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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 
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cultural anthropology to a wider social spectrum. However, both historical 

traditions are informed by French cultural and social history of the past 

quarter-century and share important common epistemological concerns 

about the relationship between perception and representation, both by 

contemporaries as well as by modern historians. This colloquium, which 

brought together nine American scholars and an equal number of Germans, 

offered representatives of both traditions the opportunity to learn from each 

other in formal presentations and in the animated discussions that ensued. 

The lectures engaged the themes of the conference from multiple 

perspectives. Rituals were the focus of six speakers. Philippe Buc (Stanford 

University) shifted the focus of debates about "bad rituals," or ritual events 

that seemed to go wrong, from the putative events themselves to the 

narrations of these events by authors ideologically involved in the process of 

creating meanings through the structuring of their accounts. Gerd Althoff 

(University of Bonn) explored how the stable vocabulary of ritual 

expression, essential for the communication of social and political 

relationships, could undergo subtle but necessary changes as parties, 

sensitive to the "rules of the game," could nevertheless improvise within the 

generally accepted norms of ritual action. Felice Lifschitz (Florida 

International University) spoke on the role of women in fifth-century 

martyrs' cults, arguing that the rhetoric of Episcopal authorities concerning 

moving relics from private to public control was actually intended to remove 

these cults from the open access afforded by women who had developed and 

maintained them. Margot Fassler (Yale University) demonstrated the 

continuities and tensions as a pseudo-Augustinian, anti-Jewish sermon 

became the basis first for liturgy and then for a series of prophets plays put 

on during Advent. In these plays, the dynamics of Christian-Jewish polemic 

were acted out, both in liturgy and in popular religious theater performed by 

young clerics. John Bernhardt (San Jose State University) reexamined the 

ideological construction of Henry II within the tradition of divine 

appointment, family continuity, and election. Stephan Weinfurter 

(University of Munich) also looked at the ideological representation of 

Henry II in art and in texts as a new and 
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daring appropriation and combination of the images of Moses and Aaron—

new self-presentations that carried with them a willingness to break with 

traditional royal comportment. 

Five participants addressed the issue of collective memory. Otto Gerhard 

Oexle (Max-Planck-Institut, Göttingen) presented a panoramic survey of the 

study of memory and memorializing in the past generation of German, 

French, and English-language scholarship as a "total social phenomenon," 

constituting and informing social groupings and articulating social and 

cultural processes. Bernard Jussen (Max-Planck-Institut, Göttingen) studied 

the popular development of the image of the unfaithful widow from late 

antiquity through the Middle Ages, arguing that the variations in a folkloric 

theme across differing registers of transmission took place in dynamic 

relationship to the role of widows constructed by competing lay and 

religious ideologies of women and marriage. John Freed (Illinois State 

University) examined the family portrait of the counts of Falkenstein, the 

Rodenegg frescoes, and the Frauendienst of Ulrich of Liechtenstein as 

expressions, in the realm of imaginative art and literature, of anxieties about 

personal and family status in an aristocratic world on the border between 

ministerial and free noble status. David Nirenberg (Rice University) 

explored the interrelationship between, on the one hand, medieval 

remembrance of the Jewish massacres in the Rhineland during the First 

Crusade and the much larger and more devastating ones in fourteenth-

century Spain and, on the other hand, twentieth-century Jewish historians 

who have progressively emphasized the former and deemphasized the latter 

in their own response to the Holocaust. Bernd Schneidmüller (University of 

Bamberg) investigated a different kind of memory, that of families, regions, 

and urban communities, as they elaborated continuities that disguised 

ruptures and eliminated alternative, competing ways of presenting the past as 

programmatic for the present and the future. 

Historiographical memory was the central theme of four presentations. 

Amy Remensnyder (Brown University), focusing on monastic communities 

of southern France, analyzed how origin narratives, elaborated in chronicles, 

charters, and hagiography, as well as in 
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sculptural programs and iconography, created myths tying local 

communities to distant Frankish rulers. Actual French monarchs exploited 

these myths in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries to anchor royal power 

in the region. Beate Schuster (Paris Nanterre) offered a reading of Odo of 

Deuil's account of the crusade of Louis VII that places this text in a complex 

intellectual tradition drawing on Cistercian ideology and Byzantine accounts 

of the crusade. The account manipulates national stereotypes to present a 

subtle critique of the German, French, and Byzantine rulers, a critique that 

was so much at variance with emerging royal ideology that it found no place 

in official Capetian memorialization. Hans-Werner Goetz (University of 

Hamburg) presented a schema of the comprehension of time, interval, and 

change in medieval Gesta episcoporum, arguing that in the work of twelfth- 

and thirteenth-century authors, a tension existed between the desire to 

attribute historical facts to their correct date and the tendency to eliminate all 

differences between times and epochs in order to link events by genetic and 

typological understanding. Richard Landes (Boston University) developed a 

methodology for recognizing the significance of deliberate silences and 

distortions in accounts of millenarian movements, arguing that intentional 

rewriting of such movements after their failure results in the virtual 

disappearance of the voice of those who had opposed the movements or 

claimed to have done so. Nevertheless, he argued that the rhythm of change 

in calendrical systems and in the disavowal of millennial expectations are 

themselves evidence of such movements' vitality. 

Two papers focused on the representation of the past in legal 

proceedings. Hanna Vollrath (University of Bochum) reexamined the 

traditional interpretation of royal judgments against counts and dukes for 

contumacy in Germany and France to suggest that such court proceedings, 

far from operating according to abstract notions of royal law, actually 

covered a wide spectrum of maneuvers and negotiations clothed in the 

language of legal procedure. Patrick Geary (UCLA) discussed a series of 

court cases from the tenth and eleventh centuries that turned on the 

manipulation of written and oral testimony (written testimony was 

"vocalized"; oral testimony was 
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"fictionalized" as text) to demonstrate the interrelationship between orality 

and textuality in the construction of the past. 

 Patrick J. Geary 

 

 

"Republicanism and Liberalism in America and the German States, 

1750-1850." 

 

Madison, Wisconsin, October 3-6, 1996. Cosponsored by the Thyssen 

Foundation. Conveners: Peter Becker, Jürgen Heideking, James Henretta, 

and John Kaminski. 

 

This conference brought together more than thirty scholars from the United 

States and Germany. The participants engaged in a lively discussion of 

comparative approaches to the study of republicanism and liberalism, 

reaching far beyond constitutional and political history. The event was 

organized in collaboration with the Department of Anglo-American History 

at the University of Cologne, the Department of History at the University of 

Maryland at College Park, the State Historical Society of Wisconsin, and the 

Max Kade Institute in Madison. 

The conveners invited representatives of a wide variety of historical 

specialties with the aim of fostering a new understanding of the role that 

republicanism and liberalism played in the formation of America and the 

German states. The conference program reflected the conviction that 

American constitutional history, social and intellectual history, as well as 

political science and religious history all need to be taken into account in 

order to gain a full understanding of the political, economic, and social 

processes that shaped the United States and the individual states in Germany 

as they approached the nineteenth century. 

In his keynote lecture, entitled "'Wir nennen es Gemeinsinn': Republic 

and Republicanism in German Political Debates in the Nineteenth Century," 

Rudolf Vierhaus (Max-Planck-Institut, Göttingen) analyzed meanings of the 

term "republicanism" peculiar to Germany. He pointed out that, across the 

political spectrum, this concept had been associated with public spirit rather 

than with a specific type of 


