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Preface

For the first time since the founding of the German Historical Institute in
1987, the topic of the 1995 Annual Lecture addressed the German Middle
Ages as perceived through American eyes. We invited two distinguished
scholarsfrom the United States and Germany, and their presentations made
this evening a truly special event.

In his lecture, Professor Patrick J. Geary traced the influence of German
medievalists, especially their methods and historjgigya on American
academia During the second half of the niteenth century, German
scholarship came to be regarded as an exemplary model, owing to its
scholarly excellence. However, within a few decades, German medieval
scholarship's function as a model for American academiagindd.
Professor Geary gave an engaging account of this development and offered
at the same time an absorbing analysis of how the perception and interpreta
tion of German medieval history by American historians were shaped by
their attempt to explain Amean history. Professddtto GerhardOexles
comment complemented this analysis with a wealth of observations centered
on the provocative question of whether there was anything at all that
American medievalists could learn from German medieval scholarship.

The desire to intensify the cooperation between American and German
medievalists led the GHI to choose this topic for the 1995 Annual Lecture.
Whereas a good deal of the Institute's research in the next years will focus
on the history of Germany and thenitéd States during the Cold War, it
remains an integral part of our agenda to encourage and support cooperation
with historians of different epochs and various historical dis®@s, ranging
chronologically from the German Middle Ages to the Cold Ward a
methodologically from political and dipheatic history to cultural and social
history. It is this broad understanding of our agenda that gave rise to the idea
that the



6 Preface

Institute could be instrumental in promoting the personal and institutional
bondsbetween American and German medievalists.

Indeed, the deepening of institutional relations ancharges between
American and German scholars during the past few years gives reason to
hope that the demise of the German Middle Ages in American historical
studies described by Profes Geary may soon be a thing of the past. Both
Professor Geary, director of the UCLA Center for Medieval and Rearais
Studies, and Professor Oexle, director of tMax Planck Institute for
History in Gottingen,have contrilnted greatly to this process through their
work. At the same time, the support of institutions like the German
Academic Exchange CoundiDAAD) and the Fulbright Commissiohoth
of which are currently enabling a considerable number of young American
gradude students to pursue their research interests in Gerirtaas/ been
essential. Within the next ten years, we will probably see the number of
American scholars working on German medieval history more than double.

Professor Geary's interest in Germany an@émman history began with
a summer course at tliRassau Goethe Instiuin 1969. He received his
doctorate in medieval studies from Yale University and has held positions at
the University of Florida and at Princeton University before he was
appointed dector of the Center for Medieval and Renaissance Studies at
UCLA in 1993. He has also served as a research fellow dfléixePlanck
Institute for History inGottingenand as a visiting professor at the University
of Vienna. Professor Geary's pubtioas include Furta Sacra, Thefts of
Relics in the Central Middle Ag€4978; 1991);Aristocracy in Provence:
The mone Basin at the Dawn of the Carolingian Ad985);Before France
and Germany: The Origins and Transformations of the Merovingian World
(1988; German translatio®ie Merowinger.Europa vorKarl dem Grol3en,
1996);Phantoms oRemembrance: Memory and Oblivion



Preface 7

at the End of the First Millemum (1994); and, most recentlyjving with
the Dead in the Middle Ag€$994).

ProfessoOtto GerhardDexlestudied inFreiburg,Cologne, and Poitiers.
After completing hisHabilitation in medieval studies at the University of
Minster,he served aa visiting professor at Tel Aviv University. He also
held a position at the University ddannoverbefore he was ppointed
director of theMax Planck Institute for History irGoéttingen. Professor
Oexle has written extensively on medieval social history and medieval
mentalities as well as on the perception of the Middle Ages in modern
times. Most recently, he has edite book orMemoriaals Kultur (1995).

Another fascinating subject, filmagination, Ritual, Memory,
Historiography. Conceptions of the Past in the Middle Agesll be the
topic of a conference of German and American medievalists to be convened
by Patrick &ary, JohannesFried, and Gerd Althoff in Heidelbergin
September 1996. The demence will be sponsored by the German
Historical Institute. In September 1997, the Institute will also support a
symposium on the history of medieval universities in WasbimgD.C.,
organzed by ProfessorgirgenMiethke and William J. Courtenay. The
stimulating presentations given by Professors Geary and Oexle on the
occasion of the German Historical Institute's 1995 Annual Lecture are thus
part of a sustained endeavorremew interest in the German Middle Ages
for the benefit of scholars and the interested public on both sides of the
Atlantic.

Washington, D.C. DetlefJunker
July 1996






Medieval Germany in America

Patrick J. Geary

Do Americans have anything to teafrom the history of Germany in the
Middle Ages? If one looks to the professional study of history in America
for an answer, it would appear that for American medievalists, the answer is
fivery littleo According to the American Historical Associatien
membership records, there are today some 928 historians in the United
States who indicate that their primary area of research and teaching is
medieval history. Of this number, only 14, or 1.5 percent, consider Germany
their primary area of research. Howevitlese statistics are misleading. The
number of American medieval historians who are actively engaged in
research and publishing in medieval German history is actually much
smaller. | would estimate that there are probably not more than-ddh.

At American universities, the history of Germany prior to the Reformation
holds almost no place in the educational cutasu Within American
society at large, when sociologists, political scientists, and humanists
examine the distant past of our modem dgcithey look to England and
France to understand the world from which America sprang. When they
explore parallels and patterns in traditional Europe, they likewise avoid
Germanspeaking lands almost entirely. Moreover, when Americans look for
models of hav to study this deep past of our common heritage, few if any
rely on the centuriesld tradition of German historical studies but rather
turn almost exclusively to the English and French historical traditions. This
situation is beginning to change, thamgpatient work on both sides of the
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Atlantic.' Yet how this situation came to be says much, not only about
medieval Germany in America but about the at times tortured relationship
between German and American intellectual traditions during the past
centuy.

This lack of interest in medieval Germany stands in sharp contrast to the
state of historical studies a century ago. Medieval German history and
German scholarship played a major role in the creation of modem historical
studies in this country in the @nd half of the nineteenth century. For the
first generations of scholars of historical studies, German history was
deemed an essential part of the training, not only of medievalists but of all
historians. No better qualifications could be imagined tbarmave studied in
the great medieval seminars of Germany or to have bekfitarbeiter
(fellow) with the Monumenta Germaniae Historica, the great center of
medieval German history. The founders of the professional study of history
in America had largely tan trained in Leipzig, Berlin, andeidelberg,and
the twin German disciplines of medieval history and philology were
particularly significant in this process, first at the University of Michigan
and Harvard University, then especially at Johns Kiwp Unversityds
Seminar in History and Politics, which is widely considered to be the
founding institution of the profe®nal study of history in this countfy.
Although not primarily

! For an excellent survey of the historiography of medieval Germany in the United
States and Great Britain that concentrates more on théAsm#d War | period tha
does this paper, see Edward Pet&kore Trouble With Henry: The Historiography of
Medieval Germany in the Angloliteta World, 188819950 Central European History
28(1995): 4772.

2 Ernst Schulin, iGerman and American Historiography in the Nineteeaiid
Twentieth Centuries,in An Interrupted Pda: Germanspeaking Refugee Historians in
the United States aftef933 ed. Hartmut Lehmanrand James J. Sheehan (New York,
1991), 13, n. 8. On early medieval scholarship in America in generataeeRudolf
Guggis
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medievalists, these scholars had learned the histeremaft in seninars
dedicated to medieval Germany, and they brought both the method and the
subject home with them.

The enthusiasm for medieval German history was, however, short lived.
In other areas of German history, especially the Reformation period and the
ninete@th and twentieth centuries, Americans have made major and
ongoing contributions to our understanding of Germany and to Gedmans
understanding of their own past. In medieval history, this has seldom been
the case. Medieval German history is even today imalr¢p the university
curricula of most American universities; interpretations of Germany before
the sixteenth century hardly intrude on the thought of a wider circle of
intellectuals. Moreover, interpréians of medieval German history by
Americans se&lom, if ever, have a serious impact on Gerrbans
understanding of their past. How is one to understand this decline, and how,
if at all, should it be rectified? In other words, why did differing generations
of Americans justify the study of medieval Gernfastory in this country,
and why was this study abandoned? These are the questions that | would like
to address here, offering two ways of understanding the premature death of
German medieval history in America and suggesting some ways in which
the situatbon may or perhaps should be reversed to the mutual advantage of
both societies.

berg,Das europischeMittelalter im amerikanischen Geschichtsdenken t&sind des
frhen 20. Jahrhunderts(Basel, 1964)SeeCharles Kendall Adaniedescription of the
early seminar at the Univ. of Michigan in W. Stdbblt, ed., Historical Sholarship inthe
United States, 1878901: As Revealed in the Correspondence of Herbert B. Adams
(Baltimore, 1938), 7830. On the early years of the Hopkins SeminaHistory and
Politics, see Marvin E. Gettlemard., The Johns Hopkins University Sey of
History and Politics: The Records of an Ameridaducational Institution, 187471912.5

vols. (New York, 1987), esp. vol. I,iixi and 3 82.
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The first explanation for the rapid decline in interest in the German
Middle Ages in American academe is fairly straightfard and superficially
convincing. Medieval Germanwas essdral in American universities until
the first decades of this century, but the &wrman atmosphere of World
War | ended that trend along with interest in all things German. In other
areas of German studies, interest in Germany revived atlgrieat wave of
refugee scholars from Germany and Austria in the 1930s. However, because
the medieval historians who arrived in the United States as refugees from
Germany in the 1930s were cultural or intellectual historians and had never
taught or reseahed German history as such in this country, this period of
German history did not undergo the same renewal that later German history
has. In sum, according to this line of argum&ata the aftermath of the two
wars, combined with Americaasvell known and lamentable ignorance of
foreign languages, especially German, has meant that medieval German
history has never recovered in the United States.

There is much that is true, although partial, in this version of the story.
German history in general and nmghl history in particular did enjoy a
privileged place in the birth of scientific history in the United States. In the
last quarter of the nineteenth century, German scholarship was venerated in
progressive Amecian institutions such as Johns Hopkinghes pinnacle of
scientific study, and universities and colleges eagerly sought German or
Germantrained professors while trying to emulate German seminar
methods. The historian most closely associated with Johns Hopkins in those
years, Herbert Baxter Adanhad obtained his doctorate in Heidelberg.
Columbia University

% Later he recalled the profound impression ®atnhardErdmanndorfferés (1833
1901) medieval historyesninar onOtto of Freising had made on him. In the 1880s,
Adams even advised a prospectsteident in Dresden not to abandon his studies in
Germany for the



Medieval Germany in America 13

appointed a German, Franciseber, professor of history and political
science’ In 1884 Harvard hired a young German, Kufrancke,who had
spent two years working in the Maments Gerraniae Historica as its
professor of German history and literattireikewise, Bryn Mawr, the
womerts college most closely connected with the Johns Hopkins Seminar,
imported the medievalist and Low German philologigjathe Laschto
instruct its students.

However, in the course of little more than a generation, this German
tradition and the scholars who practiced it fell into ill repute and oblivion in
North America. German history in general and medieval German history in
particular were deemed of littlealue to Americans, especially when such
studies were in the hands of Germans or Gerireaned Americans. Charles
Homer Haskins, Ameriéa greatest medievalist of the early twentieth
century and himself a product of the Hopkins Seminar, wrote in 1923 that
many phases of German history needeéxa&mination and noted that
American scholars of his generation were making important contributions, in
part because, unlike their predecessors, they were not exclusively trained in
Germany. By the 1930s, few Americghistorians knew any

more filimited privileged of studying with him in Baltimore. Gettiean, ed.,Hopkins
University Senmary, vol. 1, 13.

* Schulin,fiGerman and American Historiograpby4.

> See his autobiography, Kuancke Deutsche Arbeiin Amerika(Leipzig, 1930),
2, where he explains that his charge was to interpret his position as instructor in German
fin the widest sense, ... that is, to interpret it as a caollederm for political, social,
intellectual, and artistic phenomena of German histosyjnstructional duty was them
essence, in the service of German cultural hisiory.

® Robert Peters and TimotHyodmann, edsAgathe LaschAusgevihlte Schriften
zur niederdeutschen PhilologiBleumiinster1979), ix

" fiScholars [of German history] of the present generation have asetiinore that
is independent than did their predecessors, who were
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thing about the practice of medieval history in Germany, and fewer still were
engaged in the study of Germany in the period before the Reformation. In
1934, when C. W. David wrote an account of medieval history in America
from 184 to 1934, apart from vague references to the teaching of German
history, he could cite only one American engaged in writing German history.
That was Jame@/estfall Thompson, whos€&eudal Germanyadappeared

in 19282 What had intervened most obvioustf,course, was World War |,
with its concomitant aniGerman sentiment that so profoundly affected
every area of America@erman social and cultural interactions.

The Great War was certainly devastating to the intellectual relationship
between nascent Anmiean and established German scholarship, and the
devastation worked itself out on the personal as well as the intellectual level.
German emigrant communities and German cultural organizations at every
level suffered ostracism, hostility, and occasionallerioe that has left
enduring wounds. Some German scholars such as Krarcke,who had
become an American citizen, although not blind tofibvee grave defect of
imperial Germany: the arrogance and overbearing of the military and
bureaucratic clas®, remained a loyal supporter of his fatherland even while
refusing to support active pi@erman intervention or organized protests by
GemanAmericans. This earned him increasing opprobrium from both
sides. When the United States actually entered the war, he

more exclusely trained in Germany, and the war has compelled thexaenination of
many phases of German history, esgel v t he more recent. o Char
AEur opean Hi st ory anAmeridan&istoricabRevie®8 (1923):ar s hi p,
219 220.

8 C. W. David, fiAmerican Historiography of the Middle Ages, 1889340
SpeculunmiO (1935): 126137.

® Kuno Francke A German Americals Confession of FaitfNew York, 1915), 14.
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resigned his professorship, closed the German Museum at Harvard that he
had founded, and retired from public life until 1920. He then reopened the
German Museum but never returned to his Harvard professoFshipcke,

with powerful support from Harvaéd administration, was fortunate in his
ability to survive the war with only minor personal affronts and problems.

Some German scholars in America met with much greater problems.
Consider the case of ProfessAgathe Lasch(18791942), a brilliant
medieval philologist and expert on Low German dialects. She began
teaching at Bryn Mawr in 1910, and by 1916 was promoted to the position
of associate professor. As af@erman sentiment rose in America, the
college was not a particularly comfortable institutioor iGermarborn
scholars. Its president, the charismatic M. Carey Thomas, herself a dynamic
figure in American feminist education, had studied Germanic philology in
Germany. At Bryn Mawr, she continued and encouraged the German
philological tradition, justs Herbert Baxter Adams sought to transplant the
John Hopkins tradition of Germanodeled scholarship to its history and
political science courses. Bryn Mawr students were even required to study
German as a prerequisite for graduation. It was under tituemte that she
recruited and initially supported the youAgathe Lasch.

However, as America moved closer to war, Thamassennhent toward
Germany became more pronounced and, according to one biogramdrer,
long-standing antipathy to the Germans edédharpness to her attitude and
led her during the war to act with regrettable harshness towards any
Germans who had the misfortune to cross her @athhere is no evidence
that she treated.asch with anything but respect, however, the college
abolishedhe requirement of German language and replaced it

% Finch,Carey Thomas of Bryn MawiNew York,1947), 295.
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with Spanish or Italian. Feeling increasingly alienated in this hostile
environment, when the prospect of war became ingetdaschresigned

her position and returned to Germany. There she amdirher work in
philology, specifically dialectology, and eventually obtained a professorship
in Hamburg. But the story, unfortunately, does not end there, because
Agathe Lasctwas Jewish. In the deteriorating atmosphere of Germany, she
attempted to renewer contacts at Bryn Mawr in an increasingly urgent
attempt to escape the growing Nazi menace. In 1933 she lost her chair and,
both through colleagues and directly, appealed to the president of Bryn
Mawr for assistance in finding a post. However, the atadeorld that had

once welcomed her had changed. By the 1930s a friebdsoh,attempting

to find her a position in the United States,swald that Bryn Mawr hada

full professor in German Philology, and very few graduate student®'h it.

No one needd a German philologist, partieuly, the letter suggested, a
woman. Eventually, the possibility of escape disappeared entirely. She was
deported in 1937 and died in a concentration camp in 1942.

Between the wars, little attention was given to Germartotyis
particularly medieval German history, in the United States. For the entire
period between the founding of the Mexdal Academy of America in 1926
and 1940, a single article on German history appeared in its journal,
Speculumand this was ofOttoka Il of Bohemia and the Double Election
of 1257.0 Actually, even this topic was of interest to American medievalists
not because of its significance to German history but rather because one of
the rival emperors elected in 1257 was Richard, Earl of Colrifval

1 Unsigned letter to M. Richter Johter dated June 17, 1938, Briytawr College
Archives.

12 F. R. Lewis, fiOttokar 1l of Bohemia and the Double Election of 1263peculum
12 (1937): 51P515.
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The influx of refugee historians from Germany and Austria transformed
and revitalized interest in modern German history but not in mediéval.
Scholars who did manage to obtain fiosis in the United States during the
1930s did not do much to chga American hostility toward and ignorance
of medieval Germany. Although a number of important medievalists figured
among them, fromErnst Kantorowicz to Gerhard Ladner, Theaor E.
Mommsen, andStephanKuttner, to the philologist&Konstantin Reichardt
and Erich Auerbach,the kind of scholahip these intellectual leaders
pursued in America avoided German history and culture for the most part in
favor of church history and intellectual and cultural history of the European
civilization. The students of thegefugees, who have had such a prominent
place in medieval studies in America in the past decades, were thus from the
start not German historians but historians of European cultural history. In a
recent article on the two giants of this tradition, Kantoca and Mommsen,
Robert Lerner, a specialist on medieval religious history, lists the
distinguished students whom Mommsen produced. They include a
numismatist, a canon lawyer, a historian of Spanish and French institutions,
two Italianists, a church higtan, and a paleogpaier. None have devoted
their careers to the study of Germany or Gerspeaking lands

13 See the remarkable series of essays in Lehmann/SheehaAnddterrupted Past.

14 Robert E. Lerner, "Ernst Kantorowicz and Theodor E. Mommsen," in
Lehmann/Sheehareds., An Interrupted Past203 204. Among those who earned a
doctorate at Princeton University after working entirely or substantially with Mommsen
are Howard Adelson of GjtCollegein New York, Robert Benson of UCLA, Thomas
Bisson of Harvard, William Bowsky of UC at Davis, Gene Brucker of UC at Berkeley,
and Norman Cantor of NYU; among those who studied with him at Cornell (where he
taught for only two years before his d@aare Karl
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However, although the foregoing account of the decline of German
medieval history in the United States is not entirely incorrect, it would be
superficial and misleading to suggest that the repudiation of German history
was simply the result of the animosities of two destructive wars and the
fortuitous research interests of refugee medievalists. A more accurate
analysis suggests that from the slayf Adams, Americans have had an
ambivalent attitude toward the dominant tradition of German historiography,
which the war experience only allowed to emerge more explicitly. Likewise,
the aspects of medieval German history most appreciated by these @&meric
scholars did not represent the mainstream of late nineteentbry German
scholarship. American historians from Adams on were more interested in
using aspects of the German past as developed by German medievalists as
explanatory models for American story than to come to terms with
German history per se. Moreover, among those Americans who really
understood and appreciated the dynamism of historical discourse within the
German historical community, sympathies were largely with the broad,
integrative @proach to German history represented by Karl Lamprecht, not
with the mainstream of German political historians representeGduyrg
von Below”Since, by the end of the World War |,

Morrison of Rutgers, William Percy ohé University of Massachusetts Baiston, and
Richard Rouse of UCLA.

15 As early as 189Earle Wilbur Dow, a historian at the University of Michigan who
had studied briefly in Leipzig in 18%d again irll897, published a long and generally
favorable discussion of Lgmnechts Deutsche GeschichtéFeatures of the New History:
Aproposof Lamprechis dDeutsche Geschichie American Historical Revie\8 (1898:

4311 448 Dow showed a great familiarity with Lagrecht's work and the debate that it
had engendered both within and beyond the German intellectual world& Dow
enthusiasm for a history that encompastge activities of man as a social being;
political phenomena are neither the only facts to be coa®d, nor the state the
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Lamprechis work came to a dead end in Germany, the Asaerinteresin
Lamprechds cultural history and Americadprogressive acceptance of the
sociological traditions oMax Weberput them even further from the spirit
of WeimarGerman medievalism.

Americans who studied in Germany did not necessarily come away with
a love of the German approach to teaching and schloip, even if they
recognized the importance of its intellectual rigor. M. Carey Thomas, for
example, had studied Anglo Saxon, Gothic, Old High German, and Middle
High German at Leig, although she bridd under what she considered her
instructor® excessive glorification of old Germanic languages over her
native English. However, she persevered until the minister of education for
Saxony disallowed her and other women students studying with liberal
profesors to enroll for doctoral degrees. Disgusted by this refusal, she
transferred to Zurich, where she received her Ph.D. summa cum laude in
1882.

As a result of her experience in Europe, Thomas held an ambivalent
attitude toward German scholarship sharedother American scholars of
her generation, male and female alike. On the one hand, she recognized the
superiority of German philogical studies and the necessity of acquiring a
German or Germaastyle education in order to achieve recognition in her
field. On the other hand, she deeply resefitedbarous

element for which alone all others existnd which promises$scientiic conclusione
(448) was in many ways typical of ptgar Americanhistorians. On Lamprecht, see
Roger ChickeringKarl Lamprech. A German Academic Lif@.856i 1915)(New Jersey,
1993.

It is all too easy to present a caricaturezo Below as a political historian opposed
to the transformation of history into a social scienEer a much more balanced
appreciation, se®©tto GerhardOexle, "Ein politischer Hstoriker. Georg vonBelow
(1858 1927)," in DeutscheGeschichtswissenschatfim 1900 ed. Notker Hammerstein
(Stuttgart, 1988)283 312
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Germany and the treatment she had received there and the superior attitude
of German scholars and officidfSLikewise, for all his talk of the German
seminar system and his praise of the Germanmewsity, Herbert Baxter
Adams did not and did not intend to introduce that system as such into Johns
Hopkins, nor did he hold German historical methods in awe. As early as
1887 he wrote td-redericBancroft.ll have long cherished the notion that
our Ameican students devote too exclusive attention to Germany in their
foreign studyy explaining that only an older brotlierhesitations about
French morals had prevented him from following his original plan to study
in Paris'’ Although the inspiration for aofmat in which students rather than
professors presented their work certainly came from his German experience,
he had no illusion that he could replicate the experience of a German
seminar in Baltimore, nor did he consider such an end even desiiahée:
severe method of the German Seminary will never do here where the
instructors are young and not as well able to criticize the work as the man
who wrote the paper, except as to literary farhe is reported to have said
in the Hopkins SeminariiCriticism here is private between pupil and
instructor and we all take pains to profit by such criticism. Americans have
better notions of refined criticism than the Germans, whose method is brutal.
Criticism, not trampling, is valuablg®

Not only was the pioneeringeneration not prepared to rejalie German
scholarly methods, as James Sheehan has notefiiGbunan influencen
American history did not produce much American intenestGerman
history. American historians turned to Germany in order to discover the
intellectual tools and institutional basis with which to create their own
national

®Finch,Carey Thomas120.
" Holt, Historical Scholarship99.
18 Gettleman, edHopkins University Seminaryol.1, May 8, 1884 3.
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history™® The first great impulse toward German history was inextricably
combined with the Aryan racist theories of fi@garwinism commonly
referred to as the Teutonic gims thesis. This idea, developing first in
German Romantic historiography and then picked up and amplified by
British liberal historians, argued that primitive Germanic society was the
source of first German, then Ang&axon, and finally American politd
institutions and liberties. America, and especially Ar§xon America,
was thus the culmination of Germanic racial evolution.

Herbert Baxter Adams was the major proponent of this thesis in the
United States, although it was far from original with him the 1870s he
had gone to Berlin to study political science whthinrich vonTreitschke,
ErnstCurtius, andHermann Grimmand then moved tbleidelbergin 1875
to study withJohannCaspar Bluntschli. He also attended lectureEdaard
A. Winkelmannon historical methodology and medieval histgraphy. His
experience in medieval history was a secondary aspect of his studies but
proved to be particularly influential to him later. In 1884 he described his
experience in théleidelbergseminaries (semingy of Professors Bluntschli
and BernhardErdmannsdorffer. The former was his primary professor, but
the latteés seminar orOtto of Freising'sGesta Frederici imperatoriseems
to have most profoundly affected the young American. He recalled that the
semhar met once a week in Erdmannsdorffer's home. Each student had a
copy of the text, and each week a different member of the seminar translated
and commentedin the light of parallel citations from other authors
belonging to Bishop Otfis time, who are tbe found in the folio edition of
PertZs Monumenta Germaniae Historitfd.

¥ ehmann/Sheehan, edan Interrupted Pasb.
20 Herbert B. AdamsMethods of Historical Stugylohns Hopkins University Studies
in Historical and Political Science Il, nak 2 (Baltimore, 1884), 65%8.
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He further explained that:

subjects of the discussion and for special inquiry arose at every meeting, and the
Professor often assigned such subjects toinléviduals moreinterested, for
investigation and report. One such topic was the origin of the Italian communes,
whether they were of Roman or of Germanic origin. An American student [Adams
himself] undertook to defend the Roman origins based owdinke of M. Frargois
Guizot®

Erdmannsdoérffer sent him instead to read Kam Hegets Geschichte der
Stidteverfassungon Italien®” and Georg Ludwig vorMaureis Geschichte
der Stddteverfassung in DeutschlaficHegel, the son of the philosopher,
student of theGottingen and later Heidelberg professor and Frankfurt
parliamentarianGeorg Gervinus, and a collaborator in the Monumenta
Germaniae Hitorica, was a devote@ermanist.In his History of Italian
Communeshe had written that the foundation of the Italian republics was
purely Germanic with only a light patina of Roman tradifibridams,
smarting from the humiliation of being criticized for having defended the
French Guizas Romarst thesis in the seminar (perhaps the origin of his
sense of thébrutalityo of the Germa method), immediately warmed to this
theory of the Germanic origins of urban freedom, not only in Italy but in
England and in the English colonies, a thesis he

21 Frargois Guizot,Histoire des origines du gouvernement representatif en Europe
(Brussels, 1851).

22 Karl von Hegel, Geschichte deiStddteverfassungon ltalien seit der Zeit der
rémischenHerrchaft bis zum Ausgang deswélten Jahrhunderts.2 vols. (Leipzig,
1846).

3 Georg Ludwig von Marer, Geschichte der StadteverfasstingDeutschand. 4
vols. (Erlangen1869 71).

4 On Karl von Hegeland the place of his historical work in tpelitics of mid
nineteentkcentury Germany, see Alexander Deisenrdifeutsches Mittelalter und
deutsche Gesdathtswissenschaft iml9. Jahrhundet, Reihe der Forschungedl
(Rheinfelden, 1983), 13337.
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found supported in Henry Mait®Village Communitie§® Adams claimed
thatfithat line of investigation has occupied the American student ever since
1876, and the present work of the historical seminary at the Johns Hopkins
University is to some extent the outgrowth of the germ brought to Baltimore
from theHeidelbergseminaryd®

The proponents adhe newfiscientificd history generated their own racist
myth of German history through a selective andodied reading of German
history and philology. Not really intested in German history but only in
ATeutonic germ3that would reappear in Engligind American institutions,
their exaltation of German history was in inverse proportion to their
understanding of it. We must note that neither Adams nor his students in
America had any interest in doing independent research on Germanic
institutions. Hisown The Germanic Origin of New England Towhdraws
on a few passages in Taci@si$isermaniaand his own wanderings in the
Odenwaldacross théleckarfrom Heidelbergrather than on serious research
with primary sources. He appeals fthe labors of those pant German
specialists,yon Maurer,Hanssen, MeitzeriNasseand Georg Waitz, who
have shown in the early Constitutional History of Germany the same
organizing power as Canon Stubbs has exercised in writing the
Constitutional History of England,who firs proved thatfithe tree of
English liberty certainly roots in German soff.

*See Adamsd6 earlier t el iCoopegatioo in Urtivergty st or vy
Work,0 which appeared at the end of fiilse Germanicrigin of New England Towns
Johns Hopkins University Studies in Historical and Political Science Il (Baltimore,
1882), 40.

26 Adams,Methods of Historical Stug7.

%’ See note 25.

28 Adams,Germanic Origin of New England Towrid.
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Adamg original experience with the theory of Germanic origins
encountered iteidelbergwas developed and expanded by his contact with
the English liberal historians, who wené anything, even more racist in
their use of the Germanic origins tradition than were its original German
proponents. Chief among these was the English historian Edward Augustus
Freeman (1823®2), amateur historian, racial polemicist, and regius
profeser at Oxford. In time, Adams and his students moved away from this
causative model of American origins.

The germ theory died a slow death, even after its attack by American
historians such as Frederick Jackson Turner andewaliits like Harvarg
Henry Adams?® It continued to be e®used by Germans, including
Friedrich Wilhelm EduardKeutgen (18611925), a close friend o¥on
Below and historian of urban constitutional history to whom Johns Hopkins
offered a permanent position. Keutgen only spent tlaeemic year 1904
05 at Johns Hopkins and declined to remain in the United States. He did,
however, write an article that appeared that year in the annual report of the
American Historical Association, entitlg®Dn the Necessity in America of
the Study of e Early History of Modern European Natianghat
proclaimed thefvigor and importance of the Germanic race for the
development of modern democracy and cultife.

Three years later, Jam¥&¢estfall Thompson, professor of history at the
University of Chicag and the first American to devote a considerable
amount of his scholarly energies to German history, quoted extensively from
Keutgeris article on the

2 0On Henry Adams and the germ theory, see GuggisiPas europiischeMittelalter, 65i
76.

% Cited in the minutes of thAnnual Meeting of the AmericaHistorical Association, April
1904,American Historical Revied0 (1905): 502.
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second page of hiReference Studies in Medieval Histoapibliography of
medieval historical works:

Vulgarly described as barbarians though you find them, they possessed cultural
conceptions of their own and institutions of #teongest vitality, allowing of the
richest further evolutionThey implanted in the Roman soil political institutions
which wee their very own. They brought with them primitive but elastic systems
of civil and criminal law and of legal procedure, and likewise@wnomic system,
novel methods of land tenure and agriculture. Their constitutional and legal
systems, moreover, wereased onconceptions or convictions fundamentally
distinct from anything Roman, but furnishing the main root out of which the most
modern democratic institutions have sprtng.

Only World War | could effectively end the open espousal of the germ
theory.

The 1923 edition oReference Studies in Medieval Histangicates the
shift in American attitudes toward the Germans that had taken place in the
intervening fourteen years. Although Thompson did not abandon the citation
from Keutgen, in the second editioh his book it had been moved to page
xxv of the introduction and was preceded by a quotation fithra great
French scholar &an, in a notable protest against thaligr of German
rationalisngé .0** The subsection orfiBarbarian Races of Europehad
enirely disappeared and was replaced with the less controveéiBi
Barbarian Worldd Germany appantly was no longer the unambiguous
source of democracy.

But if, in the aftermath of World War |, one did not study German history
in order to recognizeithe main root out of which the most modern
democratic institutions have spruag,

3 JamesWestfall Thompson Reference Studies in Medieval Hist¢Ghicago,1907; 2d ed.
1914), 2.

% JamesWestfall Thompson,Reference Studies in Medieval Historgv. and enl. ed.
(Chicago, 192B824), pt. 1, xxv
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then why should an American be interested in medievam&ey? By the
1920s, the germ theory was replaced by the Turner thesis, which taught that
American civilization, far from being a replication in the New World of
Aryan or any other stitutional, social, or cultural traditions, was the unique
product of the frontie?* It was the westward expansion that created a new
civilization in the New Worlda thesis that Thompson was as ready to adopt
in the service of German medieval history in America as he had been with
the older. Thompsde new justiication, which he elaborated in higudal
Germany paralleled the Turner thesis just as clearly as pmewar
justification had echoed the germ theory. This time, it was not Keutgen but
Lamprecht whom he quoted to justify attention to medieval Gernidihe

great deed of the German people in the Middle Ages was the recovery of
three fifths of modern Germgrfrom the Slav& Thompson goes on tway

that:

The wars in Italy and along the French border, or even the Crusades never diverted
the eyes of the German people away fiibia great territory beyond the Elbe and

the Inn which their forebears had once dwel and ruled over. The deep
determina

% 0On Turneds role in the attack on the Germanic germ theory as developed by
Freeman, see Robert Eerner,iiTurnerand the Revolt Against E. A. FreemaAyrizona
and the Wes5b (1963), 101108 cited in Gettleman, edHopkins University Seminary
vol. 1, 26. One must also wonder about the extent to which Turner may have drawn upon
German studies of thBrang nach Oste for his thesis, perhaps in the same wiagt
Adams had drawn upon German racial theories, although his own frontier experience
and extensive studies of the fur trade were more significant. Turner was in contact with
Karl Lamprecht, who wrote him two yes after the publication of his paper on the
frontier to say that he had founth strong similarity in many respects with our
colonizing pioneers. Quoted in Ray Allen Billingpn, The Genesis of the Frontier
Thesis: A Study in Historical Creativi($an Marino, Calif., 1971), 173.
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tion in the hearts of the German people to recover these lands from the Slavs, the
resolute, though often ruthlessy in which the event was achieved, is one of the
most stirring stories in the annals of histaryThe only thing comparable to this
achievenent in modem annals is the history of the expansion of the American
people westward from the Atlantic seaboard overAleghanies[sic|, down the
rivers and across the great plains. In both instances tHewas the work of the
common people andhdependent of governmental initiative, the work of the
pioneer and the settler subjugating the forest with the ax, the fieldsheiglow,

and driving the Slav or redman, as the case may be, before him by \nesprm
arms. What the New West meantyioung America that the New East meant to
medieval German¥.

The whole second volume of Thomp&erbook was devoted to this
eastward expansion, which he saw as the culmination of medieval German
history. An outdatedacist justification for the study of German history had
been replaced by a more modern dtehe eastward expansion of Germany
may well have been one of the most salient characteristics of medieval
German history. Robert Bartlé&tt recent comparative sty of European
expansion on the Slavic, Celtic, and Islamic frontiers suggests that it was
characteristic of much of Europ®.However, the way that Thompson
presented and glorified this expansion was more in step Wigmar
Ostforschungthan anyone todayould accept. Nevertheless, his work
received scant praise in Germany. In his review of Thongsweark in the
HistorischeZeitschift,

¥ ThompsonFeudal Germany2 vols. (New York, 1928;apr. 1962),vol. 1, xviii.

% 0On German scholarship on eastern Europe between the waGessAlthoff,
"Die Beurteilung der mittelalterlichen Ostpolitik als Rdigmma fir =zitgebundene
Geschichtsbewerturgin Die Deutschen und ihr MittelaltgiDarmstadt1992), 147164
and notes 2I®17.

% Robert Bartlett,The Making of Europe: Conquest Colonization, a@dltural
Change 9501 1350(London, 1993).
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while lauding Thompsais attempt to write German history for an American
public, BernhardSchmeidler, whom Thompadiad singled out for thanks in

his preface, found the bodgkuckstnd[ig] 0 (out of date), the volume on the
expansion even more so than the first volume. But beyond the usual
criticisms of the Americais ignorance of the latest bibliography and his
adherace to outdated theses, Schmeidler was particularly unhappy with
Thompsoids characterization of the emperor FrederlBarbarossaas a
tyrant and a disaster for Germany and also with his sharp attack on modern
German historians, whose preoccupation Wi#isergeschichtbe saw asa
laudation of Hohenzollern pretorianigim.Thompson, while willing to
compare German expansion with the American West or taatbarll asa
fistate righté man who would have stood with John C. Calhoun in the
America of 1850, wawery sensitive to the excessive interest of German
historians in Italianpolicy and the resulting failurgito appreciate the
enormous significance of the interior changes in Germany, in ideas and
especially in institutions®”

Within Germany, Thompson wadeeply interested in enomic and
cultural history, as his praise of Karl Nitzsch and Lamprecht indicates. For
him, the development of German feudal institutions Vi&® product of
social and economic conditions played upon by political purpd8es.
Although years later Thompson was sharply critical of both these scholars,
particularly of Lampreclitvho, Thompson saidjin his attempt to make a
science of history he had betrayed history and had ceased to be an
historiar®®% he continued to support their

¥ Thompsonfeudal Germay, vol. 1, 320.

8 bid., 321.

39 JamesWestfall Thompson and Bernard Blolm, A History of Historical Writing.
Vol. Il: The Eighteenth and Nineteenth Centufldsw York, 1942)427.



Medieval Germany in America 29

fundamental insights into the economic and structural undengs of
history in opposition to traditional political history. Nitzsch, he wrote,
finever received the credit he deserveihice he challenged both liberalism
and idealisn® Of Lamprecht, he vate that in opposition to the Rankian
narrative,AiLamprechés query required a genetic treatment of society as a
whole in order to determine its psychic consciousness, or, as modern
sociologists would say, its behavior patterns.... Lampéeddute critism

had struck home!*

It may be this tendency to turn away from internal political history and
toward social and economic conditions that, more than anythingneise,
have discouraged other Americans from pursuing German history, or
Germans from apprediag the efforts of American medievalists. Most
German medievalists rejected tWéeimar state system, and their nostalgia
for the Hohenzollern drove them further into the kind of political history that
American scholars, with their interest in the relasinp between cultural,
economic, and social factors, found increasingly arid. The mutual bitterness
of the war experience onipadethe growing rift between types of historical
enterprise, indeed conceptions of history, all the more intense.

If the generabn of émigré historians did not revitalize mexlial German
history, the reason can be found within the historical issues of the German
intellectual world from which they came. One, Kantorowicz, had indeed
written the immensely popular but controversimgoaphy of Frederick If?

In America, however, he not only repudiated his earlier work but confined
himself largely to the study of pdfuropean phenomea. Theodor E.
Mommesen, although trained in the Monumenta

“lbid., 421.
*bid., 425
“2 Ernst KantorowiczKaiser Friedrich dg Zweite(Berlin, 1927).
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tradition and the editor dfalienische Anndekten zur Reichsgschichte des

14. Jahrhunderts was uneasy about the prevailing German tradition of
textual edition rather than interpretation and devoted himself to the history
of ideas after his departure from Germ&hfoth scholars werenia way,
typical of theémigré medievalists. Whilemigré modem historians focused

on German history in order to understand what went wrong in Gedmany
recent past, medievalists abandoned Germanogether for a broader view

of prenational or prenationalist European culture and unity. German
history became largely irrelevant to them and their students.

Because Germans would not ask the kind of sociological and economic
guestions that interested Americans or the French, and because Americans,
even thosdrained by Germadmigrés, would not research the particularities
of Germany, the gap that opened at the turn of the century continued to
widen. German history in America has largely meanthpstory of the Nazi
period. If medievalists have had differeagendasthey have had to pursue
them on different terrains.

Can we learn anything about this past that will be ofveslee for the
future? First, the experiences of the germ theory and the interpretations of
the eastward expansion should warn us ntidk to German history to find
easy parallels to our own. If we Americans are to take German history
seriously, we must be producers, not simply consumers. Second, if
American scholars are to devote themselves seriously to the study of
German history, imust be done in a way that respects the integrity of the
subject. The history of Germany is more thdearstudiento Holocaust
history and must be accepted as such. Finally, Americans who study German
history cannot try to do so astlieywere Germans. Whve in a different
culture that begs different questions and arrives at different kinds of
answers.

3 Lerner, "ErnsKantorowicz andrheodorE. Mommsen," 20i1202.
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Until we can free ourselves from the burden of the past century of American
approaches to medieval Germany, we will be doomed not only to cultural
isolaton but to irrelevance, boih this country and in Germany



Was There Anything to Learn?
American Historians and German Medieval
Scholarship: A Comment

Otto Gerhard Oexle

Patrick Geargs penetrating analysis brings out the specific connections
betweenAmerican medievalists and the German Middle Ages as well as
between American historians and German medieval scholarship. There is
much food for thought in his discussion for a German historian. What is
more, Geary takes into account the central idea efdifferent ways in
which the Middle Ages have been interpreted over time. In other words, he
considers the manner in which historical models are shaped by the thinking
and perceptions of different generations.

It is remarkable that the question of wher something can be learned at all
from German medieval scholarship was positively answered by American
medievalists at the end of the nineteenth and beginning of the twentieth
centuries. Especially the Gean® work with primary sources and their
philological methods were highly regarded. Indeed, what else could
American historans have learned from a historiography that had taken upon
itself, first and foremost, the task of serving the state by désgrithe
history of the development of the Germaattionstat® always with an eye
toward the founding of the German Reich in

This comment was translated by Kristen E. Klay, Géttingen
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1870 71? This research goal was most comprehensively latecliby the
medievalist Georg von BelowToday heis largely forgotten, but at that
time, he was both unusually influential and very representative of German
historians. His major work, first published in 1914, bore the ik
deutsche taat des Mittealtergthe German medieval state). This title rage
the main intention of the book, namefip prove that the medieval state was
a state, the medieval constitution, the constitution of a gtate, to describe
fimedieval constitutional law as public l@vAt the same time, von Below,
the specialist inmedieval history, formulated an agenda for the entire
discipline of German historical studies. He argued that for German
historians, the consequence of the founding of the Reich inn28&bhould
have been: political historyficonstitutional history (i.e. Verfasungs
geschichtgand economic history, the latter especially with regard to the role
of the state. Was there anything that American historians could have learned
from such a program?

Geary also draws attention to the interest with which Karl Lastgrand
his Kulturgeschichte (cultural history) have been received in the United
States since 1900. AmericaNew History grew in particular out of the soill
of Lamprechis Kulturgeschichté American historians certainly understood
that Lampreclids reseech agenda stood in opposition to mainstream German
historical scholarship of the time. From to@ayoint of view, however, we
have to recognize that Lampre@Kulturgeschichtedid not possess the
potential for scientific and intellectual

! Otto Gerhard OexIe'Ein politischer Historiker: Georg von Below (183827); in
Deutsche Geschichtswissenschaft um 1900 Notker Hammerstein (Stuttgart, 1988),
283/ 312.

2 Georg von Below,Der deutsche Staat dédittelalters. Eine Grundlegung der
deutscheverfassungsgeschichtad ed. (Leipzig, 1925),ii.

% Luise SchornSchiitte, Karl Lamprecht. Kulturgeschiclsschreibung zwischen
Wissenschaft un@olitik (Gottingen, 1984), 28fT.



34 Otto Gerhard Oexle

reform becase it had been shaped by positivism, evolutionism, and rigid
nationalism. Lamprecht dilemma was, on the one hand, that he viewed the
nationstate as the most fundamental and the ninstura®® of all the
possible forms of human communities; and that,tke other hand, his
understanding of universal history, with its orientation toward cultural
history, was based on the model of German national history as he himself
had drafted it. In short, to quote Roger Chickering, Lamprecht was a
historian who, withffforce and genial fantasy asked the right questions of
German history and, with the same amount of force and fantasy, found the
wrong answers’One could also say: Despite the explicit antagonism
between Lamprecht and his adversaries, suchoaBelow a Meinecke,
there were elements in their work that revealed a profound, if
unacknowledged, agreement.

The catastrophe of the year 1918 did not elicit a change of perspectives in
Germany. On the contrary, it brought about a hardening, even a petrification,
and the forced attitude @iNun erstrecht!o (Now wede really gonna show
éem!), as once again most resolutely demonstratetéryrg vonBelow?
Precisely because of this hardening, there was nothing to counteract the very
clearly expressed motto of foreighistorians after 191&not to learn
anything from Germany anymoceor "désapprendre de I'Allemagreas
called for by Henri Pirenne. Geary shows how

* GuiseppeCacciatore"Karl Lamprechtund die 'Kulturgeschichteim Rahmen des
Nachdenkens Ubetie tUberlieferten Paradigmen der Theorie der GeschicimeKarl
LamprechtweiterdenkenUniversal und Kulturgeschichte heuteed. GeraldDiesener
(Leipzig, 1993)335 351, esp. 344.

® Roger Chickering, Ein schwieriges Heldenleben. Bekenntnisse eBiegraphen,”
in Diesener,ed., Karl Lampecht weiterdenken207 222, esp. 221;cf. id., Karl
LamprechtA German Academic Life (18568915)(New Jersey, 1993), 130.

® Oexle,"Ein Politischer Historiker,'303ff.
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this motto also affected American medieval scholarship. On the whole, new
perspectives were not dewpkd in GermanyAnd, whereas on the left bank

of the Rhine during the entire period between the two world wars, someone
like Marc Bloc extersively and comprehensively reviewed new
publications of German medieval scholarship with great intellectieaisrit

and in a meticulous and critical manner, obviously no German historian felt
the urge to embark on something similar himself. The great breakthrough of
French medieval scholarship into new European dimensions went unnoticed
in Germany. The majority fothe German medievalists were far from
reaching the goal of a comparative European social history, as outlined by
Bloch at the International Congress of Historical Sciences in Oslo in %927,
a circumstance that also accounts for the fact that the magpdriBerman
historians quickly made their peace with National Socialism in 19@3ily

a few of them were actually official members of the Nazi party, but some,
like PercyErnst

" Winfried SchulzefiGerman Historiography from the 1930s to the 195sPaths
of Continuity: Central European Historiography from the 1930s to the §9&a
Hartmut Lehmanmand Janes van Horn Melton (New York, 1994),i42.

8 Ulrich Raulff, Ein Historiker im20. Jahrhundert.Marc Bloch (FranKurt a.M.,
1995); Otto Gerhard Oexle, "Was deutsche Medidvisteran der franzdsischen
Mittelalterforschung interessieranuf3;’ in Mittelalterforschung nach der Wend®89
ed. Michael Borgolte (Munich, 1995), BB27.

® Marc Bloch, fiPour une histoire compé dessocieés eurogennes (1928), in id.,
Méanges historiques vols. (Paris, 1963; pe. 1983), vol. 1, 1640.

19" Karl Ferdinand Werner, Das NSGeschichtsbild und die deutsche
Geschichtswissenschafstuttgart, 1967)Klaus Schreiner,'Fuhrertum,Rasse,Reich.
Wissenschaft von der Geschichte nach der nationalst®ehen Machtergreifung,in
Wissenschaft im DritteReich ed. Peter Lundreen (Frankfurt a.M., 1985), 16352.
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Schramm' nevertheless expressly agreed with the policies of the new
regime™?

Geary also accurately describes the emigration situation1#83" He
furthermore pinpoints the consequences for malischolarship that arose
because many of thémigrés had changed their scientific focus. In some
instances, the results were [ivg, as in the case @rnstH. Kantorowicz.

As the eminent historian of the George Circle, Kantorowicz was an
uncompranising opponent of th&/eimarRepublic, as can be seen from his
first major work,Kaiser Friedrich der Zweitepublished in1927* Later, in

the United States, he adopted entirely different political convictions and
scientific principles and, because of this, also devoted himself to different
research goals in medieval history.

The changes in the approach to medieval studies associatedhei
emigration situation also had, however, negative apnsgces for medieval
scholarship. Take, for instancéjans Baron. Baron was a prominent
representative of Renaissance research, which was, at that time, still rooted
in the field of medieval stlies.However, after his emigration, he devoted
his

1 JoistGrolle, Der Hamburger PercyErnst Schrami ein Historiker auf der Suche
nach der Wirklichkei(Hamburg, 1989).

12 Karen Schonwalder, Historiker und Politik. Geschichtswissenschaft im
NationalsozialismugFrankiurt a.MNew York, 1992).

13 Hartmut Lehmannand James J. Sheehan, eds, Interrupted Ps&: German
Speaking Refugee Historians in the United States after M88 York, 1991).

14 Otto GerhardOexle, "Das Mittelalter als Waffe. Erndtl. Kantorawicz' 'Kaise
Friedrich der Zweitein den politischen Kontroversen der Weimarer Republik; id.,
Geschichtswissenschaft im Zeichen Hedorismus. Studien zu Problemgeschichten der
Moderne(Gottingen,1996, forthcoming).






