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argued that factual change in money-lending practices had no impact on the polemics 

against the "usurious Jew." Miri Rubin (Oxford University) commented on the 

desecration of the sacred Host that had been allegedly committed by Jews. 

Patterns of authority and the limits of toleration were discussed in session five. 

Rotraut Ries (University of Münster) depicted the political and economic considerations 

that led German territorial princes to tolerate Jews. The same question was examined by 

Friedrich Battenberg (Darmstadt) regarding ecclesiastical territories. Christopher R. 

Friedrichs (University of British Columbia) followed suit for the imperial cities, 

devoting special attention to Frankfurt, Worms, and Hamburg. 

In each session, a distinguished scholar served as commentator; included were 

Theodore K. Rabb (Princeton University), Gershon D. Hundert (McGill University), 

Deborah Hertz (State University of New York at Binghamton), Carlo Ginzburg 

(UCLA), and Thomas A. Brady (University of California, Berkeley). Their comments 

made clear that in the pre-emancipation period, Jews had close enough contact with 

Christians for intensive interaction, while at the same time they seemed far enough apart 

to inspire the imagination of Christians, with the result that strange and very often hostile 

images were produced. Such themes were further explored in the concluding session, 

which was devoted to the conference's overall theme, and in which Jonathan Israel 

(University College, London), Richard H. Popkin (UCLA), Mack Walker (Johns 

Hopkins University), and Hartmut Lehmann attempted to draw some more general 

conclusions. The complete collection of papers and the comments will be published in the 

Institute's series with Cambridge University Press. 

 Hartmut Lehmann 

 

 

C. "Chosen People Themes in Western Nationalist Movements, 1880–1920." 

Washington, D.C., June 13–16,1991. Co-sponsored by the Divinity School of Harvard 

University with the support of the Gerda Henkel Foundation and the Lilly 

Endowment. Conveners: William R. Hutchison and Hartmut Lehmann. 

Although the roles of economic, social, and political factors in modern nationalism have 

been studied extensively, the influence of religion, with very few exceptions, has been 

almost totally ignored. Furthermore, 
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while there are many case studies focusing on individual countries, comparative studies 

are rare. It therefore seemed very appropriate to explore in a comparative manner the 

place of religion within the emergence of modern forms of Western nationalism. It 

seemed necessary to examine in particular the use (or secularization) of biblical rhetoric 

or biblical symbolism in various examples of nationalistic expression, popular as well as 

official or formal. Even more specifically, it seemed rewarding to consider and compare 

ideas of national "chosenness," both those that depended on biblical precedents or 

stemmed from them, and others that may have denied or may not have displayed such 

lineage. 

From June 13 to June 16, 1991, with the financial support of the Gerda Henkel 

Foundation and the Lilly Endowment, twenty scholars from nine countries (United 

States, Great Britain, Ireland, South Africa, Israel, Sweden, Switzerland, Germany, and 

Norway) assembled at the German Historical Institute in Washington, D.C. Together they 

examined nine specific cases of the idea and meaning of "chosenness" in the United 

States, Great Britain, South Africa, Ireland, Sweden, Germany, and France, and the role 

chosenness played for Zionism as well as for African Americans. Some of the questions 

addressed by the speakers and commentators were the following: To what extent was the 

Old Testament covenant transferred and used as a model to describe a modern "chosen 

people" proceeding under a new (or continuing, or revised) covenant? Which social and 

political groups utilized and supported this chosen people rhetoric, and by what means 

was it propagated? If a concept of chosenness was not evident in a specific case or was 

unimportant, what kind of rhetoric was used, or was primary? In order to establish a more 

general background, certain issues such as the role and value systems of small groups 

versus those of large groups were examined, along with the coming to terms with change 

or impending change in modern society and the coming to terms with the 

causes and effects of secularization. There is no doubt that nationalistic movements 

provided a definite time frame that inspired hope in and gave stability to nations of 

people because they contained the idea of a golden past, that is, the idea of the present as 

crisis and, if overcome, the promise for a better future. The chosen people theme also 

may have masked de-christianization while creating the illusion of a new, unified 

political and belief system, when in fact secularization was progressing. 

After introductory remarks by William R. Hutchison in the first session, Conrad 

Cherry (Indiana University) and Knud Krakau (Free 
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University, Berlin) commented on James H. Moorhead's (Princeton Theological 

Seminary) paper on the United States and on Hartmut Lehmann's study of the German 

case. In session two, Hana Arie-Gaifman (New York University), Silke Lehmann 

(Washington, D.C.), and Ulrich Gäbler (University of Basel) commented on papers by 

Paul Mendes-Flohr (Hebrew University, Jerusalem) about Jews and Zionism, André 

DuToit (University of Cape Town) on the Afrikaners, and Albert J. Raboteau 

(Princeton University) on African Americans. In session three, Andrew Walls 

(University of Edinburgh) presented the British case, Alf Tergel (Uppsala University) the 

Swedish case, and Ulrich Gäbler the Swiss case, while Steve Mitchell (Harvard 

University), Reginald Ward (University of Durham), and Knut Aukrust (University of 

Oslo) served as commentators. In session four, Thomas Kselman (University of Notre 

Dame) spoke on France and C. C. O'Brien (Dublin) on Ireland. Caroline Ford (Harvard 

University) and Reinhard R. Doerries (University of Erlangen) offered comments. The 

concluding session resulted in a most lively discussion in which we attempted to draw 

some general conclusions. The papers and comments will be published in the Harvard 

Theological Studies. 

 Hartmut Lehmann 

D. "Continental European Migration and Transcontinental Migration to North 

America." Bremerhaven, August 15–18, 1991. Co-sponsored by the Labor Migration 

Project of the University of Bremen. Conveners: Dirk Hoerder and Jörg Nagler. 

 

The European demographic shockwaves of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries 

caused tremendous changes in the respective national economies and hence affected the 

political, social, and cultural development of these societies. Only in the last two decades 

have migration historians begun to interconnect the various European migratory streams 

of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries with transcontinental migration to North 

America and attempted to link their findings into a coherent theory and methodology. We 

are, however, still far away from an approach that would allow us to finally understand 

these complex processes of migration in a holistic way. One way to start is with a 

comparative approach in an attempt to analyze why various people migrated and under 

what circumstances, and what the images of their new destination were. It may then be 

possible to 


