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Senator Bill Bradley (New Jersey); Frank Loy, Chairman of the Board, 

League of Conservation Voters; and Orest Ranum, Professor of History, 

Johns Hopkins University. Former students and colleagues also offered 

remembrances during the course of a delightful evening. 

The papers and reminiscences will be published soon as part of the 

German Historical Institute's Occasional Papers series. 

  Marion F. Deshmukh  

  Jerry Z. Muller 

 

 

"1968: The World Transformed." 

 

Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin, May 23-25, 1996. Conveners: Carole Fink, 

Philipp Gassert, and Detlef Junker. 

 

The year 1968, like the years 1776, 1789, 1848, 1914, and 1945, has become 

a symbolic date in world history and signals an important juncture in the era 

that stretches from World War II to the end of the Cold War. The events of 

that year challenged not only the domestic status quo and the two major 

military alliances but also the power relationships among the "First," 

"Second," and "Third" Worlds. Beginning with the Tet Offensive in 

Vietnam, the capture of the American ship Pueblo by the North Koreans, 

and the gold crisis of March 1968, America's role as a world leader seemed 

to be in question. At the same time, the Soviet Union was challenged by the 

Prague Spring. Culminating in the so-called Paris May of 1968, protest 

movements from Berkeley to Berlin, from Mexico City to Tokyo, 

represented an almost universal challenge to the Cold War's stale ideology 

and rigid structures, and the legitimacy of its social and cultural hierarchies. 

This conference brought together thirty-five scholars from the Czech 

Republic, France, Germany, Great Britain, India, Italy, Japan, the 

Netherlands, Poland, and the United States at the Wissenschaftszentrum in 

Berlin to analyze the diplomatic, economic, political, social, cultural, and 

intellectual significance of the events of that year. 
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The discussions of the first day centered on international relations and the 

world economy. Chaired by Carl-Ludwig Holtfrerich (Free University of 

Berlin), the first panel looked at the "Shift in the World Economy" that 

occurred during the late 1960s and early 1970s. Diane Kunz (Yale 

University) focused on the economic consequences in the U.S., Ludger 

Lindlar (Deutsches Institut für Wirtschaftsforschung) researched those in 

Germany, Koichi Hamada (Yale University) addressed the situation in 

Japan, and Padma Desai (Columbia University) discussed the strengths and 

weaknesses of the Soviet Empire. Finally, in a paper on "Change of 

Sovereignty: International Oil Policy, 1960-1973," Jens Hohensee (Alfried 

Krupp von Bohlen and Halbach Stiftung) analyzed developments in the 

international oil market. Although the significance of the Declaratory 

Statement of OPEC in June 1968 was only grasped by a few experts, nothing 

was as symbolic for the end of the "easy affluence" enjoyed by Western 

societies during the 1960s and 1970s. 

Chaired by Detlef Junker (GHI, Washington, D.C.), the second panel on 

the structure of the international system in 1968 continued and broadened 

the themes of the preceding section. Papers by George C. Herring 

(University of Kentucky) on "Tet 1968 and the Crisis of Hegemony" and 

Mark Kramer (Harvard University) on "The Czechoslovak Crisis and the 

Brezhnev Doctrine" discussed the ways in which the dominance of the two 

superpowers was challenged during the course of 1968. How the Soviet 

Union and the United States dealt with the crisis in their empires had an 

immediate impact on states like China, as Nancy Tucker (Georgetown 

University) argued in her paper, in part because Mao decided to stop the 

cultural revolution in order to focus on external affairs. Furthermore, 

Gottfried Niedhart (University of Mannheim) described the emergence of 

West Germany's Ostpolitik during the late 1960s. 

On the second day, the focus turned to internal developments in different 

countries. Dieter Rucht of the Wissenschaftszentrum chaired the third panel 

on "The Legacy of 1968 in Domestic Politics." Papers by David Brinkley 

(Columbia University), Ulrich K. Preuβ (University of Bremen), and Ingrid 

Gilcher-Holtey (University of Bielefeld) showed how the rise of new social 

movements, new 
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lifestyles, and subcultures altered the political and cultural climate in 

Western Europe and America during the late 1960s and early 1970s. At the 

same time, the cultural revolution of the 1960s contributed significantly to 

the fall of the liberal New Deal consensus and to the development of the 

political Right in America, while in Europe either Social Democracy or the 

Old Left reigned supreme over New Left radicalism. However, as Jerzy 

Eisler (École Polonaise, Paris) argued in his paper on March 1968 in Poland, 

and as Martin Traine (University of Cologne) demonstrated in his 

presentation on "1968: Latin American Revolution Reaches Europe," there 

was a fundamental difference in political culture and historical outlook 

between the Western and Communist worlds, between industrialized 

societies and the developing world, even though protest movements might 

have resembled each other. Paris and Prague were never quite the same; 

students in Poland and Czechoslovakia were demanding nothing less than 

basic civil rights, which were all but taken for granted in West Germany and 

the United States. Whereas the clashes between students and police in 

Córdoba and Mexico City reminded contemporaries and historians of Berlin 

and Paris, reality in these cities was quite different from that in their 

European and North American counterparts. 

Similarities and differences were also the focus of the fourth panel on 

"Social Ferment," which was chaired by Luisa Passerini of the European 

University Institute in Florence. This session dealt with some of the larger 

questions concerning 1968, not from a national but from an explicitly 

comparative perspective. Stuart Hilwig (Ohio State University) presented a 

paper on "The Revolt Against the Establishment: Students versus the Press 

in West Germany and Italy." Manfred Berg (GHI, Washington, D.C.) 

examined race relations of the time. Gerd-Rainer Horn (Western Oregon 

State College) discussed the working class in France, Italy, Spain, 

Czechoslovakia. And, in her paper, "A Radical Aspiration to Freedom: 

Feminist Theory and the Legacy of 1968," Rosi Braidotti (University of 

Utrecht) treated what was perhaps the most complex issue raised by 1968. 

Stressing the similarities between the feminist movements on both
.
 sides of 

the Atlantic, Braidotti argued that 
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radical feminism was not only a rebellion against traditional forms and 

images of power as paternal authority in the family, state, and society, but 

also "an attack against the mystique of the revolutionary chief or leader." 

This comparative outlook was broadened during the discussions of the 

third day. The fifth panel of the conference, which was chaired by Keath 

Reader (University of Newcastle-upon-Tyne), investigated "Sounds and 

Visual Images of 1968." Video and film presentations by David Culbert 

(Louisiana State University) and by Jan Bernard and Zdena Škapová of the 

Academy of Performing Arts in Prague brought back some of the excitement 

and anxieties of the time. In 1968 television made a huge difference, Culbert 

concluded, because, in a moment of doubt and uncertainty, it provided 

people with evidence to justify a change in policy. In Prague radio was the 

single most important means of communication for the Czechoslovak people 

and even helped to dispatch protesters to stem the tide of the Warsaw Pact 

invasion. Film and literature were also instrumental in transforming the 

Czech political scene, as §kapovä pointed out in her paper. How visual 

images can tell us more about the specific ways in which societies dealt with 

the cultural and social transformations of the late 1960s was demonstrated 

by Michael Seidman (University of North Carolina, Wilmington) in his 

paper, "Soyez réalistes, demandez l'impossible: Radical Art in France and 

the USA in 1968." Finally, Barbara Tischler (Columbia University) 

recreated the atmosphere of the late 1960s by playing samples of that 

period's music during her presentation. 

The last section of the conference, "1968: Assumptions and Con-

sequences," was chaired by Carole Fink (Rutgers University). Its aim was to 

evaluate and summarize many of the hidden agendas and unspoken 

assumptions that made 1968 such a symbolic and important year. Again, a 

comparative approach was taken by Harold Marcuse (University of 

California, Santa Barbara) in his contribution on "1968 and the Holocaust: 

West Germany, the United States, Israel," as well as by Lawrence Winner 

(State University of New York, Albany). Both Wittner's paper, "The Nuclear 

Threat Ignored: How and Why the Campaign Against the Bomb Disinte- 
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grated in the late 1960s," and the following paper by Andreas Reichstein 

(North German Broadcasting Corp., Hamburg), "The Last Cold War 

Frontier: Space," demonstrated that 1968 was not only the beginning of a 

new era, but also signalled the end of issues and movements that had played 

a significant role in the preceding one. Finally, both Rüdiger Bubner of the 

University of Heidelberg and Konrad H. Jarausch of the University of North 

Carolina at Chapel Hill explored the significance of that year from the 

vantage point of the most recent developments in world history. Why 1968 

mattered and how it fit into the larger picture of the development of postwar 

societies was the focus of the final discussion. While perhaps neither the 

hopes nor the worst fears of the contemporaries had come true, the year 

nonetheless marked a turning point in recent history by creating a legacy—

both real and symbolic—that shapes political consciousness to this day. 

Revised versions of the conference papers, in addition to other scholarly 

articles, will be published in the Institute's series with Cambridge University 

Press under the title "1968: The World Transformed." 

 Philipp Gassert 

 

 

"Imagination, Ritual, Memory, Historiography: Conceptions of the 

Past in the Middle Ages." 

 

Internationales Wissenschaftsforum of the University of Heidelberg, 

September 5-7, 1996. Conveners: Gerd Althoff, Johannes Fried, and Patrick 

J. Geary. 

 

In the last decade, both in Germany and in North America, medievalists 

have come to focus their attention on the representation and recollection of 

ritual action in narrative and archival texts, popular literature, art, and music. 

The German tradition has focused largely on historiography, liturgical and 

extra-liturgical forms of the remembrance of the dead, and royal and 

imperial ritual. Americans have applied approaches developed in process-

oriented social and 


