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the disfranchised. A historical approach will have to focus on the particular 

events and circumstances, such as wars, that have contributed to the success 

of these demands.  

– The modes of disfranchisement follow a three-stage pattern of 

development: legal disqualification, barriers to exercising the franchise, and 

vote dilution. 

– Among the variety of motives for the denial of voting rights, racism 

has been the most important and most persistent reason for disfranchisement 

in U.S. history. 

– Disfranchisement, including organizational barriers to voting (e.g. 

registration rules), has shaped participation and party competition on both 

the national and state levels for a longer time and to a greater extent than is 

usually assumed. 

– Does suffrage matter? Have the hopes or misgivings associated with 

suffrage extension been justified? While a mixed balance is to be expected, 

a long-term historical assessment will presumably show that the struggle for 

the franchise has paid off.  

In the Western legal tradition, suffrage is conceived as an individual 

right of citizens. However, voting itself serves to aggregate collective 

interests. In a fragmented and multiethnic society like that of America, the 

claim for group representation bears considerable centrifugal potential. 

While, in the past, disfranchisement was frequently intended to preserve 

social and political stability by excluding what were viewed as forces of 

disintegration, the United States is now in a period of transition, when 

preferential group representation is employed as a device of political 

integration. 

 

B. "Exploitation by Integration: Intellectual Reparations or Scientific 

Transfer? The Use of German Technology and Scientists by the Allies 

after 1945 in Electronics, Optics, and Precision Mechanics." (Matthias 

Judt) 

 

Since the end of the Cold War and the unification of Germany, research on 

the postwar period has been enlivened by new possibilities to analyze source 

materials that were inaccessible until 1989. In addition to carrying out new 

studies on the period, scholars have discussed and re-examined previous 

findings. 

One area under examination is the nature of the reparations Germany paid 

after 1945 that contributed to the reconstruction of Europe. Most 
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recently, scholars have investigated the topic of "intellectual reparations"; 

that is, the German patents, technical documents, and research equipment, as 

well as human resources, that were confiscated by the Allies for their own 

benefit. 

In my study, I will focus first on the unrelenting economic competition 

between and among countries, which is magnified during wartime. The war 

experience allows temporary (during the war) and final (after the war) 

victors to dictate the future of economic development in a defeated country. 

I will examine the basic conflict between Germany and the victors of the two 

world wars. Germany, as a defeated nation, 

was subject to the economic regulations of the Versailles Treaty after 

World War I and to the several four-power agreements that led to its 

industrial disarmament after World War II. 

There was also a conflict among the victors of World War II themselves 

regarding the use of German industrial and scientific assets for their own 

economic recovery. Their alliance was only necessary to win the war against 

Germany. Furthermore, the allies of common ideological ground (France, 

Great Britain, the United States) were not only competing amongst 

themselves but also with the Soviet Union to gain, in particular, the use of 

German scientists. 

The second aspect of my research concerns the expectations of the 

German scientists and technicians who were involved in the field of 

reparations. It seems that, when confronted with the two possibilities of 

either taking part in simple reconstruction projects in Germany or continuing 

advanced research in their own fields (but under Allied control), the 

scientists and technicians preferred the latter. Undoubtedly, they wanted 

most of all to sign contracts with the Western Allies and, second, to be able 

to remain in Germany instead of having to emigrate. They did not exclude 

totally, however, the possibility of having to emigrate to the East. At least 

some of those who were forced to move to the Soviet Union had expected as 

much. By May 1945, the Soviet Union had already begun to invite German 

"specialists to join the community in the USSR." Members of this group, 

which included Gustav Hertz, had written letters to their colleagues in 

Germany describing the conditions and the terms of their stay in the Soviet 

Union. In East Germany, Soviet occupation authorities concentrated 

numbers of German scientists and technicians in various locations, usually in 

confiscated research facilities, from which many were then deported to the 

Soviet Union. The rest remained at institutions in East Germany, which were 

turned into Soviet-owned "scientific-technical 
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bureaus," or at Soviet corporations (Sowjetische Aktiengesellschaften, 

SAGs). 

In addition, I will examine the policy of research control and 

prohibitions, specifically in the cases of electronics, optics, and precision 

mechanics. Because of the dual applicability of these fields, it was possible 

for the Allies to control the civilian use of their research results. The Allies 

were also able to isolate the German economies from selected scientific or 

industrial developments in the rest of the world for some time. In East 

Germany, this policy was continued through its integration into the Council 

for Mutual Economic Assistance (COMECON). 

When the GDR joined the COMECON, the so-called Socialist 

Economic Integration (Sozialistische Ökonomische Integration) resulted in a 

strong propaganda campaign to put into effect the various bilateral and 

multilateral agreements on economic cooperation among the COMECON 

countries. In contrast to West Germany, the loss of some of East Germany's 

traditional industrial output, due to the Allied controls and prohibitions, 

became permanent. As part of the Soviet bloc, the GDR was expected to 

participate in the "socialist industrialization," which entailed primarily the 

construction (in East Germany, the reconstruction after the dismantling) of 

heavy industries. The capital to finance the industrialization came from the 

profits made in other branches, such as the business machines industry. 

Otherwise, East Germany profited from its integration with the Soviet 

bloc. This was especially true in the case of the optics industry, since East 

Germany had to supply the entire Eastern market with optical instruments 

and other products. The scientists and technicians who had worked 

previously in the armament industries were transferred into various civilian 

industries, such as optics, as part of the reorientation process. 

I will begin my research with the year 1945, but will include some 

background discussion of the war period. It is somewhat difficult, however, 

to determine an exact point at which the study will end. Usually, 

examinations of the postwar period end with the formation of the two 

German states in 1949. This works well in the West German case, because 

of the termination of several economic restrictions during the 

implementation of the Marshall Plan and the integration in the Western 

defense system. But the policy of reparations out of production continued to 

be a factor in East Germany, which certainly promoted the development of 

the industries involved but also limited the growth of 
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the East German economy as a whole. For the most part, it influenced the 

development of science and research in East Germany, since the planning of 

research in the GDR was based mainly on its control during the postwar 

period. Also, the employment of East German scientists and technicians in 

Soviet-owned facilities was continued until the facilities became the 

property of East Germany. Although the relationship between East German 

authorities and the Soviet Military Administration (which reorganized itself 

as the High Commission) changed, the influence of Soviet authorities on 

East German economic policy remained constant. In other words, the 

exploitation by integration did not stop with the year 1949. Due to this 

difference between the two German states, it is necessary to give a more 

complete profile of the developments in East Germany in the 1950s. 

C. "German Immigrants and African Americans in Mid-Nineteenth 

Century America: A Study in Group Interaction." (Hartmut Keil) 

 

This study will take a close look at the traditional view of racial and ethnic 

relations in antebellum America. The relationship between immigrants and 

African Americans has been described as one dominated by racial 

antagonism, hatred, and violence, which often erupted into mob action, 

lynchings, and the murders of black Americans. The traditional explanation 

for this hostile record has been that these groups had a similar socio-

economic status at the time and therefore competed for the same jobs in the 

labor market. Previous joint exploratory research by Jim Horton and myself 

has raised substantial doubt, however, as to the applicability of this model to 

the second largest group of immigrants who arrived before the Civil War, 

the Germans. Although German immigrants also subscribed to the ideology 

of nineteenth-century racism, they often expressed it differently and less 

confrontationally than, for instance, the Irish. Focusing on selected cities in 

the Northeast, the Midwest, and the South, this project will explore the 

following hypotheses: 

1. German cultural and political traditions, the relative numerical strength of 

both groups in specific local settings, the near absence of direct 

occupational competition coupled with a difference in class status, and 

specific patterns of spatial proximity in the neighbor- 


