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United States and the American perception of him. Detlef Junker (Hei-

delberg) took up the controversial issue of the mutual perceptions of Nazi 

Germany and the United States on the eve of World War II. Klaus Schwabe 

(Aachen) focused on the American view of the security problems that 

Germany created. The evening lecture was delivered by Gerhard Stoltenberg 

(Bonn), who surveyed NATO's changing role and new security challenges 

from the perspective of an experienced politician. 

Security concerns were also central to the next morning's session, which 

included papers by Wolfram Hanrieder (Santa Barbara) on the post-World 

War II partnership between the two countries; Stefan Frölich (Bonn) on the 

German question in the context of American security policy after 1945; and 

Christian Tuschhoff (Berlin/Washington, DC) on the continuity and changes 

in German security policy during the same period. 

The concluding panel addressed issues of emigration history. Jörg 

Nagler (Kiel) concentrated on the preeminent, political German emigrants 

during the Vormärz and after the failed revolution of 1848/49; Wolfgang 

Helbich (Bochum) recounted the expectations and desires of the mass of 

Germans emigrating to the United States in the nineteenth and twentieth 

centuries; and Karl Holl's (Bremen) paper focused on exiles during the Nazi 

era. 

 Hartmut Keil 

 

 

B. "Begriffsgeschichte." Washington, D.C., December 18, 1992. 

Conveners: Hartmut Lehmann and Melvin Richter. 

 

Just a few days before Reinhart Koselleck returned to Germany, after 

spending the fall semester teaching at Columbia University, we were able to 

bring together a group of distinguished scholars at the Institute to discuss 

with him the scholarly merits of Begriffsgeschichte. Koselleck, together with 

Otto Btunner and Werner Conze, developed that concept and launched the 

major project of Geschichtliche Grundbegriffe in German-speaking central 

Europe since the eighteenth century. After both Brunner and Conze passed 

away, it was Koselleck who guided the multi-volume work to completion. 

We are grateful to Melvin Richter for having proposed to celebrate this 

event by arranging a one-day symposium on Begriffsgeschichte. Richter 

opened the program with an appreciation of Geschichtliche 
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Grundbegriffe as a "contemporary classic," as he phrased it, and James V. 

H. Melton discussed the origins of the history of concepts in the work of 

Otto Brunner during the late 1930s. Donald R. Kelley, Gabriel Motzkin, and 

John G. A. Pocock offered comments. Koselleck then responded to the 

remarks of both speakers and commentators. 

The ensuing discussion between Koselleck and the American historians 

emphasized the contributions as well as some of the problems of 

Begriffsgeschichte. On the one hand, all the publications that 

Begriffsgeschichte has engendered (like the major work Geschichtliche 

Grundbegriffe) are perhaps among the most original historiographical 

achievements of German historians since the 1960s. Thus, the influence 

within the German profession of such scholars as Conze and Koselleck can 

hardly be overemphasized. On the other hand, Begriffsgeschichte seems a 

typically German concept. It is difficult to relate this kind of work to recent 

historical scholarship in the United States and perhaps even more difficult to 

translate it and incorporate it productively into the American historical 

discourse. All participants agreed, however, that it was a most productive 

exercise to examine the work of those who analyze the meaning of the key 

terms of ideas and concepts throughout history. 

The papers and comments, as well as Koselleck's concluding 

statements, will be published in the Institute's series of Occasional Papers. 

 

 Hartmut Lehmann 

 

 

C. "The Growth of Aggressive Nationalism: Foreigners and Anti-

Foreigner Attitudes in Germany." Washington, D.C., February 5, 1993. 

Conveners: Hartmut Keil and Dietmar Schirmer. 

 

As a contribution to the ongoing debate on contemporary right-wing 

extremism and anti-foreigner violence in Germany, this colloquium was a 

very atypical event in the series of GHI conferences: Its topic could not be 

contemplated retrospectively but was, and still is, in constant flux. 

Therefore, before we could find our own approach to the problem, we 

thought it was important to reflect on the strengths and weaknesses of the 

current debate as well as on the question of what our genuine contribution to 

it as historians might be. 

In observing the political and journalistic discourse on the topic, we 

realized that the common explanations for the frightening wave of 


