Thomas Becker, director of the University Archive, gave us a tour of the
collection and demonstrated the value of university archives generally by
way of particular items from the collection. Examples included matricula-
tion documents for Karl Marx, Konrad Adenauer, and Joseph Goebbels. In
Karlsruhe we visited the Badisches Generallandesarchiv, where we toured
the facility with archivist Dr. Clemens Rehm and learned about what can
be found in a regional archive. In Rastatt we were greeted by Prof. Wolfgang
Michalka, the director of the Erinnerungsstätte für die 1848 Bewegung—an
exhibition center initiated by former Federal President Gustav Heinemann.
Participants were reminded of the importance of this democratic moment
in nineteenth-century Germany as well as of the connection between 1848
and subsequent immigration of revolutionaries to the United States.

To round out the week the group visited the Bundesarchiv on the
Karthause above Koblenz. Archivist Dr. Hans-Dieter Kreikamp gave us a
tour of the facility as well as an introduction to using records at the federal
level. Immediately following, the participants met with two young Ger-
man historians—Dr. Philipp Gassert of the University of Heidelberg and
Anette Neff of the Technical University of Darmstadt. Gassert presented
his current research project—a biography of Kurt Georg Kiesinger, Ger-
man federal chancellor during the Grand Coalition of the 1960s. Neff talked
about her work on American occupation policy in rural Germany in the
immediate post-World War II years. Both presentations allowed the group
to ask both practical and theoretical questions about planning a fruitful re-
search trip to Germany. Members of the seminar found this session particu-
larly rewarding.

At week’s end we traveled to Cologne, where we spent a pleasant week-
end on the Rhine River. Monday morning took the participants to the His-
torical Archive of the City of Cologne, the largest of its kind in the Federal
Republic. Archivists Drs. Eberhard Illner and Manfred Huiskes discussed
this archive’s collections as well as the various published aids to research-
ing historical subjects in Germany, using the examples of Cologne and the
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Rheinland. Whereas Illner covered the modern period, Huiskes discussed
the medieval era. The group also visited the archive’s workshop where dam-
aged materials are restored or repaired, often using artful techniques that
aim to conserve fragile items for centuries to come. Illner treated us to local
refreshments at Brauerei zur Malzmühle, located not far from the dry air
inside the archive stacks. Last but not least, the group had the opportunity
to get to know Andrew Oppenheimer of the University of Chicago, who is
in Cologne researching his dissertation on anticommunism in postwar West
Germany.

On Tuesday we visited the Historical Archive of the Archbishopric of
Cologne. Archivist Dr. Joachim Oepen sketched a history of the church,
church/state relations, and church records in Germany. Using the example
of the Cologne region, Oepen demonstrated how church archives can con-
tain a variety records on important social, cultural, and political issues. Ex-
amples from the collection were also viewed. Oepen reminded the group
how much archival material mounts each year, whereby nearly 50 percent(!)
of the archive’s holdings have been added since 1945.

In the afternoon the group traveled by train to the small city of Gotha
in the Free State of Thuringia, where we would spend the remainder of the
trip. The program was generously and graciously hosted by the University
of Erfurt. At the Forschungsbibliothek Gotha housed in the Schloss Frieden-
stein—a component of the Erfurt University library—participants spent
three mornings learning about the organization of libraries in Germany as
well as about manuscripts and the history of das Buch. The group was wel-
comed on the first morning by Prof. Ursula Lemkuhl, vice president of the
university, and Rupert Schaab, head of the Forschungsbibliothek. Lemkuhl
informed the group that her university recently established two separate
fellowships—pre-doc and post-doc—for young American scholars work-
ing on topics related to the culture, society, economy, history, and politics
of Central Europe and who need to consult the holdings of the Forschungs-
bibliothek (e-mail: juergen.backhaus@uni-erfurt.de).

Following the introductions, Dr. Stephanie Hartmann gave us an over-
view of the library system in the Federal Republic, stressing the federalism
inherent in a system that also reflects the splintered and tumultuous his-
tory of Germany since the Middle Ages. That history has left a strong re-
gional imprint on book collecting and library organization into the present.
She reminded us that, much like any search for archival material in Ger-
many, the researcher has to be prepared to look in specific locations for litera-
ture. There is no central collection point for Germany for all times, nor is there
a centralized catalog. Decentralization and regionalism are key concepts when
searching for books in German libraries. Hartmann’s overview was followed
by a tour of this very special collection of bound manuscripts, incunables, and

mailto:juergen.backhaus@uni-erfurt.de
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old books from Europe and the Near East. Günther Rennau, a staff member at
the Forschungsbibliothek, was our witzig and knowledgeable guide through
the stacks.

Upper Gallery of the Forschungsbibliothek Gotha.
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On our second day in Gotha, Cornelia Hopf presented brief histories of
manuscripts (Handschriften) and private papers (Nachlässe) using examples
from the Forschungsbibliothek. The Forschungsbibliothek has nearly 10,000
Handschriften. The students learned about how manuscript pages, made of
parchment, were first organized into bound volumes and how one goes
about dating such manuscripts using the physical signs and details inside
and outside each tome. Hopf also told us about the slow process of catalog-
ing manuscripts, whereby it takes nearly five years to catalog between 100
and 150 volumes.

Day three saw two presentations. The first, by Dr. Juliane Bransch, cov-
ered the ongoing project of publishing an annotated edition of the diaries
of Friedrich I, duke of Saxony-Gotha-Coburg. Two volumes, containing tran-
scriptions of the diaries, have appeared in print so far. The commentary
and explanatory notes will appear in a third volume. Friedrich I was the
son of Ernst the Pious, the builder of Schloss Friedenstein and the founder
of the library’s original core collection. Next, Herr Schaab talked about the
era of incunables—the “infancy” of book printing in the fifty years follow-
ing Guttenberg’s invention—and subsequent book production, again us-
ing examples from the library’s extensive and rich collections. Germany
was the center of early book production, where two-thirds of all books were
published. Only later did printing expand into Holland (seventeenth cen-
tury) and then France (eighteenth century).

The group traveled once again to Schnepfenthal, the home of the
Salzmann School and the site of Germany’s first designated gymnastics
course. Here, auf dem Lande, we were treated to a very pleasant evening as
guests of Profs. Lehmkuhl and Wolfgang Helbig. Later in the week we took
the train to Erfurt to visit the Biblioteca Amploniana, an astounding collec-
tion of early bound manuscripts. Ekkehard Döbler lectured on the history
of this library and showed us some of its rarities.

The GHI and the University of Wisconsin’s German Department are
grateful to everyone involved in helping to make this year’s program a
success. For information on the 2002 program, see the announcement on
page 113 of this issue.

Daniel S. Mattern




