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warding discussion that was an appropriate conclusion to Clark's stimulating 

presentation. 

 Peter Becker 

 

 

Some Observations on Historical Thought and Historical Writing in 18th-Century 

Europe. 

Workshop with Georg C. Iggers, Washington, D.C., May 19, 1994. 

Under the above title, Georg C. Iggers presented a paper that will ultimately be a chapter 

of a book on European historiography from the eighteenth century to the present. The 

central topic of the paper was to defend the historiography of the Enlightenment against 

the criticism of nineteenth-century historicists. Enlightenment historiography, Iggers 

argued, was neither ahistorical and mechanistic nor lacking a critical attitude toward the 

sources. Critics, especially those wedded to the German academic tradition, have gravely 

underestimated its diversity, which signaled a transition from the predominance of 

traditional Christian ideas to the "scientific" and professionalized approach of the 

nineteenth century. The historiography of the Enlightenment marked the beginning of 

modern historical scholarship by assuming coherent social and temporal structures and 

trying to establish a coherent narrative based on a coherent critical method. But, unlike its 

"scientific" successors, Iggers concluded, this historiography was not yet dominated by 

the Eurocentric and nationalistic assumptions of the nineteenth century. 

 Manfred Berg 

Xenophobia, Racism, Nativism, and National Identity in Germany and the United 

States: A Comparative Perspective on the Conditions of Intolerance. 

German Historical Institute, Washington, D.C., June 8-11. Co-sponsored by the 

Stifterverband für die Deutsche Wissenschaft. Conveners: Dietmar Schirmer and Norbert 

Finzsch. 

Following the rise of violence against minorities and a general intolerance of groups not 

considered full members of society in Germany, the issues of xenophobia, racism, 

nativism, and national identity have gained importance in public and scholarly debates. 

With this conference, 
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we attempted to add a historical and comparative dimension to the discussion, bringing 

together American and German scholars from the fields of history, political science, 

sociology, and cultural studies. Since almost all of the research that has dealt with these 

themes so far has had a national focus, most of the comparative analysis was left to the 

discussions. 

Carl Degler (Stanford) delivered the keynote lecture, which emphasized the extent to 

which learning about "national identity and a history of intolerance" could become the 

basis for a situation of tolerance. 

The first session addressed the concepts of national identity and the symbolic 

construction of the nation in both countries. Frank Trommler (Philadelphia) developed a 

two-step model of the invention and reinvention of national identity that resulted from the 

interplay between historical consciousness and technological progress in Germany and 

the United States. Dietz Bering (Cologne) explored the history of the concept of 

Kulturnation as a tool of anti-Semitism in the nineteenth century. Gregg O. Kvistad 

(Denver) linked in-group/out-group distinctions in Germany to the peculiar German 

concept of citizenship. 

The second panel dealt with exceptionalism and the American and German self-

perceptions of a people following a "manifest destiny." Herbert Shapiro (Cincinnati) 

traced the systematic influence of the notion of "empire" on the production and 

reproduction of racism during the period of American imperialism. The focus shifted to 

the social history of everyday life with Norbert Finzsch's (Hamburg) study of the racism 

against blacks by a largely Irish-American police force in Civil War-era Washington, 

D.C. In her presentation on national stereotypes in the discourse of pre-World War I 

Germany, Ute Gerhard (Dortmund) analyzed the role of fictional literature in producing 

and disseminating images of "us" and "them," using literary texts by Glaesner and 

Kracauer as examples. 

"Scientific Racism and Eugenics," the third panel, examined the intersection of 

political history and the history of science. Arnd Krüger (Göttingen) analyzed the post-

Darwinian development of "scientific racism" or "racial hygiene" in Germany from 1870 

to 1933, which, he noted, introduced a horse-breeder's perspective into human biology. 

The racist potential of genetics and preventive medicine, which are widely linked to one 

another among the German public, were explored by Peter Weingart (Bielefeld). 

Weingart rejected the theory that racism stimulates 
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racism within society, emphasizing the co-evolution of social norms, political culture, 

and scientific discourse. 

Sessions four and five explored the intersection of the categories race, class, and 

gender—classifications that are commonly used in American social history to determine 

social structure. In the panel on "Race and Class," Fitzhugh Brundage (Kingston, 

Ontario) explored the role of class in the wave of violence against blacks that raged 

throughout the American South in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, 

whereas Ralf Koch's paper addressed the German and American "politics of boycotting" 

in ethnic conflicts since 1870. Patricia Vertinsky (Vancouver) then opened the next 

session with a presentation of her results of case studies on Goethe and Weininger, in 

which she examined the relationship of race and gender to physical ability. Lois Horton 

(Washington, D.C.) addressed the connection between enslavement and feminization, 

explaining the black woman's problem of subjugating her womanhood to her racial 

identity. 

The final panel turned to the current German and American discourse on social, 

political, and cultural homogeneity and heterogeneity. In his paper entitled "Comparing 

Minorities in Germany: Jews and Turks and the Question of Tolerance," Jeff Peck 

(Washington, D.C.) addressed various aspects (e.g. psychological, social, and legal) of 

being different and experiencing intolerance. More attention was brought to race and 

gender in Eileen Boris's (Helsinki/Washington, D.C.) paper on the "racialized gendered 

state," which dealt with aspects of citizenship in the U.S. Dietmar Schirmer (Washington, 

D.C.) compared the structural logic of disintegration and reintegration in diverse societies 

in his presentation, "Cultural Segmentation and Faith Healers' Remedies." 

In sum, the conference provided an excellent opportunity for scholars used to dealing 

with their topics on a national level to broaden their scope to fit into a comparative 

setting. One of the most exciting outcomes, however, was the open-minded and intense 

discussion that developed between social and cultural historians. 

After the conference, the participants were hosted by Wesley A. Fisher and Sybil 

Milton at the United States Holocaust Memorial Museum. 

 Dietmar Schirmer 


