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Ihr sttitzt Euch auf Geschichte,

Und sucht nicht was ihr suchen sollt,
Und finded was Ihr flnden wollt -
Das nennet ihr Geschichtel

Und das Alte gehet doch zunlchte,

You rely on History,
But you do not seek what you should seek,

And you find what you wish to find -
That yout call history!

And the past will stll fall to pleces.

Hoffmann von Fallersleben, ‘Die historlsche Schule’.
From Unpolitische Lieder, vol, 2 (Hamburg, 1841), p. S1.

What's past is prologue,

William Shakespeare, The Tempest
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National Histories in and between
the World Wars

Introduction

In 1915 Friedrich Melnecke (1862-1954) published a coliection of his speeches
and artlcies that justified the German war effort by reference to German history,
which he interpreted as a long search for national independence against foreign
enernies. The wars of liberation against Napoleon in 1812/13, the revoiution of
1848, the wars against Denmark (1864), Austria (1866) and France (1870/ 71
were all stepping-stones to reailsing the sovereign German nation state reptesent-
Ing a unique spiritual heritage that was superior to ail other nationai essences.
Meinecke saw the specific German national character rooted in the combination
of inner freedom (Innerlichkeit) and the ability to sacrifice seifish desires for the
good of the community. in contrast to the historicaiiy deveioped higher Germafl
form of humanity stood the humanity of the “West’ which Melnecke identified
with uniformity, egotism and degeneracy.!

Meinecke was just one of a host of German inteliectuals who lent their pens 0
the German war effort. They stylised the war into a wat of two cuitures. It Wasa
way, In the words of Wemer Sombart (1863-1941), of heroes against merchantsi
&‘,gs a:ein w?i‘;h the profundity of German cuiture was pitted agalnst the shaliownessof
1780 rin(iiviiisaﬂon; a war in which the ideas of 1914 stood against the ideas of
destooy b w::s a war in which ‘perfidious Alblon’ was pulling the strings 0
Kmtwfm " Amos lpowerfui challenger on the continent.2 The famous Auffuf an dié
renovnad ppeal to the Cultural World), signed by 93 of the most internationally

owned German schoiars on 4 October 1914, justified German miiitasism 35

th !
e country’s only protection against ‘predatory invasions’.? Friedrich Meinecke,

In

2 ﬁfgﬁ;&l‘sﬁf,’%‘“ﬁ& Die deutsche Echebung von 1914, Vortriige und Aufsdtze (Stuttgart, 1915
Stefan Doteor D tﬁ, Serman Historians' Views of England During the First Worid War’, in:
1nd Gediic%:t:;ls eh:e’r d:xftlslz?r;;nd Peter Schumann (eds), Histarikerdialoge, Gesclichte, Mythos
o 23554 w-beitischen kulturelion Austausch, 1750-2000 (Gottingen, 2003
m‘}%ﬁﬁ}'&ﬁgﬁggﬂ-ﬁ:ﬁbetﬁ von Plirkel and Wolfgang von Ungern-Sternberg, Der Aufif
(Stuttgart, 1996)’. Aifest der 93 und die Anféng der Kriegspropaganda im ersten Weltkrles
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sinding beside Karl Lamprecht (1856-1915), Max Lenz (1850-1932), Eduard
Meyer (1855-1930) and Martin Spahn (1875-1945) belonged to the group of his-
torlans who signed the appeai. Historlans like Lamprecht openly justified German
iiegemony in Europe with reference to the superiority of the German natlional
characters ‘it Is subjectively recognised and objectively proven that we are capable
of ihe highest achievements in the world and must therefore be at least considered
eniltled to share in world ruie ... it Is not oniy geographicaliy that the Germanic
taces under German leadership will become the central peopie of the old European
world."t

Injune 1915, the so-called Seeberg Address of German inteliectuals demanded
the annexatlon of Beigium, north-eastern France and vast parts of Eastern
Ewropeand Russia, where the Russian population was to be ethnicaily cleansed
and sent to Siberla in order to make way for German settlers. A large number
of historians, inciuding Georg von Below (1858-1927), Erich Brandenburg
(1868-1946), Kurt Breyslg (1866-1940), Richard Fester (1860-1945), Otto
Hintze (1861-1940), Arnold Oskar Meyer (1877-1944), and Dietrich Schifer
(1845-1929) signed this document, a testimony to exuberant war-time German
tationalism. There were exceptions to the rule, such as Veit Valentin and Ludwig
Quidde, but the overwheiming majority of historlans supported the German war
elfort uncriticaiiy.$

As the reaction of German historians to the outbreak of war indicates, the
frst Worid War marks the culmination of nineteenth-century historiographi-
@l natlonalism, Hence, we shall begin this chapter by surveying the extent
® which historians contributed to the war-time muobilisation of their respec-
e nations, The First Worid War continued to engage the minds of many
Mstorlans in the interwar perlod, which saw a major transnational debate on
the question of war guiit and the justification of the peace treaties of 1919,
The chapter winl trace those debates as prime exampie of the continued purchase
° historiographical nationalism on diverse European historiogeaphles in the

%erwar perlod. The history wars surrounding the question of war guilt l?igh-
Bhted the strong link between history writing and politics, and we wili glve a
linge of exampies where historians acted as, and in some cases actually became;
Politicians,
an'ghe énd of the First World War also saw the end of emplres in Eastern Eu;OPe
>y the emergence of a whole range of new nation states, As we shall see, th:)sl;e
ot On states were quick off the mark in establlshing historical institutions w: 1c
In only piayed an important role in professionalising histotical writing, bUtift ii:
angfﬁ\'iding the new states with historical legittmacy. The border between po

istory remained porous.

1
Gj(:,::"l'a mprecht in Rielndsch-Westfalische Zeltung, 28 August 1914, cited in Matthew Stibbe,
sx Anglopliobia and the Great War, 1014-1918 (Cambridge, 2001), p: 54

1975) ppbgg}se 3(9‘]-); Aufrufe und Reden deutscher Professorent im Ersten Weltkrieg (Stuttgart,
+PP. 128-35,
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After the old Europe had disappeared at the end of the First World War, the liberal
national historlographies of the long nineteenth century found themselves under
attack from the politica left and right. The chapter will discuss at some length the
vartous ideological commitments of national history writing in this period. We will
track the fate of the beleaguered liberal national master namatives and Its fascist
and Communist chaliengers. it was not just right-wing and left-wing politics that
made life difficuit for liberal national historiographies. The continued purchase of
religion over natlonal master narratives also frequently acted as a brake on the suc-
cess of liberal national histories. Glven the fact that the map of Europe after 1919
locked considerably different from the map of Europe before 1914, the chapter
wiii also pay special attention to borders and borderiands and their impact on
historlographical nationaiism. Finally, both the fascist and the Communist regimes
produced substantial exile historiographies and we will conclude the chapter by
reviewing the importance of such exije traditions for national histories.

Historians and the First World War

In the iiterature on the outbreak of the First World War, we find a widespread
assumption that intetlectuals yearned for war in 1914, Many allegedly saw war as
the great flberating experienice, which would end the crisis of a stale and stuffy
bourgeois world order and break through to a new age of heroism that was to
end the mechanistic and soulless modemity that had accompanied capitalism
and found expression in the consumerism of the early twentieth century. There
Is, however, little evidence that historians ionged for war. But when war came,
they were ready to defend theiy respective nations with their pens, and some of
the younger ones even exchanged the pen for the sword, The historlans’ role as
lIJ)rOPhets of the nation state found ample expression during the conflict. In the
elligerent countries, historians like many other scholars and intellectuals, signed
petitions, made speeches and published pamphiets to justify their countrles’
i;n;lotliverrtlﬁnt and denigrate the enemy’s claims, We opened this chapter by high-
wgar ?fg € strong support of the German historica] professlon for their country’s
meBritr:inH?:;v td Oithmgs look, one might ask, for other beiligerent nations?

war with G:a i Stor ins defended the decision of the Britlsh government to go t0
the fow S I;f:iany- The philosopher Bertrand Russel] (1872-1970) was one of
published a ng voices. The University of Oxford's Faculty of Modern History
they argued tlflzmghmt immedlately after the outbreak of hostilities In which
authoﬂ%;lﬂ t Britain was upholding the international rule of law against the
histor an and militarist étatlsme of Germany.” The vast majorlty of British
torlans before the First World War had been pro-German,8 Many, who had

§ Stuart Wallace, War and ¢ I
7 e pallace frand :;f: tngge of Gerttiany, British Acadernics, 19141918 (Edinburgh, 1988):

History (Oxford, 1914), fains Case, by members of the Oxford Faculty of Modern

8
Hissttf)‘;?;]n:v' Scllak' "“The Blood That Is in Our Veins Comes from German Ancestors”: British
and the Coming of the First World War', Aiblon 30:2 (1998), pp, 221-52.
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amired German historiograplyy, now argued that two Germanies existed: a cultural
and a milltarist one. in 1914, they insisted, milltarism had won the upper hand
against culture, and it was this milttarism which needed to be defeated.? The
Manchester-based historian Ramsay Muir (1872-1941) wrote in the autumn of
1914 that the origins of the war lay in ‘a poison which has been working in the
European system for more than two centuries, and the chlef source of this potson
s Prussla.’10

for some, the war was not just a necessary evii to combat German barbarlsm,
ltwas also a means to renew British nationalism. As the Oxford historlan Arthur
Lionel Smlth (1850-1924) wrote in 1916;

War is Indeed a mighty creator. it is an intellectual awakener and a moral
tonic, ... It creates a consclous unity of feellng which s the atmosphere needed
for anew start. 1t purges away oid strifes and secttonal alms, and raises us for a
while Into higher and purer air. it helps us to recapture some of the lofty and
intense patriotism of the ancient world. It reveals to uswhat constitutes a mod-
emnation, the partnership between the living, the dead, and the yet unborn.!

It was not just the anclent world that historlans were rediscovering amidst the
mechanical mass kililng in the First World War, The outburst of historiographical
ftlonalism in war time In both Brltain and Germany also found expression in the
®mmon ideailsation of the remote past of the middle ages as an age of heroism
and chivalry most akin to the contemporary age.!?

In France, published opinion portrayed the entire nation overcoming its inter-
Ml iftsand jolning forces in an union sacrée dlrected against the commoen enemy
st of the Riiine,* Histortans played thelr part here as well. Ernest Lavlsse and
Charles Selgnob os (1854-1942) were promlnent members of the Comité de publi-
fion des lettres  tous tes Frangals that attacked Germany for Its miiitarism and
“ressive national character which, they argued, had found expression In think-
¥ suchas Friedrich Nletzsche, Helnrich von Treltschke or Frledrlch von Bernhardi
“849‘1930)- Lavisse, In particuiar, as a historlan who specialised in Prussian-
Gemap history, collected a vast amount of materlal from German war propa-
ig:nda‘ Which formed the base for his own counter-propaganda. Writing regularly
i o OF the most important periodicals of the French Third Republic, the Revue

¢ Parls, ang editing the brochures entitled Lettres & tous les Frangais, of which 3

)
exzhe Bistorlan and soctal reformer Wililam Hasbutt Dawson (1860-1948) 1; 2 ;fy?:;a;

wble of such an admirer of Germany Who, In wartime, took refuge to thetL  nterwar
NS, See Stefan Berger, “William Harbutt Dawson and Germany In the

Yerlog! ¢
Wy, " SU8iish Historleal Review 116:1 (2001), pp. 76-112,
AMisay Mut, Britain’s Case against Gemmn:y: art Examination of the Historlcal Backgronnd of

¢

i le:c;'?" Action iy 1914 (Manchester, 1914), p. viL.

et 1 Wallace, War, p. 77,

Bittaly ;’?%ebei, Tiie Great War and Medleval Memory: War, Retiel

s entaity, 1914-1940 (Cambridge, 2006).

R s ( g _
“ERmond, Lauticltcatisie e Frace de 1815 & nos ours (Parts, 1976) p 236 £

ubrance and Medlevalism in
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mililon coples had been sold by 1916, he hammered home hls message about
the barbarlty of German nationallsm alming at nothing less than the ensiave-
ment of Europe. German imperiailsm was described as cannibalistlc, The country,
he argued, had long prepared for this war. Germans thought of thelr natlon as
superlor to others and in possession of a godly mission to conquer the world,
The German natlonal character was characterlsed by presutnptuousness and arro-
gance. The brutality of German warfare, e.g the Belglan atrocities, was depicted as
a direct consequence of German disregard for other cultures and peoples, Whiist
most of what he wrote during the war was overtly propagandistic, Lavisse also
published a brief history of Prussla in 1915, which had some schoiarly preten-
slons. Here he summarised the rationaie of the Prussian state as militarlsm and
conquest, it was a slgn of the lmportance of Lavisse to the French war propaganda
that he was asked to give the opening address to the manifestation nationgle of
7 March 1917 In the maln lecture hali of the Sorbonne, With important polit
clans and intellectuals of the republic in attendance, Lavisse almed to rally the
war-weary French, and 1t gave him another opportunity to speak against the mill-
tarlstic and barbaric national character of the enemy. !4

The Beigian historlan Hensl Pirenne (1862-1935) had dismissed the warnings he
recelved from hls son Just before the outbreak of the First World War that a milita-
rlst spirt held sway in Germany and was ail the more shocked by the nationallsm
that captured the minds of his closest friends among German historlans in August
1914, When Lamprecht justifled the annexation of Belglum and came to Brussels
In the war to convince Beiglan inteilectuais to adhere to Germany, Pirenne broke
with him, despite the fact that he had been a close frlend for many years and had
played a crucial role In making Lamprecht a member of the Belgian Académie
Royale in 1903, When the German occupants promoted the Flemish natlonallst
movement in Belglum and introduced Dutch asthe language of instruction at the
Unlversity of Ghent, Plrenne, together with his colieague Paul Fredericq, protested
and they were both promptly deported to Germany as prisoners of wat in 1916.
Desplte energetic protests from historlans ail over the world, the Germans were
to hold Pirenne captive untl] the end of the war. As he saw hls own iife story
colnclde with the story of his nation, Plrenne came to the conclusion that his

pre-war trust in German historlography had been misplaced, German historians’
alllance with ethnic nationalism had led them astray, and the only conclusion for
other historlans was that they had to

‘unlearn’ from German historiography. He
had styled himself as 2 bridge between German and French historiography before
the war; Plrenne now differentlated sharply between Western (French and Britlsh}
historlography and German history w

hi ritng, leaving absolutely no doubt that, It
§ opinion, historlography's future lay with the former and not the latter.
Such reassessment of German historlography necessltated Plrenne’s own
scholarly reorlentation, which resulted In a major reworking of hls magnum

;;.%&r?fkmmei‘:h: Emnest Lavisse und die Kritlk an der deutschen "Kultur”, 1914-1918'
Tl fl)mgi;lng J. Mommsen and Elisabeth Mulller-Luckner {eds), Kultur und Krleg: die Rolle déf
eertuclien, Kinstler und Schrlftsteller im Erstey Weltkrieg (Munich, 1996), pp. 143-54.
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opus, tie Histoire de Belglque (History of Beigium)., He had started conceptuallsing
this nationai history with his 1899 lecture that he gave at the Invitation of the
Belglan Mlnlster of the Interlor and Education, Here he first expressed the idea
that Belglum, as worthy successor to the Burgundian state, should be seen as a
borderland between France and Germany, in which different ethnlc groups lived
peacefully side by side, Fle had expanded on this theme In a one-volume nationai
history of Belgium, written at the request of Lamprecht and first published In
German in 1899. In the flrst four volumes of his French-language multivolume
Belglan history that he wrote, to much acdaim, before the First World War, he set
out to descrlbe these ethnic groups In greater detail. After the Flrst Wordd War he
tompietely reworked his natlonal hilstory and de-ethnicised it, removing system-
tically all references to ethnlclty.*s

Moving from Western to Eastern Europe, we find a similar readiness of histo-
tns to support the war efforts of their respective governments. There does not
$eem 10 be much literature on the reactlon of Russian historians to the First World
War, except general references to most of them supporting the war effort. Some
Were active in the Union of Towns and Zemstvos, a voluntary organisation whose
members were critical of what they saw as the bureaucratic stranglehold over
the war effort and partly attempted to formulate an alternative, more liberal

Fignre 13 Henr urtesy of

Sladsamh

. Co
| Pitenne (1862-1935) as prisoner of war In Germany
lef Brugge (Clty Axchives Bruges) ~ Fonds Zeebrugge

N Historical
Wl’eter Schbttler, After the Deluge: the Impact of the Two World Warsﬂ m:izltllz]ﬁlg e Faet
pork o' Hentl Pirenne and Marc Bloch', In: Berger and Lorenz (eds) P{";reﬂne and the Low
P, 404.. 35 Jo Toliebeek, ‘At the Crossroads of Natlonallsm: Hulzinga,

-218,
rope’, Enropean Review of History 17:2 (2010), pp. 187-21



232 The Past as History

nationalism to the one espoused by the Romanov regime. However, there were
hardly any dissenting voices as such. 16

In the Habsburg empire, many of the German-speaking historians felt enthusl-
astlc about the alllance with Imperial Germany and used the Image of Nibelungen
loyalty to desctlbe their hopes for a lasting divislon of tabour which would ensure
the hegemony of Germandom in Europe, Whiist they argued that a German-
dominated Habsburg empire, In alliance with the Magyars, would have the task of
ensuring the German domination over South-Eastern Eutope, the German emplre
in the north would take care of North-Eastern Europe and the German ‘hereditary
enemy’, the French, The popularity of Frledrich Naumann’s (1860-1919) Centzal
Ewropean project Mittelenropa (Central Europe) was a clear sign that the war was
to seal German hegemony in Europe. The clvil war of 1866 was to be forgotten
in the new-found unity and harmony of August 1914, As the Catholic historlan
Spahn wrote in October 1914: ‘We stand anew on stable ground deslgnated by
history! 1t again bands us together with the Austrians in compiete harmony ...
For the historian 1t has something of compelling magnificence that the stream of
German history has flowed back into lts mighty bed.'t?

However, many Austro-German historians also empliasised the new-found unity

between the nationalities of the emplre. An appeal to state patriotism that ignored
the natlonal rivairies and identitl

es within the empire was perhaps based on
wishful thinking, but at least many of the Hungarlan historians in the Habsbutg
empire rallied to the cause of the war, However, they did so less with reference
to pan-Germanlsm than to Ideas about Hungary’s tradltlonal role in defending
western liberty agalnst eastern barbarlsm, Alluding to Hungary’s centuries-old
struggle against the Ottomnan emplre, Hungarlan historlans constructed a con-
temporary paraliel to the struggle against Russla. There were undoubtedly some
tensions between Hungarian and German historians in the emplre, which showed,
for example, in the far more cautious reception of Naumann’s ideas amongst
Hungarian historians, who feared German dominance in Fast-Central Europeand
its consequences for a Hungarian nation,18
In the country that entered the conflict somewhat belatedly, Italy, some of themost
Prominent historians Supported the war effort. Gaetano Salvemini (1873-1987),
a historian with socialist Sympathies, came to see the war as the ‘fourth war of

independence’ that italy had to fight to achieve national unity, His personal dls-
like of the Prime Minister Giovann] Gloljti{ (1842-1928) undoubtedly contributed
to his rejection of the neutrallst

stance, Some socialist historlans, who were, 011

16 1 am grateful to Peter Gatrall d formation
on Russla, and Alexel Miller for providing e with this info

17 Martin Spahn,
'8 Jan Vermelren,
Natlonal Identity,

‘An den Pforten des Weltkrieges’,
‘Brothers in Arms: the Duaj Aj

Unlversity College London Ph
“The German Concept of Mitteleuropa, 1916-
A, Kann, Béla X, Kirdly and Paula s, Hchtner
York, 1977), Pp- 203-20,

Hochland, October 1914, p. 20f.

llance in World War One and German
D thesls, 2009; see also Stephen Verosté
1918 and Its Contemporary Critlcs’; in: Robert
(eds), The Habsburg Empire in World WarI (New
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the whole, not very influential at the universltles, followed Benlt? 1%2301;2:
e T o oaral n 1917, entiiod o Rivkta Surica
founded a historlcal journal in ,
?§2$§§toﬁcal Review), which sought to comblne support for the war effor;:rgrei?t
an espousal of blatant nationalism. Glaocchino Volpe (1876-197?ita1n's o
nationalist with sympathies for the politica:lright, v:;c;t: i;:. ivgzrooppoz; ti: R
Into the war on the side of the Allles, as he saw
modernise Italy and catapult the country into the fwentieth cent}t::yv.vzovxzzg
Benedetto Croce (1866-1982) was opposed to ltaly’s entry l?oto t owe;ing on
It happened, he went to Rome, where, as senator, he voted for emcllja Vering b
government to take ail necessary measures, but personally he adopte somehet
fatalistic stance. He wrote a number of artlcles highlighting th:a1 co;1tr ﬂ?e -
German ideallst philosophy to the progress of mankind and tlen ;ar;i?g the vty
of European clvillsation. Throughout theigwar he refused to len p
war-time propaganda of his government. .
Thte e:alx)npﬁesgof Croce anngirenne aboveshow that the historiogra;gllifﬁzr;artlitci);
alism that we can find in all belligerent countries had its limits. Bo b e botong.
Academy and the 8erlin Academy d1d not exclude those of their dmenfl5 D .
ing to the ‘enemy natlons’, The Académle des inscriptions et des Belles Letres
was selective in excluding only the most rabid of German natiolr:.iziiduals monss:
German scholars, And throughout the perlod 1914 to 1918 1nd1937) N
Hans Delbriick (1848-1929) in Germany or Elie Halévy (1870;11 o57) et
Insisted on the existence of an internatlonal community of s S les In
scended the war.?® Franz Schnabel (1887-1966), himself stati&:;;aﬂstae;l ot
Cambral, stayed clear of outbursts of German natlonalls(xjn. e a united
edly supported the German war effort, he also continued to e ach come
European culture which encompassed all of the belligerent nat c; er.e S
tinued adherence to the values of internationalism, especiaC}lf v:he  ilaing o
ethos of the historical professlon was cl?ncftimeldg,lv;ould lead to
transnational historiographical networks aiter . ) |
Yet, as thf:1 end of t%:e I:Nau' came Into sight, another mﬂc;bi}l)ies;‘;ioe;le:uf ?;ﬁf&i
expertise for nationalist putposes began to take placein all the PoII%lcal ccliigonos
In April 1918, the British government, for example, set up ::1  histortans 35 they
Department (PiD) in the Forelgn Office. It was keen to rec o wropiinn
wete percelved to be useful in legitimating the British war o e (18651060
the peace negotlations. Amold Toynbee (1889-1978), Lewis o s department,
and Alfred Zimmern (1879-1957) all served thelr government

Informatlon on
** lam extremely grateful to Edoardo Tortarolo, who Pm"’ldmsmc;J ;{:g fI‘;lIZfo Petnando Riz,
the attltude of Itallan historians towards the Flrst World War: A;tonlo Casall, Storici italianl
Benedetto Croce and Itailan Fasclsm (Toronto, 2003), pp. 27-1:‘)1.1’1980)
fra le due guerre, ‘L nuova rivista storlca’, 1917-1943 (Napnos't fia della Storlografia 42 (2002),
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attempting to achieve the best results for Britain at the peace conferences in 1919.%
Other countries made use of their historlcal expertise in similar ways, It was to fore-
shadow one of the most important history wars in Europe.

The War Guilt Debate

After the First World War, all states published substantial document collections
that had the explicit purpose of proving their actions right. Whilst they were keen
to disseminate this official scholarship nationally and internationally to academic
and popular audlences, they also tightly controlied the archives, using censorship,
where necessary, in order to prevent other than the officially sanctioned views
emerging from the documents, In December 1918, the German Foreign Minlster,
Dr Wilheim Solf, expressed his hope that history might contribute to laying the
foundations for a lasting peace by bringing to light the truth about the war:

For the purpose of bringing about universal peace, of insuring lasting guaran-
tees against future wars and of restoring the peoples’ confidence in one another,
It seems lmperatively necessary to throw light on the events which brought on
the war, in all belligerent States, and in all their particulars. A complete truth-
ful account of the world conditions and of the negotiations among the powers
in July 1914 and of the steps taken at that time by several governments could
and would go far toward demolishing the walls of hatred and misconstruction
erected by the long war to separate the peoples. In a correct appreciation of the
course taken by friend and foe lies the augury for the future reconciliation of
the peoples, the one possible foundation for lasting peace and a league of peo-
ples. The German government therefore proposes that a neutral commission be
organised to probe the responsibilities for the war, which should be composed
g; mén whose character and political experience will guarantee a true verdict.
e Gove

rnments of all the beiligerent powers should declare thelr readiness to
Place at the disposal of such a commission all of their records.??

Of course, such a suggestion was born out of defeat, and in the event of a German
victory such

a pronouncement would have been very uniikely, Indeed, it would
appear that nations that lost wars were far more prone to appeal to histoty in
thelr desire to see historical Justice done, After all, between 1910 and 1930 the
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French publlshed a 29-volume coliection of sources on the diplomatic Pfeg-ijg’;ll’
of the Franco-Prussian war ~ Les origines dipiomatiques de ia guerre de 187 1 W
(The Dipiomatic Origins of the War of 1870-1871). And after the Pirst \g’%r r:::
Germany was first off the mark in producing a major government-funde sgl:m .
collection on the origins of the conflict, which set out to prove one thing ant tod
thing only: that Germany was not, as article 231 of the Versailles ’I‘reajt,ylisﬂi’l( de;'
the sole guilty party in the outbreak of war in August 1914, Die gms.ée 0 o o
europiischen Kabinette, 1871-1914 (The High Poiitics of E"“’Pe“gz7 O or the
1871-1914) was published in 40 volumes between 1922 and 1l ) o b
general editorship of Priedrich Thimme (1868-1938), who willingly -
own scholarly standards when they clashed with political expedlem::fy. o office
The planning of the collection started as early as 1919, and a oregln lisa.
memorandum of 1921 could not have been clearer on the political func;?ir;atlon
tion of history for the interests of the nation: "The great documcclent pmu rcliives
is not being prepared so that its volumes ... might only gather dust e e
or be studied by isoiated historians with effects which will be apparenhi s}:) e
years.'?s The historlans working on 1t were not glven access to thef?im Ti’:arl felt
war office, the navy office and the General Staff, as the foreign office (c::oileczion
thatunpalatable facts might surface hete, Before embarking or;;ts ow;‘lr o editior;
the foreign office had put considerable efforts lnto repressing 38e Sepd Kurt Eisner
of documents prepared by the socialists Karl Kautsky (185419 al) ;n thelr history
(1867-1919) in 1919. The iatter had been no less 1nstrumentf the ol Imperlal
poiitics, but they were keen to demonstrate that the elltesiro t:n ot vias that
Germany had been gulity in provoking war in 1914, and the f arftl:e reckless poli-
the new democratic republic should not be held responsible for o of 1918,
cles of the empire that had been swept away in the German revoake that distinc-
Versailles seemed to prove that the allies were unwiliing toclln erything In 1ts
tion, and hence the foreign office of the Weimar Republic did ev |1ytarmy of his-
power to dispel the idea of German war guilt - with the help ofa Sm&mmr which
torlans and archivists, It set up @ War Guilt Section in the Fort:ifens onsiblgfor the
worked tirelessly to prove ‘scientifically’ that Germany was noDi Kgiegsschuidfrage:
outbreak of war In 1914, It published its own journal entitled Die . it set up the
it financed a research centre for the study of the causes of the wzr,n of German
coordination of all those assoclations which worked on the que? o1nt0 the war
war guilt and it assisted the Parliamentary Committee of Enquiry
guilt question, As Holger Herwig (*1941) has argued:

larshi
By selectively editing docurentary collections, suppr8551!1§ horcllzstasnczilooverseléf
subsidising pseudo-scholarship, underwriting mass prog fx?;:e and the United
ing the export of thls propaganda, especially to Britain, Fr
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World Wars', in; Robert }. Byrnes (ed.), Genmarty and the Eas: (Bc(;(i)igltﬁ Meniory, p. 11.
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States, the patriotic self-censors in Berlin exerted a powerful influence on public
and eiite opinlon In Germany and, to a lesser extent, outside Germany. Thelr

efforts polluted historleal understanding both at home and abroad well into
the post-1945 period.?

German historians insisted that the pre-war alllance system had ied to an encircle-
ment of Germany, which in turn produced a defenslve war directed in the main
against autocratic Tsaristn in Russia.

Germany's opponents in the Pirst World War were slow to react to the chal-
lenge of the German historical offenslve after 1919, but when they did react they
were also not shy in drafting history into the service of the nation. As Austen
Chamberlain wrote to George Peabody Gooch (1873-1968) on 30 July 1926:
"My flrst duty is to preserve peace now and in the future. | cannot sacrifice that
even to historical accuracy.’?” Conditions for research at the Brltish foreign office
reflected this attitude: ali notes, extracts and transcripts made by historians in the
archive had to be seen and approved by foreign office officials, who aiso reserved
their right to veto the publication of anything that was based on thelr records.
The British government had dissolved the PiD in 1919, as it had completed its
task in assisting the government in the peace negotiations. After five years, in
1924, the Brltish foreign office finaily gave its approval to the preparation of
document collection that it percetved as a reply to the German scholarship, and
it asked the internationally renowned and respected G.P. Gooch to head this
undertaking, A modest three volumes wera to appear by 1927 and the forelgn
office Invested nowhere near as many resources into the undertaking as thelr
Berlin counterparts, As in Germany, some sets of sources remained out of bounds
for historians, e.g. the files of the India Office and the Committee for Imperial
Defence.

in France it took even longer for the government to put up a counter-project
to the German one, In May 1934, Louis Barthou, the Minister of Foreign Affalrs
remarked on the Documents diplomatiques frangais (French Diplomatlc Doctiments)
that they were ‘of an essentlally political significance’.?8 The Commisslon de

Publication des Documents Relatlfs aux Origines de la Guerre de 1914-1918

(Publication of the Documents on the Origins of the War of 1914-1918) was set
up in 1928 to combat what was perceived as very effective German propaganda.

The French ambassador to Berlin, Pierre de Margerie, had already written to his
Foreign Minister, Aristide Briand, on 3 March 1926:

There can be no doubt th,

at under the influence of the enormous quantity of
documents that the Wilh

elmstrasse has thrown on to the historlcal market,
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world opinion has already begun to change to our disadvantage. The rapld
publication of the documents in our archives relating to the events of 1914,
thus demonstrating, particularly to Anglo-Saxon opinion, that V\zr;a have noth-
ing to fear from the judgements of posterity, would be desirable.

in the Soviet Unlon it was not a case of justifying the actions of the pre-revolu-
tlonary Tsarist government, Rather, the ‘red’ historlans of the Soviet Union were
keen to indict the whole pre-war capitallst system for throwing Europe into the
tauldron of war, As Michall Nlkolaevi& Pokrovskij (1868-1932), who chaired the
commission which edited the Russian documents, argued:

We know that the war was not the work of the evil intentions of individual
persons and individual groups, but resulted of iron necessity from the eco-
nomic system of the last decades, the system of monopolistic capi.tgli:m- ne
The grasping appetites of all imperiaiistic governments made for war; ltlhelzl?ri iy
of them acknowledged this nor do so now; they were aii, so they sazf, vern-
tims of the grasping of others. To prove the mania of all imperialist. ti: ;g,t:h o
ments and groups for grasping ... on the basis of documentary mat:r gormous
unimpeachable and possesses validity for all, Is to solve a problem of e o
importance. For the struggle against lmperialism, we must knowtsﬁl;dsy And
quite exactly how it acts, of what sort are lts procedures anddnée . ser.i o5 of
If the grasping actlvity of imperiallsts s lrrefutably established by nt — but
Incontestable documents , we shall naturally have a blil of 1nd11CtI?ecounﬂY
abill of indictment not against a single person or even againsta lsdng iver in s
but against a class, and that class s the one which In 1914 h:, po

hands in all great countries and In most of them still hoids It.

Pravda (Truth) had already published a series of key documents as early a; ?;):;?ng
and December 1917 which revealed the secret war-time arrangementsmethe 1920s
allles. This was foiiowed up with a flurry of document Compugﬁt;)lzsllussian Tsar '
©8. the pre-war correspondence between the German Kaiser an he pational lnter-
If national historlans worked for national governments in the na ilt also
&t, the whoie historlans' controversy surrounding the qUEStions%f Wa; Erunerlcan
had strong transnatlonal dimenslon to it. So, for example, Britl 1&1;1305 in order
bistorlans and politicians worked closely together throughomigl ?i nothing that
ensure that thelr respective document collections coﬂtzs feor censorship of
Would put the other natlon in a relatively bad light. Demaxtlh voro nternational
Manuscripts were complied with asa matter of routine. And Pijnion cooperated
Parlah states of the interwar perlod, Germany and the Soviet £ thé First World
Over the publlcatlon of documents relating to the pre-history o rdinated these
War. Otto Hoetzsch (1876-1946), a historian of Russta, who coo

:9 1bid, p. 44, Documents on the Origin:
" Clted in Derek $pring, ‘The Unfinished Collection: Russlan Do i
the First World War*, in: Wilson (ed.), Forging the Collective Memory, D
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contacts from the German side, expected much from the Russian archlves and was
convinced that they held the key to proving once and for all that Germany could
not be described as the only gullty part In the outbreak of war in 1914, All natlons
in the interwar perlod were searching for reciprocal agreements that would allow
foreign scholars access to natlonal archlves other than their own. The German
foreign office often directly supported those forelgn scholars whom 1t percelved to
llae in sympathy with German demands for a revision of the Versailles Peace Treaty.
t Rrovided research materials and funded research trlps and lecture tours. The

:;V;sis(:rliist Alfnerlcan historian Harry Eimer Barnes (1889-1968), who had clalmed
biame foerstz eartitc;es from the 1920s that Russia and France were, above all, to
the whole 40 V‘S}‘ reak of war in 1914, received such help and was, In fact, sent
Fay (1876-1967 umEZIOf documents for free. His fellow historian Sidney Bradshaw
(1873-198) 1 s g 2 Bumber of public intellectuals such as Edmtind More
(1866-1942) in F e UK and Alfred Fabre-Luce (1899-1983) and Victor Margueritte
politics in th éli rtance were .amongst those deeply influenced by German history
arguably fess suél el“/;lalr period. The history politics of the victorlous allles was
limited and not E?Sll + because their publications came later, were much more
lost the mi ssemination-oriented as the German efforts. Germany had
tary war, but it was winning the history war In the Interwar perlod.?!

Politics and National History Writing

;rflgh :nzaggililtiilzsdemte revealed the continuing strong links between hlstory writ-
historians bein ’ w:; do not have to look far to find many examples of national
had been one gfatct:eve as politicians in interwar Europe. in Romania, Nicolae lorga
congresses, He publl :;lzst active particlpants from his country In world historical
most Influential histori 1m ost of his work in French and yet was to provide the
National Democratl ;ca master narrative for his country, He also founded the
between 1931 and 1;3 arty in 1910 and served as prine minster of his country

2. And it was probably more for his politics than hls history

that h
tlonal :gg;;n ;;ie:fl‘ilag);l:?e Iron Guard in 1940. Iorga was by no means excep-
of parliament, torlans, several of whom served as ministets, members

When the com[?:ml:gtg t(;f)f;:&‘ in political parties and the civii adminlstration.
of historians Into jail, as s power after 1945, they putan unusually high numbet
try's rightwing political Zﬁlaﬂy had exposed themselves as members of the coun-
Lapedatu (1876-1950 te, (e.g. Gheorghe Britianu (1898-1953), Alexandru

Two of Norway' ); and Constantin C, Giurescu (1901-1977)32
Bdvard Bul S (1861, jongy - o1S Distorians, Halvdan Kot (1873-1968) and
~1932), took office as soclal democratic forelgn ministers I

3 Generally
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the interwar perlod, thereby continulng the strong politicisatlon of Norwegian
nineteenth-century historiography. The close alliance between liberal democracy
and historiography in the nineteenth century was to glve way to an equally strong
ailance between soclal democracy and histotlography In the twentieth century.®

Some historians were devoted to upholding ilberal and social democratic prin-
ciples In the struggle against fascism in the Interwar period. A prominent exam-
ple is Carlo Rosselll (1899-1937), the founder of Glustizia e Liberta (ustice and
Liberty), a centre-left anti-fascist organisatlon composed of intellectuals, some
of whom went on to found the short-llved Partlto d’Azione (Action Party) In
1943, Together with hls brother Nello Rosselli (1900-1937), who worked under
Gloacchino Volpe at the School of Modern and Contemporary History in Rorne,
they not only took a political stance against Fasclsm, but also sought to explaln the
success of Fasclsm in relation to ltaly’s somehow deficlent natlonal history, The
Risorglmento, they argued, had been unflnished, and the claims of the Fascist
/glme to be the heir of the Risorglmento had to be contested historically.
An alternatlve, republican and sociallst Risorgimento had to be upheld against
the rlval clalms of the Fasclst state. The Rossellis were influential 1n deflning
the antl-fasclst struggle as a ‘second Risorgimento', a trope that became popular
in Resistance clrcles during the Second World War. It sought to create the unlty
of the ltalian nation on the basis of social justice and emancipation. in 1932
Nello Rosselli founded a journal of nineteenth-century European history which
had the expliclt aim of freeing contemporary historiography from what he saw
a the natlonalist virus that had Infected all European historiographies in the
nineteenth century, Both Rossellis were murdered by cagouiards (French Fascists)
In thelr Prench exile on the orders of theFascist regime in Rome. Historlographical
natlonalism in the interwar period was at its deadliest yet for those who had the
tourage to oppose 1t.34

Not only left-leaning but also natlonalist historans could fall foul of nationai-
Ist regimes, In Poland, Waclaw Sobleski (1872-1935) became closely associated
With the Natlonal Democrats under Roman Dmowski after 1918. He published
Many articies in journals assoclated with the Natlonal Democrats and became a
tlose advlser to the party leadership, The anti-Semitism and antl-Germanism that
characterised the National Democrats aiso found lts way into Sobieski’s scholar-
ship. At the Paris Peace Conference, he was part of the Polish delegation and argued
vociferously for Polish access to the Baltic. In the 1920s he followed this up with
Several works that sought to underilne this clalm with reference to historical
fights, His party political affillations coloured his three-volume national his-
tory which appeared between 1923 and 1925.When an abridged verslon of hls
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national history, which appeared in French in 1934, contained a critical remark
on Marshall Pilsudski, Sobleski was forcibiy retired from Jagiellonian University,
despite ali of his natlonalst credentials.® it was a sign of the growing authoritar-
anism of the Pilsudski regime, which was using contemporary history in a con-
certed attempt not only to glorlfy the history of the Polish nation but also inltiate
a personality cult around Pitsudski, Thus, for example, the Research Instltute for
Modern History, founded in 1923, became the Pilsudski Institute in 1926.%

An even better example of a political regime harnessin g the power of history,
and historians willingly complying with an outright political role, is provided by
interwar Turkey. The vast majority of the younger Turkish historians had joined
the Tiirk Yurdu (Turkish Foyers) just before the First World War, and over the
course of the next two decades they were at the forefront of formulating a Turkish
historical master narrative in tiie service of Kemal Atattirk’s political regime. After
1931 the official Ttirk Tarth Kurumu (Turkish History Society) provided the frame-
work for a number of quasi-offica) historical projects. Some of its leading historl-
ans, such as Yusuf Akgura (1876-193S) or Regtd Saffet Atabinen (1884-1968) later
became members of parllament, underlining the proximity of historical studies
and poiitics in the Republic of Turkey. Atattirk personally encouraged the history
soclety to develop the Ttirk Tarh Tezi (Turkish History Thesis), which argued that
Turkish was the original language of mankind and glorified Turkishness as the
cradle of humanity. It declared Turks as Aryans and identified contemporary Turks
with ancient Hittites, thereby moving the foundation story of Turkey backwards
by several centuries, Even the most capable historians were imbued with Turkish
nationalism, Fuat Kopriilu (1890-1966) became a professor of history at istanbul
University when he was only 23, Methodologically close to the Annales school,
his oeuvre included marvelioys studies on the economic, soclal and religlous
histories of Asia Minor, yet his Turkish nationai history, published in 1923, was
characterised by racialist ideas and a rabid natlonallsm. it was undoubtedly the lat-
ter rather than his historical professionalism which made him change his career:
he first became a member of pariiament and iater Foreign Minlster of Turkey.¥

The Adoption of Historiographical Nationalism by
New Nation States after 1918

Historlographicai nationatis

m was not only visibie in the history politics pursued
by nation states with the

actlve help of historians-cum-politiclans. 1t surfaced
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strongly In the many newly founded nation states in East-Central and Eastern
Europe after the collapse of empires at the end of the First World War, Like the
new-found nation states of the nineteenth century, they were investing heavily
in the historical sclences and their professlonallsation and institutionalisation.
Soon after Finland gained independence in 1917, the University of Turku was
refounded (in 1920) in order to rival the Swedish-speaking and allegedly unpatri-
oticuniversity in Helsinki (which had moved from Turku in 1828). The natlonalist
Finnish intelligentsia organised a nationwide fundralsing campaign to endow the
untversity, which was indeed to become one of the bulwarks of Finnish nationa;;
Ist history, represented by Jalmari Jaakkola (1885-1964), in the Interwar perlod.
After national independence in 1919, Latvian natlonal historlans concentrated
to a great extent on establishin g a Latvian national master narrative and in parti-
cular refuting the claims made in Baltic German historiography to their territory.
They focused on agrarian history in order to show that the claims of Baltic
Germans to the land were spurious and that tedistribution of land to Latvian
smaliholders was historically justified. History found itself again in the ier;i}clze
Of justifying specific policies of the nation state: and it was rewarded f)c;r ht.d 1 s
faculty of philology and philosophy of the Unlversity of Latvia, establis edles
Rigain 1919, was to become the generously endowed centre of historlcal stuc1 .
In Latvia in the interwar perlod. in 1936 the Latvia History Instltute was fou;l ui
a Riga with the explicit task, written into its foundational docurnent, of St;l ¥ g
‘the past In the light of natlonallsm and trutly’. When Latvian politics 1necla9r?6
More authoritarian after 1934, historlographical nationalism Increased,
the govemnment forced Leonid Arbusov (1882-1951) to retire because hemv:ztiz :élp;
Posed to be sympathetic to the Baltic German vlew of Latvian histlc:lr);.o e ;m
View of the past was officially sanctioned which 1dealised the prehis lif ig nfs "
Soclety of the Ur-Latvians who were allegedly cornmitted to soclal eg;l dacrolonial
Under wise leadership until the Crusadets put an end to itand establlshe N
Tule over Latvla In the thirteenth century. Seven centuries of darknessFt;ntywoﬂd
{0 end with the formation of independent Latvia at the end of the tlso o
Wat. Such historical views favoured the generous financing of amhazoingz euly
Prehistory in Interwar Latvla, whose research findings were displaye el
tablished museums like the State Historical Museum and the Latvia : anas
USeUm, Written sources were edited and published In the twelve-voflzufrcl)lunded o
Vestures ayopy (Sources of Latvian History) and historical journals wer e ihed
Publish the research on which the national master narrative waiv o Histo),
g‘g:gthe Latvijas Vestures Institiita Zurndls (Journal of the Institute of La
" ehatne tn Maksla (The Past and Arf). 39 and its
e 1nstitutlonalis§tlon and professionalisation of historical ﬂgt];:gi o tates,
Sto legitimation of the nation state were alsonotable in theo o e
U Estonla, foy example, a new historical soclety was established an

75,
’ : and Raphael (eds) Atlas, p.
k] ier:t" Haapaia and Marvl Kaarniinen, ‘Finland', in: Porcti]arﬂ mgz' p

dels S0, ‘Latvia!, in: Porciani and Ruphael (eds), Atlas, p-
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Ajakiri (Historical Journal) was founded. It became one of the strongest mouthpleces
for the promotion of Estonlan nationalism and denled the relevance of the Baltic
German alternative, It was aided by the multltude of Estonlan natlonal histoles
and popular soutce editions which began flooding the market in the Interwar
perlod. In 1936, the Estonlan academy of sclence was founded, seeking to contrlb-
ute further to the professionallsation of the historical national master narratlve

of Estonla,*®
The Irlsh Free State, established In 1922, also saw the emergence of a strongly
nationalist professlonal historlography in the interwar period. Intrigulngly,
It was modelled on what should have been its arch-enemy, Britain, The Irish
Manuscrlpts Commisslon was founded as a government-funded agency and it
;:)?vkasits ‘::ue t;ery much from the British Historical Manuscrlpts Commilsslon.
I given the task of surveying, editing and publishing documents of national
nterestlocated in Bltish and continental European archives. The key historlans who
v;'lere to professionalise Irish historiography from the 1930s onwards, and who lald
:h 2 Igrﬂgﬁlll;crlevzcgrtk fo; the Irish natlonal master narrative, were all Brltish-trained. As
of 1ts Dot Ostatedacked well-tralned nationalist historlans of Ireland, it sent some
T X wﬁereggja ug;e: on schalarships to Britain, especially University College
g ) ey benefited from the Institute of Historical Research (HR) which
een established at the University of London in 1921, Robert Dudley Edwards

(1909-1988) and Theodore William Moody (190 7-1984) were arguably the most

notabie Irtsh historians to emer e from
Inish Historical Socle 2 such training. In 1936 they founded the

ty and the Ulster Soclety for Irish Historical Studies. Two years
later, these societies began publishing Irish Historical Studles, edited by Edwards and

Moody. Entrenched in the bastions of Irish historlography in University College

D 3
ublin and Trlnity College Dublin respectively, both scholars came to stand for

Z}gs;;gcli‘Oﬁeks:ionm style of history writing based on sclentific princlples. Yet they
sdenﬂﬂc{t}’ w;tr;f I;)t’r?s tocrit ans before and after them, to combine their adherence to
they trained the nethg oses of natlonalism, which was also visible In the way
teachers in Ireland - generation of scholars, archivists, administrators and schook
The latter was reco Iﬂutg;lg equal weight on issues of sclentificity and nationallsm.
Ireland, the Repubﬁc sad ¢1n thelr Insistence that, despite the political division of
to Irlsh representatl and Northern Ireland should be treated as one when It came
(ICHS). The Iish on on the International Committee of the Historical Sclences
for lish cﬁ&“;fuﬁr Historical Sciences, formed In 1938, and the Ulster

es (USLHS) sent an equ ates to the

International Committee of the Historicai Sdences’%l(?iig;:r::cilr giliegl:t%on funded

th
in Irish schools were dee Sh history at the Natlonal Universlty of Ireland of

ply natlonallst, e.g, M ' nd
G. A , e.g. Mary Hayden's (1862-1942) a
Noonan's (1872-1945) two-volume Short History of tge Irish Iseople, which flrst

—_—

“ Eduard Mithle, The B It

- ; 3 altic Lands: Natlonai Historlo ! entlel
entury’, spectal issue of Journal of Baitic Studies 30,2?{:;1;9;):1;;?;2?32 e ST
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appeared in 1920, James Carty's (1901-1959) four-volume Class-book of Irish History,
or Rdward Alfred D’Alton’s (1860 -1941) multivolume History of Ireland A1

‘Inthe new composlte state of Czechoslovakia, the professionalisatlon and Insti-
tutlonalisation of history writlng was also glven a major boost by an Immediate
dilve by the state to give ltself historlcal legltimatlon. Reference to ancient Slavs,
Great Moravlans, Hussites, the Slavonic congress, the 1848 revolution and the
Czechoslovak legions In the First World War all served the purpose of underpin-
ningnatlon bulldIng after 1918, However, such a Czechoslovak natlonal narrative
was deeply contested, with Slovak hlstorlans, in partlculat, keeplng thelr distance.
Daniel Rapant (1897-1988), for example, vehemently denled the exlstence of a
common Czechoslovak hlstory durlng the Interwar period. He admitted some
commonalitles, but stressed that overall, the differences were far more Important.
In particular he denled the notlon that the curtent Czechoslovak state was the
dlrect heir to the state created by the Bohemlan crown during the mlddle ages,
as such a construction would make Slovakla a mere appendage of an essentlaly
Czech state,

Glven such dlfferences, It Is hardly surprising that the Institutionalisation of
history writing took place along separate Czech and Slovak lines. In Slovakia,
the Univerzita Komenského (Comenlus Unlverslty) and the Slovak Natlonal
Lbrary were founded in Bratislava In 1919, The museum of the Muzedlna
Spolofnost’ slovenska (Slovak Museum Society) transformed ltself lnto the
Slovenské nérodné museum (Slovak Natlonal Museum). The archives of the for-
Merly Hungarian counties that comprlsed post-war Slovakla, were united in the
Slovensky krajlnsky archlve (Slovak Countty Archlve) In 1928. Several historlical
journals were elther newly founded or contlnued in a more professlonallsed way.
Largely because of the repressive pollcles of the Hungarlan state in the Austro-
Hungarian Monarchy, Slovak ‘scientlflc’ histoty could only develop with great
difficulty before 1919, Because of the dearth of trained Slovak scholats, new
Posltions were often Initlally filled by Czech professors; 1t was only towards the
end of the 1920s that Slovak scholars started to teplace them.é? In the Czech
lands, the formatlon of the Czechoslovak state also meant the appointment of
More history professors at Czech unlversities, the foundation of an entirely new
history department at Brno unlverslty and the establishment of pure research
lnstltutes, such as the Istitulto Storlco Ceco dl Roma (Czechoslovak Historlcal
Insttute in Rome) which contlnued the wotk of the Bohemlan branch of the
Instituto Austrlaco dl studl storlcl (Austrian Historlcal Instltute) golng bacl;
to the time before 1919, A Cleskosloveriskd spoletnost historickd (Soclety ©

‘-“_‘—'—'—————
;l Chran Brady, ‘Arrested Development: Competing Historles and the meatigl,.,?ti:;ie
S istorical Professlon, 1801-1938', it Frank and Hadler (eds), Disputéd 7;- Steven
Gp. 275-302; Mary O'DOW'd, Treland’, 1;1._ Porclani and Raphael (eds), Atlas, ];.3- \}Vh (; <o Past
+ Elils, ‘Htstoriographlcai Debate: Representations of the Past in Ireland: _
Ose Present?, Irish Historical Studies 27 (1991), 289-308.
udek, ‘Siovakia, in: Porciani and Raphael (eds), Atias, p. 152
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Czechoslovak Historians) was founded in 1935; it held its first national congress
in 193743

The will of newly founded nation states to promote nationalism, including
the scientific study of nationai history, in the interwar period only found its
limits In their financial prowess, or rather, the lack of it. Economic crises and
instabliity meant that major investments were often not forthcoming, In some
cases, initiatives from within civil society stepped into the breach. In the newly
independent Poland, for example, existing sclentific socleties and historlcal
journals experlenced a struggie for survival in the interwar period, as sotrce
editlons had to be abandoned and journal editors constantiy struggled wlith
lack of funds. Nevertheless, a number of new universities were founded, e.g
the Universlties in Pozna, Vilnius, and the Catholic University of Lublin. At
the University of Warsaw, L'vlv and Krakéw, new history departments were
established. The pre-war Towarzystwo Historyczne (Historical Society) became
the Towarzystwo Mitosnikéw Historli (Polish Historical Association) and subse-
quently the Polskie Towarzystwo Historyczne (Pollsh Historical Society) In 1924,
which held national history congresses In 1925, 1930 and 1935 and published
Its own journal, the Kwartalnik Historyczny (Historical Quarterly). A good exam-
ple of how a self-consciously scientific history forged tight links with historlo-
graphic nationalism is Provided by the Polish constitutional historian Oswald
Balzer (1858-1933), who saw his history writing as ‘service to the fatherland
by advancing the culture which expresses a nation’s mind and spirit,’** When

he died in 1933, the Polish state Staged a massive funeral in recognition of his
services to Poland,

If the formation of new nation s
ened the link between an instit
graphical nationalism,

tates after the First World War greatly strength-
utionalised historical profession and historic-
historians promoteqd nationalism even in places, where the
nation state was still a dream of the future, Zionism was able to estabiish the
Hebrew University in Jerusalem under British patronage in 1925. Zionist scholarly
Organisations going back to pre-First World War Germany had been promoting
a Zionist perspective on Palestine by pubilshing historicai maps which showed
the historical roots of the Jews in Palestine.** After 1925 Zionist historians and

* Gernot Heiss, Arpad v, Klimé, Pavel Kold¥ and Dufan Kovae, 'Habsburg's Difflcult Legacy:
Compating and Relating Austrlan,

' Czech, Magyar and Slovak National Historlcal Master
pomatives’, In: Stefan Berger and Chuis Lorenz (eds), The Contested Nation: Ethnicity, Refigion,
Class and Gender in National Historle

5 (Basingstoke, 2008), pp. 367-404; Pavel Koiar, ‘Czech
Republic, in: Porcian) and Raphael (eds), Atlas, p, '149 £. ‘PP

H WaciawUruszczak, ‘Oswald Balzer (1858-1933), 1 Natiot
- 1: Brock, Staniey and Wr6bel (eds), Na
and History, p, 217; see also Markus Krz 4 ’ 4 '

oska, ‘Eln Wissenschaftler zwischen Bifenbeinturm
und Offentlichkeit, Dey Lemberger Rechtshistoriker Oswald Baizer', in: Markus Krzoska and

Hans-Chrlstian Maner (eds), Beruf and Berq Natlonsbildung it
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Onist Palestine Maps', unpublished pa iST Santiago de
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archaeologists working at Hebrew University lald the foundatioln; for a historical
justification of the territorial borders of the f;iitur?l stateec;f’tllsartaz f . exception 1n
om
ny nation state of Luxembourg remained §

Eu'll:lc:;eﬁinythat it did not foilow the trend towards greater professiongliisadt;gnngi
historical writing in the interwar period. But the nation state a;:gu; ay -
have to become active here, as vibrant amateur tradltions provide 01; e
national master narrative. Teachers and priests, In particular, 1v;rere thegstmng
in historlcal societies which were extremely successfuisignégrgan sing

national celebrations that Luxembourg witnessed in 1939

The Liberal Tradition under Attack: .
Beleaguered Traditions of National History Writing

Brltain did not have the excuse of being a tiny country in E;gpiet' falrlxgea;o‘:g;;‘s
highlighted in the last chapter, it was definitely a 1atecom€'l'fw less urgent to provide
fessionalisation of its historical sciences. It was, of course, far ei agn continentai
the nation with sclentific historical legitimation In Britain than ar;:lcrln a l-fomogeneous
European nation states. The nation state was not in questlioﬂ lace. in the interwar
and strong liberal national master narrative was already ril putut.jonaiisatiOH and
Period we nevertheless see further steps towards greatetg r;5948) founded the IHR
professionaisation of historlcal writing. Albert Pollard (186 N h would be able to set
in 1921 in a self-consclous effort to set up an institution whic vl\; no means state-
the standards for historical studies in Brltain. Yet the IHO%*(;aSa v{ealthy neighbour
funded; it was made possible by the endowment of £20,0 dy nts around graduate
of Poilardts in Putney, The idea was to teach research sctlu t?een the driving force
seminars under one or more professors. Pollard had alrea gl founded its journal,
behind setting up the Historical Assoclation in 1906, He i :;)rlcal Research; in 1921.
History and the IHR's journal, the Bulletin of the Institute %H ; convinced nationalist.
Poliard was not only a proliflc professlonaliser, e Wes 280 & S0V 11 K e ed by
His veneration for the English parliament and ConSﬂmt'imLi tory. 8
hls Ignorance of and dislike for continental Europe and its dS rsli?;n ding were repli-
His efforts to move listory to a more professionalised ug :ick Tout (1855-1929)
Cated at the Universlty of Manchester, where ’I‘hornﬂlls1 lFfe iea.ns PhD degrees wete
Put much stall by professionalising the training for Stoix li.cit attempt to pre-
only Introduced at British universities after 1917 in an ThI:‘e Manchester history
vent American history students from going to Germa(l)ly.f which 12 were women,
department produced 18 PhDs between 1921 and 193 .01 ht well have reflected
something that made Manchester quite unique and mig

—_—_— oriography’
* Jakob Barnai, ‘EretzIsracl ~Fllastin~The Holy Land: Main D“‘immlgi‘l,?dliail,};g Re.fwgzﬂué
In: Frank and Hadler (eds), Disputed Territories, pp. 373-87; Stg%;‘i:g}}, (‘OXerd, 1995).
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* John Kenyon, The History Men: The Historica
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Tout's champlonlng of women'’s education (he was also an active suffraglst). Under
Tout, George Unwin (1870-1925) and Frederick Maurice Powicke (1879-1963), the
Manchester history department experienced its golden age, as it bullt up strong
relations with the University of Oxford, in particular, whose graduates provided
the great bulk of Manchester’s postgraduate students,

But the kind of professionalisation championed here remained controversial,
AJLP. Taylor (1906~1990), who had a Manchester PhD, never used the tltle with
his name and was widely known as 'Mr Taylor', and the renowned literary scholar
ER, Leavis, who had a Cambridge PhD (1924) was oniy referred to as ‘Dr Leavis
when reviewers wished to ridlcule his work 4 Nevertheless, so powerful had the
Manchester history school become after the Second World War that a young Hugh
Trevor-Roper, iater Regius Professor of History at Oxford, felt that its legacy of
antiquarianism masquerading as professlonailsm had to be overcome:

the Reglus Chair of Modern History 1n this universlty [Oxford] has for thlrty
Yyears been held by Medieval Manchester Mice. These men ... have gradually
throttied and strangled the subject, reducing it to petty clerleal antlquarlan-
tsm, destitute of spirlt, devoid of Ideas, without range, without depth, without
philosophy. Moreover, in these thirty years, they have sought to ensure that
the unfortunate subject shaii never revive, by the simpie expedlent of planting
junior mice from thelr 0Wn mouse-nest in all other chairs both in this and In

other universities, ... The mice are not In theleast ashamed of their slender out-
put, their narrow vlews, their utter obscurity, Thls, they say, is what Professors
should be like,s0

However, in the interwar period Britain still had to catch up wlth most of its contl:
nental rivais, New historlcai Joumals were founded in the Interwar perlod., County
record offices were reotganlsed on a more professlonal basls, The Unlverslty of
Oxford introduced a doctoral degree in 1917, aithough it hardly proved popular

with the gentiemen attending this venerabie Instltution untii much later, The
B.Litt. remalne

d the standard research degree well into the 1960s. Overail, ther,
Brltain can be seen as catching up with its continentai European natlon states
In promoting a professionatised historiography that was capable of iending the
liberal historical master narrative of the country greater welght, Thls was seen
as necessary not fust in the light of the debates surrounding war guilt but also

because of the Increasing onslaught in Europe on some of the key plliars on which
Hberal nationat master narratives rested,

—_—
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When George V opened the Brltlsh parliament in 1935, his speech had been
written by the historian George Trevelyan (1876~1962):

it 1s to me a source of pride and thankfuiness that the perfect harmm:jyt ]?é
our parliamentary system with our constitutional monarchy has survlvr;:tj
shocks that have in recent years destroyed other empires and other ilbe;rh eil ls
The complex forms and balanced spirlt of our Constitution were notThee o
covery of a single era, stlil iess of a single party or of a single person. : b4 e
the slow accretlon of centurles, the outcome of patience, tradltion an iexpe .
ence constantly finding outlets ..., for the lmpulse towardslllberty, justice an.
soclal Improvement Inherent In our peopie down the ages.

These sentences were a patrlotlc asseztion of the Whig view of hlstorﬁ) gr apil)g:ll:;
had assoclated constitutional libertles and democratic traditions wi;1 1 ?lgic tslon "
throughout the long nineteenth century. Such a decidedly Whiggiitsin ?n interwar
Brltish nationai history remained strong In popular historical writing ‘
Brltain, not just among llberals. -

The éc:lnseivatlve hls%orian Arthur Bryant (1899-1985), for exaglgleil?ee%?;gg:t
ing a popular epic national history of England that was 1nformEen liyh Whilst his
bellef In the enduring, timeless and superlor character of the g\'lil , beliefs, e
antl-pluralism and his strong monarchism sat awkwardly with i tgthe Enz;llsh
nevertheless Insisted in every of hls numerous publications to cfie;:) 1cmt de and
a5 being characterised by their liberty, their gentleness, iove of ¢ verslif)n of the
homeiness. in essence he was providing a popuiar Conservative
Whig historiography, &

Hfrbert Butﬁ:rffel(}; (1900-1979) became farous for demollshlgg :htfetfégﬁ;:if::
underpinnings of Whiggism In the Interwar petiod, but 1n prac that followed a
free his own writing from a contlnued bellef In a national hlst"fry all his effective
civlllsational path towards greater liberty.® And Lewis Namler, (zlrmlrer of British
and iconoclastic anti-Whiggism, was nevertheless a 11fe-lonﬁ;da Colley (*1949)
Politlcat institutions, which he held In the highest regard. As titutional wisdom
has written: ‘For him [Namier], Britain was the epitome of cons olse, was charac-
and organ|c development, whereas Germany, Brltain’s cou’ntern];at enc:es dove, put
terised by violence, chaos and ineptitude.”* And Treveiyan's 851 se institutions as
into the mouth of the King, aiso betrayed an awareness tha;l sefv here In Europe.
well as aliegedly Britlsh values and ideas were under threat

T ———— » George
% Cited 1 J. M, Hernon Jx, ‘The Last Whig Historlan and Consensus History. 8
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This was particulariy the case with Weimar Germany, where liberal, democratic
historlans, willing to defend the republic against its many enemies, were at
a premium. Most historians were outraged about the alleged injustice of the
Versailles Peace Treaty and opposed to the 1918/19 democratic revoiution as well
as the parliamentary repubilc that emerged from it. In their historical writings,
the majority of them remained state-oriented and champloned the notlon of a
positive German Sonderweg or special path which set the country apart from the
Western democracles. The most important methodological innovation in Interwar
German historiography was the turn to Volksgeschichte, which will be discussed
at greater length below. Suffice it to say here that 1t had distinctly right-wing
political connotations. The few liberal historians who were willing to endorse,
or, at least, accept the republle, struggled to provide a national narrative that
would legitimate that republic. Walter Goetz (1867-1958) was one of the few who
calied on fellow historlans to ieave behind the monarchist, Prusstan natlonalist
perspective which, he argued, blinded German historians and made them unable
to accept the political settlement of the post-First World War period.®® They tried
;c)helr best to invoke the memory of the 1848 revolution drawing a straight line

etween the Pauiskirchen constitution and the Weimar constltution. 1t was again
Goetz who reminded feliow historians that the continuity that had been drawn
between the wars of iiberation and the Blsmarckian settiement of 1871 was not

the only possible one. Instead the wa
1848 and 1919,56 rs of liberty could equally be connected to

The revolutlon of 1918/19, however,

remained dee iematical, Arthur
Rosenberg (1889-1943) was one of ply problem

its first historians. A lapsed Communist, his
?;Sctigiris;llllergoa;ned the failure of the revolution to push Ger&any further towards
ing Ciasse.s sf ‘;‘emmfmly described it as a middle-class revolution won by the work-
detond thé aChiry ew other historians in Germany took this llne, or sought to
von Miiler (18 g;'f';l;ents of the revolutlon. Take, for example, Karl Alexander
historlcal tradition i 64)'-in many respects a typical product of the national
Oxford before 191114nhGem1any: a German Rhodes scholar at the University of
tion for Blsmarct a' dis world view was characterlsed by a boundless admlra-
complete shock to Ilii Support for German imperiailsm. The revolution was a
republic emerging f m and he never came to terms with the parliamentary
Volkstums fn Su%l . ;m it. As head of the Institut zur Erforschung des deutschen
Minorities in South :n;i Stidosten (Instltute for Research into German Ethnic
ideas in the | nd South-Eastern Europe), he moved closer to volkisch

fiterwar perlod.8 Another mainstream German historlan, Geor
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er melner Zeit (Coio an
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von Below (1858-1927), readily dismissed the historicai writings of ‘democrats
lacking scholariy profundity’, and instead being comunitted to the ‘cloud-cockoo-
land of cosmopolitanism’.5?

Oneof those democratic historlans was Emll Ludwig (1881~1948) ~much hated
by the academic profession, not only because his books sold much better than
those of professlonal historlans, nor because he could write better than most,
but because he was a democrat. His biography of Bismarck dared to criticise this
fcon of German natlonal unity. His views on Wilhelm i, on whom he published
ablography in 1925, were even harsher. He was a well-known paclfist and critic
of Imperial Germany., Durlng the revoiutlon he had been a vociferous supporter
of the Unabhingige Sozlaldemokratische Partei Deutschlands (Independent
Soclal Democratic Party of Germany, USPD), By the time the Natlonal Soclalists
burnt his books, he was already a Swiss citizen, He had lived in his house at
the Lago Magglore for much of the period between 1919 and 1940. But the
convinced repubiican had to leave Switzerland In 1940 after he had become
the object of openly anti-Semitlc campaigns in the Swiss press and the Swiss
government had told him explicitly to tone down his criticisms of National
Sociallst Germany.s0

A comparison of Germany with Hungary Is Instructive. As In Weimar Germany,
the peace treatles at the end of the First World War produced a national outcry. As
In Germany, the collapse of an empire resulted in a liberal and, Immediately after-
wards, a Communist revolution, which was ultimately defeated. A much more
duthoritarian political regime emerged in Interwar Hungary, which broke with
the liberal history cult surrounding the 1848 revolutlon that had been established
before 1918,61 Whereas in Germany, the events of 1848 never really fitted Into the
dominant storylines of national uniflcation that came to be focused on Bismarck
and the ‘wars of unification’ between 1864 and 1871, In Hungary historlans had
Successfully Integrated 1848 Into the officlal national history, albeit a sanitised
Yerslon of 1848 that excluded its more radical polltical aspects. It helped that
Hungarlan historlans could portray 1848 as a moment of national defence against
3 hostile foreign power, I.e. Russia, whereas German historians found it much
More difficult to do so. In the interwar perod the Hungarian state generously
financed historical studies that had the aim of demonstrating how historically
Unjustifled the Treaty of Trlanon was. The comparatlve history of Hungary with
I newly soverelgn neighbouring states became popular, preclsely because such
©mparlson showed these states' lack of historical legitimacy, Hungarian com-
Parative history was thus bom out of the splrlt of historlographical natlonalism
In the Service of the revision of the much-hated Treaty of Trianon, which bad

‘---_‘—__—‘_'—-
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reduced Hungary to under one-thlrd of its pre-war territory (it lost 72 per cent of
Its terrltory to nelghbourlng states).6?

In Hungary, one of the few critics of methodological nationallstn was Oscar
Jészl (1875-1957), who percelved such natlonallsm as a stumbling block to maln-
tainlng a multi-ethnic and democratic Hungary. Jiszi has been descrlbed as a
darlng pathflnder of modern democracy in Hungary. A champlon of federatlon
under the old Austro-Hungarlan emplre, he had developed friendly contacts with
representatives of all the different national movements, and both before and
after 1918 inslsted on Hungary only being able to develop into a happy natlon
If it accepted the rights of other nationalitles, He Identlfied genuine patriotism
with the Hungarlan Reform movement that had sought to champion soclal and
polltical reform in the middle of the nineteenth century, and denounced the more
ethnlcally based natlonallsm that rose to dominance in the last quarter of the
nlneteenth century, Sadly his was to be an increasingly lone volce in the 1920s,
;13 the Horthy regime came to employ heavy doses of natlonalism In lts attempt

0 prop up an increasingly authoritarlan polltical regime, After 1925 It was a volce
that spoke from the USA rather than from Hungary ltself,63

in many of the new nation States of East-Central Europe, historians who partlcl-
pated In projects to establish liberai democratic national master nacratives battled
against the odds. Many Intellectuals, Including historians, were attracted to the
g(f}rrllsattriuctia%n of national essences, which in turn contributed to the radlcalisation
acterolgn 5‘;; Icllltlillungaxy‘ Bulgaria and Romania, the discourse on natlonat char-
oo agt)lfclzh ed the way for historlcal Interpretations that undermined lLberal
natoralgs ought and Instead endorsed more radical ideologies.® In Poland the
2t the oo ox ﬁgective became vital for Justifylng the rebirth of the Pollsh nation
t00K place betr tst World War. Hence, some of the key debates in Interwar Poland
history, taki g?e'llthose historians, who justified a Jagellonian view on natlonal
bench1;1ark flgi b mal:laerial history of the Pollsh-Lithuanian Commonwealth as
20 Instend orcr 0&1 history, whilst others warned agalnst Imperlal overstretch
that o besn : tred to consolidate Poland around the natlonal-democratic state
el o lnrte;ted in 1919. The Western allles had indicated to the Polish
o be rermon t tclal conflict that their support on the side of the Allles was lkely
historlans sy tl?e Teconstitution of the Polish nation state, In response,
Commonwealth ThesP a1r1 Halecki (1891-1973), eulogised the Polish-Lithuanlan
Conference, s, . olish delegation made him an expert at the Versallles Peace

» Where he spent most of his time arguing in favour of Poland’s hlstorl*

nationalism in Hungar
3 G .
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cal rlghts over Eastern Gallcia and Volhynia.% Subsequently Haleckt became a close
polltical adviser to J6sef Pitsudski (1867-1935), who wanted to steer Poland to
great-power status in an increasingly authoritarlan and étatist manner,

In Czechoslovakia, the interwar national master narratlve was dominated by
Tom& Garrlgue Masaryk's (1850-1937) Identlflcation of Czech natlonal hlstory
with the progress of humanity. The Reformation played a key role In the constltution
of the Czech natlon, which he saw as a precursor of the nlneteenth century
natlonal movement that found lts culmination in the foundatlon of the
Czechoslovak state after the First World War, Natlonal hlstory, for Masaryk and hls
followers, was an important resource for justlfying the newly founded natlon state.
However, unlike many of the other new-found states of East-Central and Eastemn
Europe, the Czechoslovak natlonal master narratlve was one that coexisted har-
monlously wlth notions of 1lberal democracy. Masaryk was, after all, a champion
of the European Enlightenment, an admlrer of both French republicanlsm and
Anglo-Saxon constltutionaiism and llberalism, He provided a llberal-democratic
framework for the national state which was not without its prominent critics.
Thus, for example, the group of historlans around Jaroslav Goll (1846-1929) (the
so-called Goll school), in partlcular Josef Pekat (1870-1937), upheld the suprana-
tional 1dea of the Habsburg empire, They had been sceptlcal of endorsing calls for
Czech and Slovak Independence durlng the Flrst World War, and they kept thelr
distance from the history polltlcs of the Czechoslovak state after 1919, Pekaf, In
Partloular, criticised what he saw as the represslon of the German minorlty and
the functlonalist abuse of history for natlon-bulldng purposes.®

If Uberal natlonal master naratlves struggled to establish themselves In
Germany Hungary, Poland, Czechoslovakia and elsewhere In Central and East-
Central Europe, and if many of these states subsequently succumbed to the lure
of rlght-wing authoritarlan reglmes, what about that bulwark of the nineteenth
@ntury liberal tradltion in historlography, France? Historlans assoclated wlth
the Anales In the interwar period upheld the commitment of French historians
to the values of the French revolutlon. In so far as they wrote national history,
they tended to do so within a cosmo polltan and non-ethnic orlentatlon. Plrenne,
dscussed above, was admired by Marc Bloch (1886-1944) and Luclen Febvre
(1878-1956) for his methodological innovatlons and percelved by them asan ally
In thelr quest to renew historical writing. They champloned a greater openlng to
nelghbouring disciplines, Including geography, anthropology and soclology, and,

—
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above all, they took up Pirenne’s raliylng cali for more comparative history.¥ The
comparative method, they argued, was the surest defence a galnst methodologlcal
nationalism. Of course, there had also been German champions of comparative
h?story well before 1914 — one only needs to think of Hintze or Breysig's Institut
fu‘r vergleichende Geschichte Buropas (institute for Comparative European
History) in Berlln, Nevertheless, after the First World War, the Germans served no
longer as transnatlonai modeis of how to write history. Their mantle was picked
up by French historians, who were to play a leading role in the development of
the subject area well Into the 1950s. The founding fathers of the Annales, in close
colIab.oration with Pirenne, by breaking decisively with the traditions of German
historism, contributed more than most to the pluralisation of perspectives and
methods of history writing in the Interwar period.S® Both Bloch and Febvre were
it(;lcated at the Universlty of Strasbourg for a while in the interwar period, where
b ey Iwere very much aware of the German traditlons, and their new journal,
ﬁim::J ies (ﬁnnals), Was conceptualised as a rival to the German Vierteljahresschrift
sur o?go‘:?u- und Sozialgeschichte (Economic and Soclal History Quarterly), Pirenne’s
mﬁfua] doss : younger coileagues was to a considerable degree rooted in thelr
hawa des e0 fo colimter the German influence on history writing. Hence, not in
tout court tgh erenvsetls Orrrlli:)iélitshtglrly, I;lut In their conception of how to write history
Arnales project a hint of methodological nationaiism in the early
oflﬂb:rﬂalletrr E:Z’lt:g-establlshed republican states, such as Switzerland, the defence
appropdati o?s 1jll&o came to the fore in the interwar period. The natlonalist
pointlin . sa;) the medieval past of the Qlg Confederacy reached its high-
Rl and };?el:_-nd the Second World War, when homeland defence agalnst
the ancient niutrm?me a key issue. it was depicted in terms of the defence of
history politice hadty and freedoms of the Swiss, But as early as the 1920s Swiss
major s b combined notlons of the Alps as protector of the sources of
Nt 11')1ew intvers :lvlth Ideas of Switzerland as home for the new League of
by the A'merican Pr:;}zla onal organisation for conflict resolution, first suggested
postar G Frel ent Woodrow Wilson in 1918 and eventually established In
was Switzerlands hls: 1;vould bing peace, liberty and democracy to the wotld. It
the uropean beonl Ochai mission to facilitate the harmonious living together of
2 Switzensnd thatphisci reedom, justice, and federalism became the hallmarks of
for there wete cepg toibe defended against ali foreign and home-born threats,
Swissness and dapeo Y $1gnsin the 1930s that Swissness and anti-Semitism and

right-wing authoritarianism would ajse fit together, Even the hlstory
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tational des scign
comparée des s

1
D
¢ l2 méthode comparative en histalre’, Compte rendy du Ve Congrés Inter-

miZiéZI;:f:éqlées (Br']’xenes 1928), pp, 17-32; Mate Bioch, ‘Pour une histolre
% On the Intriguing fo c{’ ennes’, Revie de synthese historlque 46 (1928), pp. 15-50.
§ loundational history of the Auitales, see John L. Harvey, ‘An Americall

Annales? The ABA and thy
@ Revie int y
Mare Bloctt, Journal of Modern Hlstoryﬂgzg c?'ZR(I)I(;?:J:){ i;i;tolsryesnicg;?quue o Ln e ¢

Natlonal Historles i and between the World Wars 253

culture of one of the oldest republics in Eurcpe was not completely protected from
the antl-democratic onslaught of the interwar years.%

The ICHS, which continued to organise the world historical congresses in the
Interwar period,’® struggled to maintain the llberal tradition agalnst the advances
of authoritarian right-wing, Fascist and Communist attempts to dislodge it. None
other than Pirenne headed the organising committee of the 1923 congress in
Brussels, the first one to take place after 1913 and the interruption of acadernic
Internationalism by the war years. Pirenne was keen to present his native Beigium
#s an open and cosmopolitan nation and at the same time encoutage a refutation
of methodological nationaiism and ethnically informed national histories among
other historlans, He had farnously set his mind against readmitting the German
historlans to the world historical congress in 1923, not only because he could not
yet forgive their wartime nationalism, but also because he regarded their pres-
ence as a danger to his project of de-ethnicising natlonal histories. Belglum as the
trossroads of cuitures, Pirenne argued, was to lead the way in an international
examination of the methodological groundrules of historical writing’! However,
it the same time as Pirenne was promoting his natlve country as a cosmopolitan
microcosm, he was faced with the rise of an ethnically rooted Flemish natlonal-
sm, Memlsh historians regarded Belgian history 4 la Pirenne as an invention
of early-nineteenth-century French diplomats, and provided their own Flemnish
master narrative, The universities of Ghent and Leuven became bilingual in the
Interwar period. An Archief en Museum voor het Viaamse Cultuurleven (Archive and
Museum of Flemish Cultural Life) was established in Antwerp in 1936. if the
Hemish movement had not been tainted by its collaboration with the German
occuplers during the First World War, Flemish historical master narratives might
have been even more influentlal in the interwar period.

Plrenne’s hopes, both for his native Belglum and for the jnternational com-
Munlty of histoians remained largely unfulfilled. The history of the ICHS in the
Interwar period was, to a considerable extent, the history of the nationalist reas-
sertion of history through and in the transnational arena. The ICHS, at Its 1928
Oslo congress, affirmed the national principles in its modes of representation,
Which meant that it accepted delegations from the Communlst Soviet Union,
Yscist Italy, and, later on, from National Sociallst Germany and Francoist Spain as
Matlonal delegations, whilst it refused officially to acknowledge the exile historl-
%taphies from all these countries. It was a victory for the Communist and Fascist
dctatorships within the ICHS that they now alone represented thelr respectlve
Natlonal historiographies In front of the world community of historians. And they
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were not shy in pushing their particuiar ideologlcal history poiitics onto the world
historical congresses. So, for example, German historlans were able to peddle the
agenda of a racist Volksgeschichte in the service of a comprehensive revislon of the
Versailies Peace Treaty quite successfuily in the 1930s.72

1938 was to be the last congress of the 1CHS before the Second World Wat
It was held in Zurich, where the leadership of the ICHS, under Harold Temperley
(1879-1939, as president), and Hans Nabhoiz (1874-1961, as treasurer) heiplessly
and haplessly stressed the organisation’s enduring commitment to the values
of scholariiness and freedom in the light of Communist, fascist and right-wing
authoritarian regimes purging the historlcal profession of their respectlve counttles
of historians who were unwilling to toe the official line. And those historians will-
Ing to lend their pens to these regimes demonstrated In Zurich the extent to which
history was in the service of totalltarianism. Glovanni Genttle (1875—~1944) spoke
of the importance of the national principie in history which fully came Into Its
own through struggle and death. German historians present celebrated the raclal
paradigm in historical thinking. Zurich certainly was to provide manifoid exampies
for lorga’s famous statement that ‘one turns somewhat barbaric once one ls nation-
alizing'.® When hypernationalist fervour threw Europe again into the clutches of
war in 1939, historlographical internationalism was not to resurface untli 1950,

Yet, desplte the hypemationalism, that was enguifin g parts of European
historiography in the 1930s, it should be noted that the interwar period saw the
€mergence of a considerable body of world history. Informed by a sense of an
impending threat to European civilisatlon in the aftermath of the First World War
:nrd the Russlan revolution, a range of historians from Oswald Spengler (1880-1936),
A gg;flgzsénbee (1889-1975), José Ortega y Gasset (1883-1955) and H.G. Wells
st Bl_tfseeoffrey Dawson (1874~1944), Henri Berr (1863~1954) and Cesare
g (804 95) reviewed the history of mankind from the anclent high cvill
atlve sl € contemporary world. They mostly adopted the tried and tested nar-
varlows aﬁrfftne,faccording to which they traced the rise and fali of clvillsations in
oo rige f sof the world, And many of them sought to present world history asthe
. presenzogl the anclent civilisatlons to the contemporary Western wotld which
Distincon e lrall_s the latest successor to the civilisational mantie of world history:
could b $ which juxtaposed ‘primitive peoples’ and ‘cultured peoples’ certalnly

e found frequently in worid histories published in the interwar perlod.”
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Transnatlonal histories were sornetimes wirltten out of the desire to overcome
historlographic nationalism. Toynbee, for exampie, changed his views on nation-
allsm as result of the First World War Before 1914 he applauded the liberai
mtlonai ilberation movements in various parts of Eastern Europe and at the
peace conference In 1919 he stili was an advocate of the princlpie of national
self-determlnation. However, thereafter hie increasingly came to abhor the ugly
and destructive side of nationalism, which he saw as responsible for endiess acts
of violent and brutal barbarism. His Study of History, started in the 1920s, was
motivated by the desire to write against the impending disasters that nationalism
was about to produce, though even Toynbee couid probably not have imaglned
the intensity with which hypernatlonalism was to wreak havoc on a global scale
during the Second World War’s

However, not all giobal or universal histories were necessarlly seeking to ove-
tome national prejudices in historlcal writlng, They were equally put into the
service of national histories. In East-Centtai Europe, for example, a range of
histotlans battied to write European history that would draw the line between
Fast-central and Rastern Europe, with the latter being excluded from Europe, be
lton account of the Orthodox religlon or of an alleged generai state of barbarity.
In Hungary, Gyula Szekfd (1883-1955), and S4ndot Domanovszky (1877-1955),
among others, clalmed that Hungary was the defender of the West against the
barbarle onslaughts of the East. In very different ways, Josef Pekaf (1870-1937)
ind Viclav Chaloupecky (1882-1951) of the new Czechoslovakia were trying to
tnnect Czech history with aspects of the Westem tradition.”

The Continued Prominence of Religion in National Histories

I liberal national historlographies were embattled in many parts of interwat
Burope, the contlnuing conflict between reiiglous and liberal national mastet nar-
fatlves i many European states exacerbated the feeling of liberal natlonai narra-
tives being under threat, Strong links between Catholic nationalism and national
hlSton were characteristic of the Irish Free State after 1922. It canbe traced back to

¢ foundation of the Natlonal University of ireland in 1908, At Universlty Coliege
Dublin (UCD), the first professors of irlsh history, Eoin Mac Nelll (1867-1945) and

41y Hayden (1862~1942), were both actlve in the natlonalist movement, Their
Wleague, John Marcus O'Suilivan (1891-1948), In fact became the Minster for
Eucation i the first government of the lrish Free State In 1922. At University
College Cork (UCC) and University Coliege Galway (UCG), the history depart-
"Ie0tS were aiso dominated by historians, such as Mary Donovan O'Sulllvan
(1887-1966) ang James Hogan (1898-1963), whio had well-known nationalst
Inclinations, As a1y appolntments at the Natlonal University of Ireland (of which
Galway ang Cork were constituent parts) had to be informally approved by the
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Catholic hierarchy, the historians’ nationalist sympathies cannot be surptising,
but even at the Protestant Trinity College, the incumbent of the Erasmus Smith
Chair in Modern History in 1914 was Edmund Curtis {1881-1943), who shared the
Catholic nationallst sympathies of his feliow lrish history professors.”’

In Spain, the re-Catholiclsation of Spanish natlonal historical consclousness
under Frarco saw new attempts to write national history in a Catholic key, which
found expression In the routine idealisation of medieval Christendom, the stress
on the moral purity of Spanish Catholic nationality, and the strong role of Opts
Del in history departments and historical education more generally, The nation
became synonymous with the church and the monarchy. One of the founda-
tlonal texts of the new Catholic master narrative was Julidn Juderfas’ (1877-1918)
fEa Leyenda Negra (The Black Legend), first published in 1914. It countered the llberal
idea that Catholicism was a dark (black) influence in Spanish national history
throughout the ages and lamented the absence of a Catholic master narrative that
was capable of defending ‘the Catholic conception of life’ underlying the Spanish
national character and its idealism. The liberals, Juderfas argued, had invented the
black legend of Spanish national history in order to put the nation down, What was
Needed, instead, was the celebratlon of Spain's moral superiority that found expres:
;i:);;salzgrue all, in Cervantes’ novel Don Quiljote. Pedro Salnz Rodriguez (1897-1986),
B ﬁs S;c thg University of Madrid in 1924/25 argued that Spanish decadence
e of o ¢ abandonment of the Catholic ideals that had produced the Golden

¢ of Spain, National Catholic historical writing celebrated ‘mother Spain’, and
grod;x;et:.i a c?lt of ancestry that was to inspire uncritical love for the ‘genius’ of the
nl});:z]d Sas tr;l:e .riIn Its imperial inflection national Catholicism came to celebrate hispé-
ol Rh?a;ldpclleFafﬂrmmg the spiritual community of all Hispanic nations, The
s Ry and Franco dictatorships, which built on such re-Catholicisation of
panish historical master narative, thus marked a decisive break with the strong

nil;eteenth-century liberal tradition of historical writing,”®
desrzrﬁjeercrlnagﬂ,ﬁt;? Iéistgrian of the Catholic Centre Party, Car] Bachem (1858-1945)
thereby ¢ gmbini atholicism as an expression of the German national character
put himself in tlrl: gta natlonal with a party political perspective’® He explldtly
lewpoe ! ?teradition of 2 historiography legitimating particular polltical
the Protestant pr 3 Weltschke, Drogsen and Sybel as his models, Le, precisely
Stant Prussian histotians who had done so much to exclude Cathollcisot

. l'dl
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of Germany was Catholic and united under Catholic emperots, and that the
great schism that the coming of Protestantism meant for religious unity was
thebiggest national misfortune ever to befall the German people. We will never
concede that the German spirit is identitcal with the Protestant one, that only
this can be truly German what has arisen from Protestant spiritual legacies.
If one can talk about the rights of primogeniture on German soll, then German
Catholicism has the best clalm to this right.%¢

Catholic historians had been regarded very much as outslders by a Protestant-
dominated profession in the nineteenth century, which did not hinder German
Cathollc historians from constructing thelr own historical master narrative of
Germany which differed sharply from the Protestant mainstream version in many
tespects.8 Some Catholic historians, notably Schnabel, developed their concept of
National history largely in line with the new parliamentary and democratic state of
Welmar. After all, the Catholic Centre Party was one of the key democratic parties
In the Weimar Repubtic. it 1s therefore only logical that Schnabel was not allowed
to publish the remalning volumes of his Dentsche Geschichte lm 19. Jahrhundert
(German History in the Nineteenth Century) under National Soclalism. They had to
Walt until after 1945 before they could appear. On the other hand, however, some
of the key ideas of Catholic historiography, notably an attachment to notions of
4 German Relch that was traced back to the medleval Catholic emperors, made
Catholic historlans susceptible to Natlonal Soclallsm and its propagation of a
Third Reich, Within the Catholic milieu of Welmar Germany, anti-pluralism was
4 strong as the yearnlng for a more estates-based society. Hence, some Catholic
histortans did not find it too difficult to cooperate with the National Socialists and
e saw the National Soclallst take-ovet In history as a means of overcoming the
Catholle 1solation and marginalisaton in German historical sciences.%

In Hungary, the authoritarian reglme of regent Admiral Miklés Horthy (1868~
1987) encouraged a history writing that espoused the Christian-national ideal
ind promoted the cult of St Stephen.® Before 1918 the cult was upheld by the

dbsburgs, who used 1t to legitlmate the 1dea of Hungary as Regnum Marlanum,
Alter 1918 the cult was put into the service of right-wing Hungartan nationalism.

ecult of the Catholic king, celebrated widely as founder of the Hungarian staterz,
rved the Horthy regime well in a number of ways: first, it justified the reglme’s
ntldlberalism and anti-socialism; secondly, it provided a religious legitimation of

)
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the hierarchicai soclal order of Hungary; thirdly It underlined the close relationship
between church and state (after al, St Stephen aliegedly was sent a crown by the
Pope); and, fourthly, it could be used to cali for the revislon of the peace treaty of
Trlanon which, for Hungary, had meant the loss of two-thirds of its pre-war terrl-
tory. Hungaran historians justifled theijr country’s post-war terrltorial ambitlons
via the ‘Idea of the holy crown of St Stephen’, a nineteenth-century iegal concept
about the Integrity of the lands of the Hungarlan crown within the Habsburg
monarchy. The Horthy regime generously supported the annual St Stephen’s pro-
Cession after 1920, The Admiral himseif marched ahead of the procession (despite
being a Caivinist) every 20 August, and the military participated prominentiy
in the festivitles, leading to a miiitarisation of the religious cult in the interwar
petlod, On the occasion of the 900th anniversary of the death of St Stephen in
1938, the Catholilc Eucharist congress was heid In Budapest and around 800,000
people participated In the procession, The mayor of Budapest, Ferenc Rlpka, even
commissioned a historical study in 1927 which sought to prove once and for
ali that the annual St Stephen’s procession was not an Invented tradition as was
clalmed by Protestants and socialists, This appeai to hlstorical truth demonstrates
that the Cathoiic historical Nationai master narrative was not uncontested in
the interwar period. Although the Cathojic church undertook sustained propa-
ganda campaigns on behalf of st Stephen, Communlsts, sociallsts, liberals and
Protestants remained hostile or at least sceptical, They rooted an alternativeldea
of Hungary in the historical legacy of 1848 and the Protestant reformation, argu-
ing that the Hungarian people had fought continuously for liberty. Although
large segments of the Protestant churches were staunchiy nationalist in the inter-
war period, they stlii feit the need to protect the legacy of St Stephen from both
the atheist feft and the partisan Cathoiic church. Relations between both major
Christian denominations in Hungary remained characterised by mutual distrust,
and each continved to underwrite quite dlfferent historical national master
narratives, in the context of the Second Worid War, the cuit of St Stephen Was
used very widely to justify Hungary's war effort agalnst the atheist Soviet Unlon.
Throughout the ages, historians emphasised, Hungary had been a buiwark against
the dangers émanating from the east,
inthe Communlst Soviet Union, thestrong adherence of Ukrainlan national his
tory to Ukrainlan church history had its roots in the provision of a history for the
natlon that wouid act as a Iesponse to attempts to subordinate Ukrainian national
history to Soviet Russlan history. The Ukrainian Theologlcai Scientific Soclety 10
L'vov (today’s Liviy) Pubiished its own journal entitled Bohoslovja (Theology)
between 1923 ang 1939, it also took responsibllity for the Pratls Bohoslovs'ko-
Naukovoho Tovarystya (The Works of the Theologlcal-Scientific Soclety) and edited

the works of the Basijan Fathers, Zypysky Chynu Sy Vasyliya Velykoho (Proceedings

of the Order of Sant Basil the Grea the
1) betwe 39, Ultimately,
totalitarlan Soviet state was to ) o0 1924 and 1939 '

f
Prevail over these efforts until the breakdown ©
tommunism in the €arly 19905

reland, Spain ry made life
difficuit for a Hiberai un, derstand v Opain, GErmany and Hungary

ing of the nation, we can see Ukrainian church his
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tory as a defence of Ukrainian nationality against the totaiitarian clalms of Soviet
history, However, we cannot say that 1t was fostering a liberai understandingmof
natlonal history against the officially prescribed Communist master narrative,

National History and Right-Wing Dictatorships / Fascism

Right-wing authoritarian and fascist regimes in Europe often sought to ]Ilmrgless
the power of religlon for their own national master narratives, and generally they
were keenl to instrumentalise history writing for their politics, Thus, for exampl:,i
InGermany, Natlonal Sociaiist historlans promoted the idea that Germae:n natlon, )
consclousness couid be traced ali the way back to the ninth century.® The mos
committed of Natlonai Socialist historians, such as Walter Frank (1905-1948),
at the Relchsinstitut flir Geschichte des neuen Deutschland (National institute ifgli
the History of the New Germany), sought to infuse German nationai hist;JrY:Vh
the raclal paradigms championed by the regime.*é More mainstream historiogr fi y
retained Its distance from such racialisation of historical writing, but Conser‘::lr:g
#atist historians supported aspects of the regime’s pollcy and were e;]lfr;nd its
by Its foreign policy successes, Many were willing to promote the regl sted at the
dms In diverse contexts.®” Certainly, very few German historfans prote itlons,
temovai of their Jewish or democratic colleagues from their universitli' pblfil o o‘f
and hardly any of them resisted Nationai Soclailsm. Miiller, who, at t ki as editor
the reglme and the journai’s publisher, Oldenbourg, replaced I\/Ic:.-lnlect oot the
of Historische Zeitschrift (Historical Journal) In 1938, wrote one year 1a state and
historlcai disciptine does not come empty-handed to the new German
Its youth, /68 .
In the context of the Second World War, a number of historians dge‘:ﬂt}; Ct?1ie
lborated with the National Sociallst regime in the attempt to iegi eI;:‘:wards.
tedtorlal expansion of the German nation both westwards a;: 1993), justl-
So-calied Westforschung, under hlstorians such as Franz Petrd (1903~ - 'whilst
fled the inclusion of parts of France and the Low Countries into (1}3?61) ’BII"heodor
OStforschung, under historians such as Wemer Conze (1910- e
Schieder (1908-1984) and Herman Aubin (1885~1969), worked out p
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foresaw the ethnic cleansing of wide parts of Fastem Europe of its Slav population
and the resettlement of those territories with ethnic Germans. Historians thus
gelonged to t‘hose inteliectuals who Susanne Heim (*1955) and Gotz Aly (*1947)
V:;t‘}c ;g::;c)i.sglntellectuals preparing the road to annihilation’ (Vordenker der
toTtlll]Z :f:?ior;ki‘;l i of the territorlal shape of Germany was intimately connected
sought o b lg sge;schichte after the end of the First World War. Volksgeschichlz
historiogra lfa with the almost exclusive state orientation of German pre-wat
light of nionedl oy 2d develop an interest in ethnicity as the new gulding
sociology, geo < vl\lrork. Developing interdisciplinary Interests (in partlcular with
the sett] e;ngentg;ails)t ¥, and statistics), historians practising Volksgeschichte traced
areas of Eastern, ¢ oty of Germany in Europe in order to support claims to wide
had a histor n], entral and Western Europe, They began to argue that Germans
of Eastarn Erut;‘g clvilising mission in Eastern Europe, which implied that much
fortmed a small I;Siwa; German Kulturboden (culturai soll), even If Germans only
the border regionsngf ity of the actual popuiation In those areas. Universitles In
became prominent In rflterwm Germany, such as the University of Kénlgsberg
Rothfels (1891-1976) I?Steﬂng such historlcal research. in Konigsberg, Hans
to his Jewish forefatﬂgs 0 later, somewhat ironically, had to leave Germany due
historians 90 » Promoted Volksgeschichte among a younger cohort of
i

cox?cj;tscésft tiltlat‘alyrluizgti?:o&u & of the regime spread the imperalist-ethnic political
(Review of Itallan Hist, rough publications such as the Rivista Storica Jtallan
nals had chief editor 002. After 193, the regime ensured that all historlcal jour
Sociallst German fs w10 weredn broad sympathy with Fascism.?! As In Natlonal
ltaly’s Profession):i 161?’ out-and-out apologists for Fascism could be found among
perhaps comes closest ts torians. Gentile, the historian of the Fascist movement,
€ Fascismo (Risor 0 the role played by Frank in Germany. Gentile's Risorgimento
Simento and Fasclsm), published in 1931, celebrated Fascism as

fllr eine neve europ; Vordenker der Vernichtung: Auschwitz und die deutschen Plive
Poitik. Geschi?izaé’igzgzs%:d”ung (Hamburg, 1991); see aissr; Karen Schénwiider, Historlker und
Helmut Gabel and Utrich 'ﬁfaim Nationalsozialisuus @rankéurt/Matn, 1992); Burkhard Dietz
nationaien Wissenschaften ; au (eds), Griff nach dem Westen. Die Westforschung’ der viikisci-
Haar and Michael Fafbuseh repr oS curopdischers Raum, 1919-1960 (Minster, 2003); 1080
2005); Christoph Nonn 771(::;)' German Scholars aud Etimic Cleansing 1919~1945 (Oxford,
(Diisseldorf 2013), ' or Schieder. Eln bilrgerilcher Historiker Im 20. Jahrhundert

PeterL’lmbert, !
and the et ge;{ﬂ?;il-g;sitarlans andNazl Ideology, Thelarameters ofthe Valksgemeb:sdmﬁ
Dp.535-85 b aator dLegltimation, 1930-1948', European History Quarterly 25 (1995)
(Frankfurt/Maln, oo n(grie)c,1 SGCe;d;ichtsschre}bung ais Legitimationswissenschaft 19161945
ﬁaggr;al.z)zltglsnrus (Frankfurt/Main go:gzoa)md Otto Geazd Oexle e D ot i
ardo : '

o Ze?;tc?;t;la, ‘iDIe Rivista Storica Italiang 1884-1929", In: Matthias Middell (ed):
The oo fenpm internationalen Vergtel, (Lelpzig, 195;9) 'pp 83-92. Claudlo Fogh

"% Politles of History iy Fascist Italy (Toronto, 2'003.). p. 24.-
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fulfilment of the national ideals that had enthused itallans durlng the Risorgimento.
Liberty, Gentile argued, was not the llberty of the indlvidual, but the liberty of the
Fascist state, if few went as far as Gentile in ldentifying the making of the ltalian
nation with Fascism, many, including Gloacchlno Volpe (1876-1971), were happy
enough to cooperate with the regime, endorse it when necessary, and benefit from
Itin terms of resources and advancement. Volpe’s national history, L'Italia in cam-
wino (taly on the Move, 1927), identlfled Fasclstn with the project of completing
national unity that had started with the Risorgimento. However, Volpe, much
more than Gentile, insisted on the achievements In nation-state building of the
Iberal italian state preceding Fascism.®?

One of the strongest critics of Fascist Italy, Croce, continued to llve in the coun-
try throughout Fascism and even managed to publish his national history, Storla
ditalia dal 1871 al 1915 (History of Italy from 1871 to 1915, 1928). Here, he upheld
the nineteenth-century view of liberty agalnst 1ts enemies from the right and the
left. Celebrating the achlevements of liberaiism, he depicted the victory of Fascism
4 a complete break with the legacy of the Risorgimento. His outspoken opposi-
tion to the regime woulid have been unthinkable In National Sodalist Germany.
Delio Cantimori (1904-1966), a professor at the Scuola Normale in Pisa during
the 1930s, was another Italian historlan, who was openly critical of Fascism. He
had shown Fasclst sympathies In the 1920s, admiring the movement's mobiiis-
ing potential, which, he thought, promised to brldge the gap between the ltalian
dlites and the masses, But his attractlon to what he believed to be a heady mixture
of conservatism and revolution gave way to commitment to proletarlan revolu-
tlon and communism in the 1930s, before he withdrew from politics and political
tngagement altogether after 1956.% Many left of centre italian historians, notably
Silvemini and the brothers Rosselli, mentioned above, went into exile, where they
tntrlbuted to the anti-fascist struggle.

The tight-wing authoritarian dictatorshlps that were established in the iberian
Peninsula in the Interwar perlod also sought to harness the power of history to
legltlmate their political regimes. Both the mititary dictatorship (1926-33) and
the Bstado Novo (1933-74) in Portugal adopted a matkedly conservative and
®clusive natlonalism that relied on the promotion of a traditlonalist vision of
the natlons past, Celebrating the golden age of Portuguese national history in
the Age of Dlscoveries, it removed the advances of nineteenth-century liberalism
nd soctallsm and their democratic aspiratlons from the history books. Every year
it Celebrated the founding of the nation In 1140. In 1940 the 800th anniversary

“indded with ¢he 300th anniversary of the restoration of independence from

Spain, ang ¢ marked a hlgh point of atterpts to
! he celebratlons on thls occasion e The ghtwing

Mobilise natlonalist historical consclousness in support of the

—
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Z e {eds), Writing National History, pp. 189-201. _ i
"o Famando Riz, ﬁenedetto Croce and Ttallan Fascism (Toronto, 2003 Patricla

,}flmcm-stutte, 'From Phiiosophy of History, from Fasclsm to Communism: a Conversion
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Salazar dictatorship promoted In particular the Kings Alfonso Henriques and Joao
1V as key national heroes, alongside ‘discoverers’, such as Henry the Navigator.
The Academia Portuguesa da Histéria (Portuguese Academy of History), refounded
by the Estado Novo in 1936, provided the most important Institutional backbone
for such heroic national history. it could build on the monarchist and conserva-
tive school of historical writing that had revelled in the glories of days gone
by since the nineteenth century, Its maln rival, the Republican school, took a
more critical, pessimist view of Portuguese national history and argued that the
only remedy to the nineteenth-century decline of Portugal was republicanism.
it was repressed by the Salazar regime, Whilst any oppositional views to the
state-sanctloned conservative national history had to battle with censorshﬂ’;c
the regime did not silence dissenting voices aitogether, so that remnants o
liberal and even Marxist influences could be found in historical works discuss:
ing Portugal’s decline and ‘economic backwardness’ as well as the role of the

people, of revolution and cultural transformation in modern and contemporary
Portuguese history.%

Across the bordet, in Spain,
not yet fuily estabiished at th
smali and insignificant, The
exodus of Republican Inteliec
lectuals such as Rafaef Altam]
Claudio S4nchegz Albornoz
The regime purged the univ
Francoism; overall, around
jobs. Prancoist history politi
Spanish nationalism in hist
a new scientific structure
Clentfficas (C5iC, Nationai
the representatives of the
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varlous historica] institutes
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Spanish Review of History),
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history was still a subject that, by the 1930s, was
¢ universities. History departments tended to be
civll war between 1936 and 1939 ied to a mass
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1a (1866-1951), Pere Bosch Glmpera (1891-1974)
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founded in 1940, The Prancoist regime backed ﬂ;:
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% Strgio Campos Matos ang Joana Gaspar de Freltas, ‘Portugal’, in: Porcianl and Raphae
(eds), Atias, D124 £, see a)
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502 J. Amado Mendes ‘Portugal’, in Kad Pellens, Siegfrled Quan
Hans Stissmyty (eds) Historical Cui ture — Histg ri'cal Commu’uka ton, International Bibiography
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Marcelino Menéndez Pelayo (1856-1912) was perhag: the most well-known
apologlst for Francoism among the Spanish hlsmﬂ?ns].nterwa ¢ historical writing
The strength of the ethnic natlonalist paradigm in lavia — founded a5 tho
¢an also be observed In the newly created state of Yugos ad Yugoslavia in 1929,
Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes in 1918 and renan:e ntirgly unsuccessful,
it embarked on a process of federallsation which waslric;s ni in historical writing
However, the state found It difflcult to promote YUSOS:I histories in the Balkans,
and overcome the strong ethnic orientation of natlon blsished its own journal
A Yugoslav historical assocation was founded, which Pl;l Tugoslavile (Elistory of
of Yugoslav history. Vladimir Corovié’s (1885-1941) Isto i?he fv hole. most histo-
Yugoslavia, 1933) promoted the new state ideology, butlonent o resea’lrching their
tans in Yugosiavia retained thelr allegiance and COmI? tgl o6
own ethnically based national histotles within Yugos ?:lis;:d deeply conservative
Overall, as we hiave seen, an ethnic, increasingly rac | t across Europe in the
hstordography supported right-wing and fascist regimes rdgsl,ltate power they often
Interwar period, Where those potitical forces had gaineher forms of history and
Purged the historical profession of representatives of ot ot to boister ghtwing
Pomoted exclusively the kind of history that was mea
tegimes,

Borders and Borderlands

es of Yugosiav
Inthe heated nationalist atmosphere of the interwar pertifai; ﬂ:ﬁ:“;tmost impor-
Mational history or German Volksgeschichte demor:]s Jands. Especlally where
tince that historians attached to borders and bor ;r ana;tonishiﬂg umber
those borders were contested, and there happened to eﬂably found vociferous
hseMested borders in the interwar perlod onei inv:lv'lng whole national his-
historiographical debates over such borders, often nvlgollsh and German historl-
torlographies, Take, for example, the battles between any. On the German side,
s after 1919 about the new eastern borders of Gern toyéeek the revision of the
Outrage over the Versailles Treaty spurned on histoﬂang ide, historians feverishly
ew borders with historical arguments, On the Polis " :s p ’had gained under the
Popagated the historical right of Poland to the temtotmrnely active on both sides
Vetsatileg Treaty. Thus, for example, historlans were ec);m the plebiscites in Eastern
! provide arguments in the polltical battles S e national belonging of those
Pussta and Upper Silesia in 1920/21 that decided the n

aln, 1500-2000 (Bern,
0 samar, Apologia and Criticism: Historlaus and the g!.;tggﬂ gg i{; O < gonet
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reglons in the interwar period, German Ostforschung battled it out with Polish
Westforschung in an intricate historlans’ war that lasted for the entire Interwar
perlod only to be resumed under the clrcumstances of the post-Second World War
tenitorial order,%”

Similar history wars can be found in many parts of interwar Europe: to
give just a few prominent examples of the importance of borders to interwar
national histories. Czech and German natlonal historles clashed In Bohemia
and Moravla; italian and Austro-German narratives competed over South Tyrol
and Trentino; Slovene and Austro-German accounts provided distlnct stortes of
Lower Styria, Carlnthia, and Carniola.%® In the new nation state of Lithuania,
historians were busy nationalislng multlcultural areas such as Vlnlus and lts
surroundlngs by reference to an allegedly primevial Lithuania. The nelghbour-
ing disciplines of archaeology and ethnography justified ciaims that a popula-
tlon that was subjectively nationally indifferent was nevertheless objectively
Lithuanlan.” The influence of Social Darwinlsm and blological determlnlsm
only increased the strength of those claims to nationalise particular territorles
in Eastern and East-Central Europe, where natlon states had emerged from the
ruins of empires after 1918,

The peace settlements at the end of the First World War produced what
became known as Greater Romania, The provinces of Bessarabia, Bukovinaand
Transylvania became part of Romanla, They included universitles in Cluj and
Cemdutl that had to be Romanlanlsed, Thus, an institutulul de istorie natlonali
(institute for National History) was set up at Cluj, and the Romanian state
Sponsored research institutes, regional branches of state archives and muse-

ums, all of which had the task of Integrating the new regions into the enlarged
Romanian state, 100

The defeat of the Austro
solutlon of the Habsburg
flicts and changes which

-Hungarian state in the First World War, and the dis-
empire, brought with it a whole range of border con-
had consequences for national history writing, Austria
itself was one of the Strangest cases: a new-found state without a national history
Or a national movement, Many Austran Germans subscribed to transnatlonal
Habsburgism before 1914, the vast majorlty now tumned to German nationalism

% Jan Piskorski with Jorg Hackma rschiung
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: Frank and Hadj . after
339 45 sea cha pter 6 ot (eds), Disputed Territories, pp. 92~124; on the debates

For a good survey of those overlapping histories and thelr impact on national historical

master narratives see the contributi i e
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¢ Russlan Empire and fts Western derlands: Natlonal
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Histortk s ontested Nation, p, 428; see aiso Aurelljus Gleda, ‘Historiography and Soclety:
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and would have happily merged with the German Reich, had the Allies allowed
sich a move, As it was, the Allies pushed through the foundation of an inde-
pendent Austrian state, which was faced with the task of state-buliding (let alone
mation-building) ~ a process that few of 1ts elites actually subscribed to or actively
wanted, Under the circumstances, 1t was not surprising that Austrlan historians
developed contacts with their German counterparts and many, led by Helnrich
von Stblk (1878-1951), who held the chalr of general history at the University of
Vlenna between 1920 and 194S, developed a pan-German verslon of history that
legitimated the eventual merging of Austria with Germany In 1938. Very few his-
talans, e.g, Ernst Karl Winter (1895-1989) attempted to construct an 1ndepef1d-
ent Austrlan natlonal identity.)® Given the prevalence of the pan-German view
among Austrian historians, thelr overwhelming support for the Anschluss in 1938
and their continued ioyaity to Nationai Socialism throughout much of the Second
World War cannot be surprising,

National Historiographies under German Occupation
In the Second World War

Inmany parts of Eastern Europe, the German occupatlon In the Second World
War had disastrous consequences for the national historiographies of thfPoc;f;;
pled natlons, 1n Poland, for examuple, it Is estimated that 30 per cent of :'rli 1; o
Wistorians were killed by the Germans, who intended to destroy Poland's hdoc::u-
@l culture alongside all slgns of its intellectual and cultural heritage. La&rge:m ed
fent collections in archives, museums and libraries were deliberatel},rb els ri o'f
In Czechoslovakia, the University of Prague was transformed into a bu chlaoften
Mllitant German nationalism, whilst Czech hlstorians were persecuted an n
had to fear for their llves under German occupation, In Romanla, a’fte;d Ge}rﬁ; r);
nvaded the country In 1944, several history departments welagz: closed,
Professors were sacked and historical journals were shut down.  the same
_In Western Europe, the German occupants dld not proceed wit e
brutality and ruthlessness, Here they sought the active collaboration an ’I'Eus
historlans in the attempt to establish the future Germanlc order In iur;ll)e. ™ 0}
for Sxample, German Westforschung, discussed above, tried to win t zl Ggfretson
those Dutch historians like Pieter Geyl (1 887-1966) and Frederlk Car & pistory
(1884"1958)' who were well-known champions of a Greater Nethsrlalze sitomisec'l
Peclfically directed against both the Belgicist national master nara w:je teg N
% Plreane) and a small Netherlands history, which had accommoda P
e logs o Belgium, Geyl and Gerretson emphasised the llnguistictaﬁlis aulture
mmunty of ay) Dutch-speaking people. However, Geyl always kleL;t e s ideas
10m attempts by German hlstorlans, such as Franz Petr], to explo V.
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of a Greater Netheriands history to advocate Petri’s own notions of a Greater
Germany based on assumptions of common linguistic, cuitural and ethnic tra-
ditlon between German and Dutch speakerst%® Aithough a smail minority of
Dutch scholars coiluded with the Germans, the war saw a substantial increase
indpatriotlc national history writing defending the historical trajectory of an
ndependent Dutch state, in the interwar period, Johan Huizinga (1872-1945)
had already come to argue that it was impossibie to see Dutch civilisation simply
as an offshoot of German cuiture, The Netherlands, he argued, inhabited a posl-
tion about half way between England and Germany, with important influences

also from France, and, increasingly, the USA.10¢
(Gj: nﬁglr;gll;:;tﬁg tce:an1 see similar forms of resistance, Whilst the Deutsches Institut
to ) in Brussels, founded in 1942, undertook strenuous efforts
emonstrate the Germanic roots of Belglum, and whilst German censorship
;c;t;ight to'prevent Beigian historlans from talking about Belglum as a ‘microcosm
pongzﬁz ,ﬂ zlilcei O(.‘;egntan Occupying powers never committed enough resources to
Flans, 16 Rt s I;::ry writing effectively. Only a few Flemish nationalist histo-
coop:e rated S a.ni oosbroeck(1898-1988) and Hendrik Jozef Elias (1902-1973)
oy natlonaljy with Natlonai Socialist Germany in order to foster thelr aim of
o Conntre descrircll Iclla German-dominated Europe.'® Whether historlans in the
imgace anes ed to cooperate with their German counterparts or not, thelr
pubilc opinion was greatest where the historlans could malntain thelr

In France, historians assoclated
Jacques Bainviile (1879-1936)
merclal success with their Histo

with the right-wing Action Frangaise, such as
iang Pierre Gaxotte (1895-1982) achieved coml-
re de France (Histo in 1924
b 1y of France), published in J
h;lsttofgogtoggﬁes;ﬁnal historlans retained thelr distance fro’rrF: overt right-wing

« 1he only university professor putting forward a racist interpreta-

tio
n of French history was the Swlss natlonai George Montandon (1879-1944),

who

train;fl}is:oiia:ii? I:‘ImthTOPC'iOEY In Paris in the interwar period and was not @

to formulae fs ide ; hoids the dublous honour to have been the first, in 1915,

titortal confie sty a that ethnic cleansing should be used to soive ethnic and ter-
<% The Germans actively promoted his work after they occupied
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the country in 1940, The Vichy government encouraged views of history that
would fend support to the ‘national revolution’ of 1940, The cult of Joan of Arc
was revitalised, for example, to strengthen anti-Engiish feeling in occupied France.
A professor of ancient history, Jéréme Carcopino (1881-1970) was appointed
Mlnister of Education of the Vichy regime in 1941 and his promotion of a national
archaeology was directly aimed at constructing a new national master narrative
that glorified the foikiore and peasant traditions of France, Most of the university
historlans retained their distance to such instrumentalisation of history in the
service of the Vichy regime, and some even joined the Resistance in order to work
for the liberation of their country from German occupation. The most prominent
example was, of course, Marc Bioch, who joined the Resistance under the name
of Nartbonne around the turn of 1942/43. Using the pseudonym M., Blanchars,
he wrote severai articles for the Lyon-based Franc Tireur and undertook a varlety
of other activities on behaif of the Resistance. Arrested by the Gestapo In March
1944, he was tortured and eventually executed in June 194419

Where National Soclaiist Germany set up puppet states in Eastern Europe, those
newly soverelgn nations quickly attempted to construct thelr own historical
master narratives, In the case of Siovakia, Frantiek Hrudovsky (1903-1956) had
ilready provided a Catholic-nationalist master narrative for the new nation state
In the form of his Dejiny Siovdkov (The History of the Slovaks) published in 1939.
The new regime invested considerable resources in the historical profession. The
Slovenskd academia vied a umenf (Slovak Academy of Sclences and Arts) was
&stablished in 1942, and, just one year later the institute of History was created
within the academy. In 1942, the Statny archeologicky Gstav (State Institute of
Archeology) also came into belng, However, as the Slovak state had purged ali
Czech professors from Bratisiava, they had to replace them with young and inex-
Perlenced Siovak historians, who did not have any time to jeave their mark on the
Profession before the end of the war.!10

In the fascist independent State of Croatla between 1941 and 1944 we se¢
Similar attempts to fegitimate the new state via history, in particular thlrough the
newly founded Casapis za hrvatsku poviest (Jourmal for Croatian History).!” But here,
%in Slovakia, time was too short and the end of the war saw the establishment of
Communis regimes, which were to implement their own national master narra-l-
tives after 1945, Given the expansion of communism in Eastern and East-Centra

UX0pe at the end of the Second World War, variants of Communist national
Master narratives were implemented across one-half of Europe. Many of them
Otented themselves towards the Communlist nationai master narrative that had
®Merged in the Soviet Union under the Bol'eviks.

N
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Mutations of Communist Historiography

In 1917 the victory of the Bol%eviks in the Soviet Union enabled a self-proclalmed
working-class movement to gain complete state power for the first time. Over the
following vears, amldst a bloody civil wat, the Bol'feviks erected a dictatorship
of one party, which did not ailow any opposition to their regime. What was the
Bol%eviks' vision of natlonal history and how did it contrlbute to legitimating
their regime? Committed to Marxism-Leninism, Bol¥evik historiography stood
in a tradltion of Marxist historiography, best represented In Russla by Georgi]
Piecl_lanov (1857-1918). Plechanov's Istorija russkoj ob$Cestvennof mysli (History of
Russian Social Thought), published in 1909, prioritised class over natlon in llne
with Marxist thinking, However, he also gave much attention to Russlan natlonal
history, which he described as deviating In major ways from the history of West
European natlon states, Russian national history was closer to certain orlental
and Asiatic societles than West European ones, which expiained much of Russia’s
backwardness. According to Plechanov, despotism and immobllity became the
hallmarks of Russian national development, Whereas in the West the Marxist Idea
of different stages of economic productlon succeeding each other untll capitalism
was reached, was vaild, in Russia, primitive communism was followed directly
by orlental despotism., in other words, Russia was not yet a developed capitalist
country, which also made it the most unlikeiy location for a successful working-
class revolution, 12

anl;/[z;rg;?ag}ed thi ll)elief In Russia’s backwardness, Leon Trockij, in his 1905
sioryja russkoj revoljucii (History of th tions
o ra ot s (History of the Russian Revolution), upheid no

ty which he traced back to its orientai character and strong
iﬁi:fﬂ“zl ‘ae“ifll and Staiin, by contrast, were arguing before 1917 that Russia's
kel € ae;'eiop$ent was In iine with that of the West and therefore 1t could
Europe the dnt € world-wide destruction of capltalism, Russla would show
Do svae 0 cizﬁmmunlst salvatlon, However, once the Bol%eviks had gained
b thatr wopeycre still faced with the probiem of providing hlstorical legltimation
try very widet ion and for ttlle success of a Communist government In a coun-
the wndls ute?i’ lp:iceiVEd as ‘backward’. Enter Michail Pokrovskij, who became
'Supremepc:om eader of Soviet Marxist historiography in the 1920s, nicknamed
historiograph marilder of the Amy of Red Historians’, 3 He gave early Sovlet
was adamalzltyt;n . Iiltemationalist orlentation, abhorred Russian nationallsm and
narrow confines ac‘)f t ‘:’35 important for Marxist historians to look beyond the
hibited any histo natlonal history, As People’s Commissar for Educatlon he pro-
he put heavy emn rﬁ teiaching Which promoted natlonallsm. in hls own wrltings,
he oo 1 P1asls on social and economic developments in history, which,

gued, were essential to document the class struggle in history.

112
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Desplte all this, he still could not escape natlonal history. His Russkaja Istorija v
samom sZatom oferke (Brief History of Russia) was approved by no lesser figure than
Lenin, and it served as bible for the first generatlon of Marxist-Leninist historians
in the Sovlet Union. As a national history it was Indeed trying to establish a new
national master narrative, which portrayed the history of Tsarist Russia as ‘dak
other', where not only the working classes but also the non-Russian nationalities
were repressed, He contrasted the Russian past sharply to the bright Communist
future of the Soviet Unlon under Bol%¥evism, In line with Marxlst thinking, he
portrayed the history of Russla as a hlstory of class struggles, but contrary to
Pechanov and Trotsky, Pokrovski] descilbed Russian historlcal development as
essentially following the same trajectory as that of Western Europe. He insisted
on unlversal patterns of historical development and was highly critical of ail ideas
of Russlan exceptlonalism. He analysed the emergence of the strong Russlan state
within the framework of the Russian variant of feudalism and Insisted on the
Importance of merchant capital for the development of the later Russlan empire.
A capltalist economy replaced Russian feudallsm from the sixteenth century
onwards. By asslmilating Russlan history to the West European model, Pokrovski]
§ave historical explanation and justificatlon to the Russian revolutlon of 1917.

The other major Russian Marxist historlan of the 1920s, Nikola] Aleksandrovié
RoZkov (1868-1927), was highly crltcal of such strategles of legitimation. Turning
from Bol'Sevism to the oppositlonal Men’3evilsm in the 1920s, he provided a
Powerful historical critique of Bol%evism, whilst wrlting a form of comparative
¢onomlc history of Russia, which was far superlor to all other Marxist histori-
@l wiiting In the early Soviet Union, Especially his 12-volume Russkifa istorija
Y Stravitelno-istorideskom osvestenij (Russian History from a Comparative Historicat
Viewpoint), published between 1919 and 1926 set the standards for Marxist his-
Wrlography in Russia for a long time to come, Hls Marxism did not protect him
fom political persecution, He was arrested several times in 1921 and 1922 and his
Work was routinely denounced as Men$evik.!!4

The Bol'Seviks were quick to set up their own Institutions where a fledgling
Communist historiography could be nourlshed, which was explicitly to Justify the
Mscent Communist state.!'S The Soclalistideskaja akademija (Soclalist Academy
of Soclal Selences (later renamed Kommunistléeskaja akademia (Communist
Mademy), founded In 1918, the Komlssija po istoril Oktjabrsko] revoljucl
LRRR(5) (Commission for the Study of Hlstory of October Revolutlon and the
ol Party), established 1n 1920 (and soon having many local branches), a5
Well as the Institut K. Marksa | F. Engelsa (instltute of Marx and Engels, 1919) arid
€ Separate Instltut Lenina (Instltute of Lenln, 1923) all served thls purpose. In
"t the last three institutions merged Into the Institut Marksa-Engelsa-Lenina

o ————
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(Instltute of Marx, Engels and Lenin} In the late 1920s and from then on had
the task of watching over the ldeological correctness of historical research in the
Soviet Union. it also transformed the October revolution into the crucial founda-
tional event for the Soviet national master narrative — a moment in history when
the Russian people not oniy ilberated themselves and the other natlonalities
in the Tsarist empire, but set a shining exampie for the rest of mankind to free
themselves from capltalist and Imperiaiist oppression. The Sovlet Unlon thus
became the motheriand of the working classes everywhere on the globe, Hence,
Soviet universal history, which couid look back onto a long tradlton 1n Russly,
vr\rrlalls prec;)ccupied wlth demonstrating how the world historicai development cul-
m r;;te In the foundation and deveiopment of the Soviet Unlon as the most
%‘h y developed and most progressive state 1n the contemporary world, !¢

_ :p;gff:ict:l: kr;snojed professury (IKP, Institute of Red Professors, 1921-1936)
were 15 oo uiZt ec t;rg with training a new cohort of Marxist historlans who
19205 onwaﬁds o ehuniverslty departments of the Soviet Union from the late
Sodtal o 1:In Who were keer to reconfigure history as part and parcel of the
Nauéno-issledc;varfell? k1i921, the institute of History at the Rossiskaja Assoclaclja
of R institutis ch instltutov Obitestvennych Nauk (Russian Association
ingly Stage-mmany dor:isof Social Sciences), gave central directlon to an Increas-
ooy G Insgt:tu torical production. The Institut istorii Akademil nauk
e pory te at the Russian Academy of Sciences) was thoroughly
1930s. Undor » 111;89015 elements’ and made Into a butwark of Bol%evism In the
bourg.eois histo:io °V51;111 in the 1920s, the Bol%eviks dld not want to break with
btis the 1930, hff:lﬁ) y entirely, as they feared a major loss of scholarly capadty,
The ObStesrs, 1'5 torike post-Pokrovskij era, these concerns had become lrrelevant.
in 1925 s o " toxlr;marksismv (Society of Marxist Historlans) was founded
et e tas of repiacing the older bourgeois historlography of pre-

ary Sussla. ‘Bourgeols’ historians, such as Aleksandr Evgen'evié Presnjakov

1870~
Ehe On;gﬁlgg)';gcoegagfimge 10 accept the Boi%evik revolution 'as another step In
their work in the ear] atlonal unification’ of Russia, had been able to continue

in the 1930s it becamS; ?10"1‘* UﬂiOI} and were even elected as acadeniclans, but
history. ' A whole ho fe ar impossible not to accept the Stalinlst phillosophy of
which served as stof Marxist-Leninist journals were establlshed In the 19205,

an important forum for a Marxist historiography seeking to com-

pete with and uitimately overco
me its bo ;
journals was the Istorik-marksist ( C Hston, v 8050 56 et o

Marxist Histor cent

of all articl tan), in which 80 to 90 per

wider Marxie:tzfsrtir‘;mttm Dy party members, It gave direction and purpose to
Ogtaphy In the Soviet Unlon.!* The BolSeviks Increased the

16 Hans H
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number of universities and created RabFaks (abbrevlatlon of Rabotij Fakui'tet,
workers' faculty), which were meant to be training grounds for new Marxist
working-class academics - the Soviet Union's new intellectuai elite, The creation
of Marxist sclentlflc cadres dominated the endeavours of the Bol'Sevlks In their
pollcles regarding higher educatlon. The hlstorlcal archives were aiso completely
reorganised, Whilst an acute paper shortage during the revolutionary years and
the years of clvil war condemned whole archlves to the paper mills (for recycling),
the Soviet state subsequently abolished many of the Imperiat archives and trans-
ferred the Tsarist archives from Petrograd (formerly Saint-Petersburg) to Moscow,
beginning a great centralising tendency in Soviet archiving practice.

Throughout much of the 1920s, many 'bourgeols’ historians were at ieast
allowed to continue with their work, even If they were occasionally harassed
and arrested, But the year 1929 marked a turning point1n the Communist state’s
plicy vis-a-vis non-Marxist scholarshlp. A large group of academics from the
Academy of Sciences were now accused of conspiring to overthrow Communism
and banished for several years to provinclal towns far away from Moscow and
Leningrad, Beginning in 1929, bourgeois historlans and Marxist ones who were
accused of devlating from the party line, were arested, exiled or killed, The
institute of History at the Academy of Sciences itself came under the direct
leadership of the Kommunlstiteskaja akademlja (Communist Academy). Stalin
ook a great personal interest in historiography, and it was hls views which now
tame to shape, or better, deform the historlcal profession in the Soviet Union.!*
He insisted that it was not empirical scholarship but the accomplishments of the
BolSeviks and, aboveall, the theoretical genlusof Stalin himself, which were to form
the benchmarks agalnst which historlans had to measure thelr work. Those who
"mained dedicated to producing work based on sound archival evldence rather
than ideological prescription were deniounced by Stalin as tarchive rats’. Whilst
P"kaVSkij had Inslsted on the importance of solld empirical evldence and spoken
0ut against the falslfication of historical facts in pursuit of political alms, Stalin,
In his attack on evidence-based historlography, could build on Lenlnist notions
that the party line was to guide the historians more thant historical evldence,
2 true objectivlty could only be achleved through identifying with the Comumun Ist
Party’s explication of the laws which governed historical processes {partijnost’),

e Communst Party, representlng all ‘progressive’ tradltlons in history, held the
‘eY 0 historlcal interpretation, and all deviatlons from 1ts line were nec;eissaiit?g
freacﬁ"nar)"- With the implementation of the personality cult around Stalin, :
duntain of all historical wisdom was not even the Party any more, but Its ‘grea
kader', Accusations of Trotskylsm were used widely In order tO purge and perse
Ste blstorlans, 'Celticlsm and self-crltlcismn’ sesslons became a routine practice of
hummaﬁng those who were charged with devlaton from the party llne; 1
I Stalin's yrn away from Internationalism and towards the theory of so}iani\T’
fl One countryt hag Important Implications for Sovlet historiography, as

N ——
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charged historians with producing patriotic narratives which were to legitimate
Bolevik rule in the Soviet Union.!? Historians were to prioritise the history of
Russla over the history of ali other Sovlet repubilcs, as it was Russian history which
was percelved as anchor-polnt of Soviet state building. Russian ethnlc particular-
ism was to characterise much of Sovlet historical writing from the 1930s to the
1950s. Pokrovskij had denounced the Tsarist state as an imperlalist venture which
repressed native ethnlcitles, Soviet historiography in the post-Pokrovskij er, by
contrast, came to endorse the view that Russia was the vanguard natlon in the
Soviet Union, because it had shown itseif to be historically superior to the other
natlons making up the Soviet Union.!2! Russians were depicted as elder brother
to the other nationalitles in the Tsarist empire. Aii had suffered under its autoc-
racy, but there was also an Inslnuation that non-Russian natlonalities had been
brought to simiiar cultural and civilisatlonai standards as the Russians. Under the
leadership of the ‘older brother', all natlonalities had uitimately regained freedom
in the Bol'Sevik revoiution, and were building the workers’ paradise of the Sovlet
Union. Given that milllons of Soviet citizens had just recently learned to read
and write, and given that nationai consclousness in Tsatlst Russia was developed
rather weakly, Stalin perceived history as major aily in his drive to construct urlty
and purpose around the notion of Soviet patriotism, The enemles of the working
Classes thus became enemies of the Soviet people, or the Russian people and Its
sister peoples.

Histotians now harked back to many of the traditional heroical myths under-
pinning nationalist histories of Russla already In Tsarist times. One of Russla’s
greatest writers, Alexandr Puskin (1799-1837), was transformed into a Stalinlst
icon.'22 Ivan the Terrible (1530-1584) and Peter the Great (1672-1728) became
natlonal heroes once agaln, and the making of a strong natlonal Russian state
was commented on approvingly, even if It was an oppressive class state.’®® In
Andrej Vasil'evié Sestakov's (1877-1941) Short Course in the History of the USSR,

published in 1937 to replace Pokrovskij's earller work, the Russlan past was llnked

posltively to the Soviet present, In Pokrovskij, the Russlan past had been the
necessary precondition for the Soviet present, but 1t had not figured posltvels,
quite the contrary, In Sestakov's text, on the other hand, the reader s expressly
invited to identify with the heroes of Russlan history. Thus the book starts: The
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USSR is the land of soclalism, There Is only one soclalist country on the globe - it
Is our motheriand,” And it closes: ‘We love our motherland and we must know
her wonderful history weli, Whoever knows history will better understand current
fife, wlli fight the enemies of our country better, and will consolidate soclalism.’124
Sovlet patriotism and love for the soclalist motherland became gulding lights of
Soviet natlonal historiography thereafter.! The nationalist turn of Sovlet histo-
tlography was accompanied by the return of events- and personallty-based narra-
tives, which were devoid of any theoretical ambltion or framework, be It Marxist
or Leninist or anythlng else.

The transformatlon of historiography in Russla described above was mirrored
In other Savlet republics and led to the setting up of new Communist historlcal
sccleties, institutions, and journals. in line with eatly Sovlet policies of giving the
different Sovlet nationalities room to develop, Ukrainian and Byelorussian histo-
flans were focusing on thelr respective national historles throughout the 1920s.
In fact, the leading historian of Ukraine, Mychajlo HruSevs'ky] (1866-1934),12¢
retumed from his exlie in Prague in 1924 to head efforts to nationalise Ukrainian
historical consciousness in the Sovlet Union. However, the 1930s witnessed a
Major attempt to repress such ‘national orlentatlon’ of the Russlan ‘sister peoples’.
Historlcal studies in Charkiv, Klev and Odessa almost ceased entirely to work on
Uksainlan 1ssues. Ukrainian ‘bourgeois nationalism’ was denounced as counter-
revolutionary, and instead historical scholarship concentrated on demonstrating
how soclal and economic progress In Ukraine had been fostered historically by
the strong alllance with and under the leadership of the Russlan ‘older brother".
The Tsarlst annexation of other natlonalities, Including the Ukrainian one, was
telebrated as ‘lesser evll’ in comparlson to thelr possible incorporation Into other
“mpires, such as the Ottoman empire, the British empire or the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonweaith, 127

In contrast to the strong national historlographical traditlon, which had
tMerged In Ukralne well before 1917, the sltuation in Byelorussla was quite dlf
ferent. 128 fogt of the institutions of Byelorussian historical research were founded
oy in the brief perlod of natlonal independence between 1918 and 1919. After
lthad become a Sovlet republlc in 1919, the flrst Byelorussian university and a
Ylaruskaja Akademija Navuk (Byelorusslan Academy of Sciences) were set up in
the 1920s. Its Institute of history focused almost exclusively on national history,
™d Byelorussian schotars were as keen as scholars of other ‘iew’ natlons to pro-
e historicay proof for the long-term exlstence of a separate Byelorussian natlon:
alty. They could build on earlier wiitings of amateur historlans, such as Vatslat
tastotisk (1883-1938), and they traced back the existence of a Byelorussian
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nationality to the early Middle Ages and the Duchy of Polock (today’s Polack).
Like Pollsh and Lithuanian historical master narratives, thelr Byelorusslan
counterparts saw in the Pollsh-Lithuanlan commonwealth the high polnt of an
Independent Byelorussian nation state, although, subsequently, dominatlon by
Poles, Lithuanlans and Russlans justified a centuries-long struggle for national
independence, However, as In Ukraine, the Communist state clamped down on
the nascent national master narrative In the 1930s, fearful that 1t might encour-
age separatism.

The Second World War cemented the strong relationship between history wilting
and Russlan / Sovlet nationalism. Sovlet historlans presented the Great Patrlotlc
War as the latestin a long line of battles in which the Russlan nation had defeated
its enemies and rivals, be they Mongols (Battle on the river Kalka, 1223), Teutonlc
Knights (Battle on the ice, 1242), Tatars (Battle of Kuiikovo Field, 1380), Swedes
and Ottomans (Battle of Poltava, 1709) or Napoleon’s Grande Armée (Patrlotic
War of 1812), In the war, bourgeois national historians, such as Sergej Michajlovi¢
Solov'év (1820-1879) and Vasllij Osipovi¢ Kljudevskij (1841-1911) and thelr
natlonal(ist) writings were held up by Sovlet historians as shining examples of
Russian achlevements in historical research, But Ironically, the Second World War
did not only bring about a massive increase in nationalist histories of Russla and
the Soviet Union, it also led to the flowering of natlonal history of other Sovlet
republics, So, for example, the Soviet authorities dedded to transform the Pollsh
John Casimir Universlty in L'vov (today’s L'viv) in Sovlet-occupied Poland Into
the L'vivs'ky] naclonal’nyj Universitet imeni lvana Franka (Ivan Franko Natlonal
University of L'viv), and, in a consclous attempt to integrate the occupled ter-
ritotles Into the Soviet Union and promote a historical justiflcatlon for such
annexatlon, it asked Ukrainian scholars formerly dlsmlssed by the Polish state t0
return to the universlty in order to foster historical studles on Ukrainlan history.
History was to legltimate the occupation as the ‘lberatlon’ of Ukralnlan territorles
from Polish rule,

if the Soviet hlstorical master narratlve in the interwar perlod ended up every
bit as nationalist and ethnocentrlc as Its Buropean counterparts and perhaps more
so than its Tsarist Russian predecessor, one should point out that there were exan

ples of historical institutions and indlvidual historlans on the left refusing the

lure of national(ist) history. Some of
' the hi European
anarchists, storical writings produced by Europ

Fachists 011111::: cgf ;fvhom were amateurs without a university or academy post
bon, wer o erised by a dellberate rejection of national perspectives. One of
Rocke uential theorists of the international anarchist movement, Rudolf

ocker (1873-19$8), had, after all, famously deflned anarchlsm 1n opposition 0
Eaiitriotism, which he percelved as ‘the religlon of the modem state’.?* Among
p s:orical Instltutions, the Intemationaal Instltuut voor Soclale Geschiedenls

nternational Instltute for Soclal History, 118G) in Amsterdam, founded in 1938

by Nlcolaas Wilhelmus Postumus (1880-1960), was prominent In upholding
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tansnatlonal and Internatlonalist perspectlves and working against the grain of
methodological natlonallsm in history. The 11SG was vltal In resculng the archival
legacy of labour movements threatened by fascist and Communist reglmes.!3
The personal papers of Marx, Engels and Bakunln were preserved here, as were the
papers of exiled partles, such as those of the Russlan Men”3eviks or the German
Soclal Democrats. Later, the archive of the Soclalist Workers’ International also
found a home there, The 11SG thus worked as a decldedly transnational and Inter-
natlonalist archive, and 1ts research agenda was to reflect this commitment to
thass and labour history that looked beyond natlonal borders.

Western Marxism rarely found a posltive receptlon In European history depart-
ments outslde the Soviet Union In the Interwar perlod. Few history professors
were self-professed Marxists. Yet Marxism began to engage historlans in productive
ways also In the West. The rlse of soclal and economlc history beginning in the
late nineteenth century was inspired by a - more competltive than sympathetic -
dlalogue with various forms of Marxlst history. The leading economic and social
history journals, such as the Vierteljahresschrift filr Wirtschafts- und Sozialgeschichte
(Economic and Soctal History Quarterly), founded in 1903, and the Revue d’histoire
éonomique et sociale (Economic and Soctal History Review), founded in 1913, mir-
tored such (mostiy negatlve) engagement. In England, RH. Tawney (1880-1962)
drew on Marx more positively in hls lectures on economic history that he deliv-
ued to working men through the Workers’ Educatlonal Assoclatlon from 1908
Ofiwards, 131 Marc Bloch's synthesls on medleval soclety, which he put under the
tonceptual heading of ‘feudallsm’, would also have been unthinkable without
an engagement with Marxlsm. ! The focus on a common soclal system allowed
Bloch to treat the countries of Furope together and to develop both their internal
dymamics and the external power relations between them.

In France, a whole school of the history of the Revolution developed from
the late nineteenth century onwards that highlighted economic causes for the
Oithreak of the revolution. 1t produced work on the modes of production In pre-
*®olutionary France, class struggles and other mass protests and 1s assoclated with
ames such as Frangois-Alphonse Aulard (1849~1928), Jean Jaures (1859-1914),
Georges Lefehvre (1874-1959) and Albert Mathlez (1874-1932). Representatives
o this school In the interwar petlod had a strong orlentation towards the
Communjst Party, and after the end of the Second World War they galned offictal
160685 to the academic core Instltutlons ~with Albert Soboul (1914-1982) becor-
Ing s undlsputed champlon. Soboul, a member of the Communlst Party slnlce

% Was appolnted to the prestlglous chalr of the hlstory of the French revolu-
onat the Sorbonne in 1967. |
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The interwar perlod also saw the beginnings of a Marxist historlography in
Britain. The Great Depression and the rise of fascism in Europe formed the back-
drop against which a range of historlans began to engage with Marxist thought.
Whilst some, such as G.D.H. Cole (1889-1 989) and Tawney were close to the
Labour Party, others, such as Maurice Dobb (1900-1976), Dona Torr (1883-1957)
and Arthur Leslie Morton (1903-1987) joined the Communlst Party. Cole
became one of the foremost historians of the labour movement in Britaln, He
alway's stressed that the value of Marx's work for his own history writlng lay in
Marx's emphasis on the dynamism and openness of the historical process,'®
Tawney famously insisted in his inaugural iecture that all serious history had to
start from the work of Marx, but once again, his Marxist hlstory was far removed
from the dogmatic and mechanistic applicatlon of Marx’s theory that came to
characterise Soviet historiography under Staiin.® Dobb's work as an economic

historian was focused on the transition from feudalism to capitalism and cul-

minated in his 1946 book Stuydies in th
e Developr ) 55 and
Morton’s work was committed, pment of Capitalism. Torr

historical above all, to the democratisation of the British
> cal national master narrative, They colned the term ‘people’s history’ o
a; gr to a history that focused on the lower sociai classes and on ordlnary men
p Pe;;;zl%lis:gther than on rulers and the powerful, In particuiar Morton's
this genre This"}' Of:England (1938) became a foundational text in estabilshing
Rising of i381- i:1at onal history highlighted not Magna Carta, but the Peasant
the impact of :ch lindemne‘i not the slow progress of parliamentary reform, but
crowd poiitics i ¢ Levellers and Diggers. Time and again we encounter forms of
1ntrodupced to t:}l;1 tile forms of Luddlsm, Chartism and Jacobinism. And we are
It In othe : ddea of class struggles drlving the historical process forward,
hist:)ry o markr :il the recovery of a radical democratic tradition In English
national history. S this kind of natlonal history off from oider forms of Whig
hi;%ﬁ;?;:gﬂyo?aﬂ;fd against economic determinism, stressing instead the
ings were inﬂu?r,;tl 101r 11ary people in the historlcal process, Arguably, her writ
and incorporatin al In steering the Marxist Historlans’ Group, founded in 1946,
Hobsbawm (1917320);02unger generatlon of British Marxist hlstortans, such as Eric
Rodney Hiiton 1- » E.R, Thompson (1924-1993), George Rudé (1910-1993);

(1916-2002), Christopher Hill (1912-2003) and Raphael Samuel

(1934-1996), awa
historial » r);actice,y from an all-too-mechanistic application of Marxist theory t0

Whiist we have chosen to conce
other parts of Europe, Marxist hi

varlous debates on the m
writing,13s

ntrate onl the examples of France and Britaln, in
storiography was also on the rise, and produced
erits and shortcoming of Marxist approaches to history
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History Writing from Exile ~ The Anti-fascist
and Anti-Communist Experience

The totalltarian regimes of the twentleth century were, of course, by no means
the first to drive historlans into exile. The phenomenon of historlans on the run
from states and polities which dld not tolerate their historlcal views is as old as the
historical profession itseif. The situatlon of exile often produced social hardship
and mlsery, and it frequently led to an alienation of the historlan from his histori-
calrootsand his sources. After all, most exiied historlans had to leave behind their
librarles and research materlais and found themselves in financially precarious
situations, But situations of exile also led to productlve engagements with the his-
torlography of the exiled historians’ new domicile, which at times allowed them to
promote innovative and revisionist accounts of their homeland’s history. Hence,
the level of innovation in exile historiographies was, and arguably continues to
be, high, as 1t forces the historian to leave the natlonal framework and engage
With diverse transnational contexts. Pavel Gavrilovié Vinogradov's (1854-1925)
Work at the University of Oxford and the Ecole Russe de Hautes Ftudes Sociales de
Parls before 1914 is a telling example of such Innovatory perspectives on Russian
National history, especlally agrarlan history, produced In exile.’%6

Fascist reglmes and the Communist Soviet Union did not tolerate opposition to
thelt partlcular views on historical development. Whilst Marxist-Leninist and later
Stallnist histotiography increasingly resembled a static scheme of various stages of
history which af] moved inevitably towards communism, fascist historographies
Wete more difficuit to categorise and were based on aless uniform view of historical
development, in both Italy and Germany, fasclsm and National So cialism proved
fulte willing to work together with professional hlstorians (many of whom were
taditionaily conservative and shared at least some of the worldviews of fascist
Iégimes), as long as they did not question the authority of the reglmes or showed
emselves otherwise disloyal. There were, of cousse, exceptions to the rule;
Jewish, Marxist or democratic historlans were rarely tolerated. Al in all, in both
Communist and fasclst regimes significant numbers of historians were exiled
Orchose to Jeave the country elther because they felt threatened or they couid not
®ntinue thelr work, These exile historlans often lived precarious existences at the
Margins of historical professlons in thelr respective host countries, However, some
40 managed to make it into the malnstream, and there were certainly lnf'luential
latlonal hstories produced by exile historlans from both fascism and Bol'Sevlsm.
In what foflows we concentrate on the examples of Fascist Italy, Natlonai Soclalist

*many and the Communist Soviet Unlon. i the
€ vast majorlty of ltallan and German historlans made thelr peace w o
1mes ywhen they came to power In 1923 and 1933 respectively. When the

ltallan State, in 1931, requlred every university professor to swear an oath of
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alieglance to the regime, only 12 professors of about 1200 totaity refused and chose
retirement or exile over continuing their work under the Pascist government,™¥
But no historian was among them. When a slmitar oath for members of academies
and learned societies was introduced in 1933, Croce, who lived as an independent
gentieman-schoiar rather than a saiaried history professor, informed the Fascist
minister that he was ioyai only to academic freedom,

The Natlonal Sociaist regime dismissed all civii servants (which inciudes uni.
versity professors in Germany) it deemed either Jewish or pofiticaily unreliabie in
April 1933. it is uniikeiy that the number of historians dismissed as a consequence
of these purges exceeded 100, and this figure includes non-professorlal staff,
Many of those who went into exije initiaily stayed close to their country of origin
In the hope that the fascist regimes would soon coliapse, ailowing them to retum
to their positions and the places they cailed ‘home’. The majority of extles from
tc;t;iitarian dictatorships ultimately settied in the United States, where the systen
:’he 1é;her education seemed most willing to create openings for them. in case of
e erm(;m exiles, it can be sald that they subsequently educated and deeply

uenced a whole generation of American scholars of Germarl history.!%® Simiiar
claims have been made for the unusuaily strong cohort of Britlsh post-war histo-
rlans writing on Europe and Germany in particular,13?
to?ﬁ:l;lﬁx;sécmhigré ?cholars provided aiternative historical national master narratives
e amploned in Nationai Sociaist Germany and the immediate post-war
years, Good exampies include Veit Valentin's (1885-1947) History of the Gertmas of

g S e e oy 5
eering the next rds
soclal and economic generation of historians of Germany towa

story. Valentin had been ostracised by his conservative:
312’31? aaiiissct, ﬁge"g‘a‘e; In Weimar Germany for his beiiefs in liberal democracy
able to secure am;iti ' historlcl writings on the 1848 /49 revoiution, He was only
Fleelng first to Lo or - t0€ Relch archive, from where he was dismissed in 1933
g first to London an.d fater to the United States, he was never able to secure 2

ke Vale I:iexue, and he died in Washlngton in 1947.
(1878-1964) and Eckr111 1 and a handfui of other Weimar historians, e.g, Erich Eyck
proponent of the W, iard Kehr (1902-1933), a committed democrat and outspoker
and, in 1967, he became 1ps Lo 124 Secured a post at Yaie University by 1934
Association, indj ame the first foreign-born President of the American Historics
+indlcating howstrongty integrated he was into the Amerlcan system of
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ligher education. Some of the exiied historians, like Holborn, not oniy influenced
national historical consciousness in their erstwhiie homeiands, but also played an
influential role in the academies of their host countries; they were, and consciousiy
saw themselves as, bridge-builders between different nationai traditions of histori-
ography, Hotborn, iike another emigré historian, Feiix Giibert (1905-1991),140 was
an important member of the Office of Strategic Services (OSS) in the USA, which
was an inteiligence agency but aiso an institution where schoiars from the USA
and exlied scholars from Europe learnt from each other in an extraordinary inci-
dence of cultural transfer of ideas and practices.

Hans Rosenberg’s (1904-1988) writings on Prussian history had a major impact
on German master narratives, too, He emphasised that Germany’s fallure to
establish a viabie democracy after 1919 was rooted in ionger term socio-economic
developments of the country, His anaiysis contributed in an important way to the
negative inversion of the German Sonderweg in Angio-Saxon scholarship after
1945 and in West Germany from the 1960s onwards. German émigré historians
and their American pupils aiso turned their attention to ideoiogical factors, the
Ideas which made Germany ‘deviate’ from the West and embark on a path which
dlegedly culminated in the victory of National Soclalism. They concentrated
on examining the faliure of the democratic and left-wing forces in imperial and
Welmar Germany, and, with Rosenberg, pointed to underlying socio-economic
&planations for the ‘peculiarities’ of German history.

By comparison with their German counterparts, italian historians wete far less
Successfui in rewriting the italian historical master narative 1n extle, This was
Pattly to do with the fact that nationalist interpretations of the Risorgimento had
dready been undermined and discredited in the 1900s and 1910s. Hence there
¥as much less need to revise the national histotical master narrative n italy than
there was jn Germany. Furthermore, important historians in itaiy, most notabiy
Croce, presented historical interpretations which were clearly not in line with
the historical consclousness propagated by the Fascist regime. Hence, again, there
W5 arguably fess urgency for the exlled histotians to provide alternative master
Natratlves, Satvemini, whose most important book in exile was a study of itailan
foreign policy under Fascism, was undoubtedly the single most important Itailan
Historian in exie, and, iike his German counterparts, he spent much of his time
Horking on a historlcal explanation for the victory of Fascism 1n italy -~ despite

Aving been, by training and career track, a distinguished medievalist, His exile In

¢ United States brought him to endorse a view of history asa soclal science, mc;:;
n Itaway from the traditions of intellectual history which had b:ﬁ? ;;)sggr’:;up
X aly. A fellow exile, Angelo Tasca (1892~1960), also wrote on e ot
"d the reasons for jts success whilst being in exite, Those exiles who
0CUs on Fascism in their historical work were still often influenced by their tfaxpe-

®1ce of 1t, The young Franco Venturl (1914-1994), for exampie, chose to focus
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on the European Eniightenment, because it was, for him, the counter-programme
to the barbarlty that he had experienced. The idea of freedom, as symbolised by
Enlightenment thought, was contrasted to the nationalist hubrls and the oppres-
sion of Fascist 1taly.14!

The rethinking of German national history by exiled historians from National
Soclalism was deeply interconnected with their encounter with Western and
liberal-democratic regimes and thelr political as weli as institutional practices.
it led to the formulation of the fundamental question of why the historical
development in Germany during the modern period had been so different from
the West and, in normative terms, it made historians regret the ‘pecullarities’ of
German national history. if only Germ any could have been more ‘Western', per-
haps the series of catastrophes which befe]l Germany and Europe in the twentleth
century, could have been avolded, But encounters with Western societies did not
always lead to normative and analytical reorientation of exiled historians, One of
the most prominent intellectual movements arlsing out of those scholars exiled
by the Soviet Union in the interwar period was Eurasianism, in other words the
notion that Russian history cannot be understood without taking account of its
position in between Europe and Asia, Eurasianism did not only justify Russian
meeriai ambitions, it also served as an ideology which drew strict boundaries
itect:‘:::f:tglilslsézt?tnd the West. Most Eurasianists tended to be essentiaiists when
¥ arian concepts of Russianness and most were voclferously anti
ther: , anti-democratic, antl-piuralist and antl-Western 142 In other words, whilst
o (I}lg;nnt:x;tﬁ] 11;\rt1th the West made exiles from National Socialist Gertnany wish
tha German Euor)if had been more in line with Western developments, thesame
encou tasianist exiles from the Soviet Union to emphasise positively the

e Erc:ts between Russian and Western historicai development.

Prague Be‘{“i:i:f g?ligfé historians from the Soviet Union settied mostly in Berlin,
the cas:e of %h ) e;{il ge;, Warsaw, Soffa, Paris and Harbin, but uitimately, as it
United States, was tes brom fascist regimes, North America, and in particular the
Fography 15 'I i 0 become the most important location for Soviet exile histo-
st v.vho - twar Czechoslovakla actively supported Russian and Ukralnian
g n exils m;mgted to re-establish many of the institutions of higher lear-
e o an'ised 1u Ing a Russlan university and a Russian historical society
g ts own meetings, journal and book series. However, it proved
e Y
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impossibie in Czechosiovakia to Interest a younger cohort of students In Russian
or Ukralnian history, so that no particular school of history emerged from this
exlle situation which otherwise was far more comfortable than more precarious
exlle sltuations eisewhere.!** There were, of course, other examples of nation
stales welcoming exiled scholars and providing favourable conditions for their
wotk, e.g, the Mexican state’s foundation of the Coliegio de Mexico (College
of Mexico) for those scholars who had fled Franco's Spain, or, in the context of
the prevailing anti-Bolshevism in the West, the willlngness of Western academic
institutions to provide a home for exiled scholars from the Soviet Union 1% But
all too often the exiles had to come to terms with the bitter insight that they were
not realiy wanted by their host countries, Most European states in the interwar
peiod impiemented highly restrictive immigration policles which were hostile to
those exiled by the totalltarian dictatorships, Whether the exiles were ultimately
successfully integrated into their host countries depended on a variety of factors
Including the help provided by individual colleagues and particular institutions,
and often also sheer luck.

In stark contrast to those historians who had been exiled by italian Fascism and
German National Soclalism and who sought to rethink their respective national
histories from the vantage points of 1923 and 1933 respectively, exiles from
the Soviet Union did not seek to integrate 1917 into major new interpretatlons
o national history. Russlan historians in exite by and large stuck to traditional
Russlan interpretations of nationai historical development and chose to concen-
tate on church history, Russian history as part of wider European history and on
Russlan culture and literature, Thus, for example, the national poet, PuSkin, was
the object of a considerable amount of historical writing in the interwar period.
It was aimost as if Russian exile historians were determined to ignore 1917 and its
Sgnlficance for Russian national history. 46 If they dealt with 1917, it was either
0 argue that it had been a freak accident in an otherwise progressive develop-
Ment of the empire, or to suggest that it was the direct outcome of a bureaucratic
State apparatus and a reactionary tsar unable to reform the systemm in time. But
flone of the exiled historians produced Inspiring syntheses which gave the his-
torical national master narrative a new twlst. in line with their ownl education
8 positivist historians, they were satisfied with collecting materials, sources and
Mailuscripts and they were hesitant to produce grand narratives.

the 19305 natfonal historlans from the non-Soviet Russian republics were

250 forced 10 Jeave their unlversity positions and go into exile. Many Ukrainian
bstortans settled in Poland, although the Polish authoritles remalned suspi -
taus of theyr activities, fearing that they might fuel Irredentist movements In
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Poland. The Polish authorities abolished the existing chair in Ukrainian history
at the University of L'vov (today's L'viv) for this reason, but Ukrainian scholars,
working at the universities in Krakow and Warsaw, and especially the Sevéenko
Scientific Society in L'vov, still remained of vital importance for maintaining a
tradition of historical studies on Ukraine in the interwar period. In particuiar the
publications of the historical section of the Sevenko Society formed the most
important platform for discussing Ukrainian natlonal history in this perlod.

Some of the Communist exile historians who had fled fascism and settled in
the Soviet Unlon in the 1930s and 1940s adopted the Stalin-imposed merger of
natlonalism and Marxism and produced national histories in exile which were at
once class histories and ringlng endorsements of the achievement of the natlon.
The nationalisation of Soviet historiography from the 1930s onwards was thus
spread to Eastern Europe after 1945.%47 Jézsef Réval's (1898-1959) interpretation
of the 1848 revolution in Hungary, and Johannes Robert Becher's (1891-1988)
and Georg Lukécs's (1885-1971) writings on the national history and thought of
Germany are good examples of this ‘national turn’ of European historiographies
exiled to the Soviet Union. Interpretations like theirs were to have a major impact
on the writing of natlonal history in Communist Eastern Europe after 194S.

Women in the Inter-war Historical Profession

The interwar period saw new opportunities for women in the historical profession.
Sometimes these were related to the rise of new methods and fields of historical
writing. In England, for example, many of a new generation of women historl-
ans, including Helen Cam (1885-1968), Rileen Power (1889-1940), Joan Thirsk
(1922~2013), Lillan Knowies (1870-1926), Lucy Sutherland (1863-1935) and
Lillilan Penson (1896-1963), concentrated on the rising fleld of economic and
social history.'¥® One of the most outstanding Polish female historlans of the
Interwar perlod was also an economic historlan, Nataila Gaslorowska-Grabowska
(1881-1964).1 Special women's colleges in Oxford, Cambridge and London
afforded opportunities for women historians in England. Even in National Socialist
Getmany, niche areas, such as Bast European historiography, and newly founded
institutions such as the Volksdeutsche Forschungsgemeinschaften, allowed womenl
to occupy positions on the margins of professionai history. 150 Related disciplines:
such as archaeology and Paleography, were also often more open to women than
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mainstream history. In Estonia, for example, the first woman to graduate in a
historical discipline was Martha Schiniedeheim (1896-1981) in 1924 who went
on to complete a doctorate in archaeology in 1944.)! In Romania, Maria Holban
(1901-1991), who had studied In Bucharest and Paris, was appointed a professor
of Latin paleography at the Scoala Superloard de Arhivisticd (Superior School for
Archivistics) in Bucharest in 1926.1%2 In countries where the second doctorate
(Habllitation) had been an additional hurdle, and sometimes bar, for women, the
interwar period witnessed the first women taking this hurdle. In Austria, Erna
Patzelt (1894-1987) paved the way in 1924 and was followed by Mathilde Uhlirz
(1881-1966), who passed her habilitation in 1932 and went on to complete a major
handbook on the history of Austria and its nelghbouring countries that had been
begun by her father.! In Czechoslovakla, Milada Paulové (1891-1970) followed
sult in 1928, Even if women In most cases could not climb to the height of full
professorships, professionai careers were made possible, for example, through posi-
tons that became increasingly available in libraries, In Denmark, Ellen Jorgensen
(1877-1948) became a senior librarlan at Det Kongelige Bibliotek (Royal Library)
in 1918, Overall numbers should, however, not be exaggerated: in 1928 only ten
women held full-time, permanent positions in European universities and of those,
about two thirds were located in Britain 154

Women were by no means Immune to the predominant nationalism in the
historical profession. In Germany, Selma Stern (1890~1981), developed a strong
Interest in gender history, writing on women &s historical actors in the interwat
period. However, the First World War brought forth strong sentiments of nationalism
inher, Committed to the ideal of a German-Jewlsh symbiosis, she threw herself
Into the edition of sources on Prussian-Jewish history only to be disappointed by
Germany's turn to National Soclalism, which spelt the end of her academic career
In Germany,'s5 The racist redefinition of the national master narrative in Natlonal
Soclallst Germany left no space for Jewish historfans and those who sought fo
Yphoid liberal and democratlc values.

Conclusion

n the first half of the twentleth century the two world wars marked Tespective
'8h points of historlographical nationalism in Europe. In both instances, hiStOﬂ;

ans authoritatively affirmed the natlonal historical master natratives in support o
© War efforts of their respective governments. The debates surrounding the war

Bult question of the First World War had major repercussions on interwar politics
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with the German government-sponsored campaign successfully spreading the
message of the injustice of the Versailles Peace Treaty. in the Second World War
German historians even justified ethnic cleansing and genocide within the con-
text of the Nationai Soclalist attempts to extend the borders of the German nation.
The proximity of national historiography to politics was clearly visible In many
other countries in interwar Europe, demonstrating the continuing high levels
of politicisation of national historica writlng, in particular, the newly founded
nation states on the territories of those European empires that had disintegrated
at the end of the First World War were usually keen to deploy history to underline
the legltimacy of their new-found statehood. Contested borderlands became sites
of intense struggle between different national historles in the 1920s and 1930s,
ensuring that borders were often given a high priority in national historles.

in the politically charged atmosphere of the interwar period, it does not come as
a surprise that the discipline hardiy developed in a politics-free space. Liberalism
and parliamentarism were under threat in a number of European nation states
In the 1920s and 1930s, and as we have documented above at least for some
Countries, a weakening of iiberal nationai master narratives contributed to thelt
demise into more authoritaran forms of government, Historlography was to some
extent a barometer of politicai change, reflecting and at the same time helplng t0
pave the way for such change. At the extreme ends of the political spectrum were,
on the one hand, the rise of fascist regimes to power and, on the other, the vic-
tory of Communism in the Sovlet Union. Fascism and communism signiflcantly
reshaped historica) professions in Europe and exiled many practlsing hlstotlans.
The experience of exile could, as we have seen above, result in a productive
rethinking of national historica] Master narratives, 1f Europe found itseif In ruins
in 1945, historiographicai nationaiism had to share the blame for the unprec-
edented forms of destruction of the Second World War. Would historians in the

second half of the twentieth century be wiliing and able to learn from the datk
iessons of the century’s first half?
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