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in question were deeply conservative. To these historians, 1933 was not the tragedy, but 

rather 1945. It is important to get some distance from these historians. Maier then 

questioned whether Rüsen's view of Schieder's historicism as a strategy for survival after 

1945 was really operational. 

The final session of the conference was devoted to witnesses' accounts of the German 

historical profession after 1945. Felix Gilbert (Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton) 

gave a talk on "German Historical Scholarship after 1945," in which he recounted his 

impressions of the German historical profession in 1945, when he traveled around 

Germany as an American soldier. After Gilbert's remarks, Anneliese Thimme (Alberta), 

Hans-Günther Zmarzlik (Freiburg), and Fritz Fellner, on a panel titled "The Younger 

Generation after 1945," offered personal remembrances of their student days. In each of 

these historians' remarks, the leitmotiv was their disillusionment with how the standard 

bearers of the Historikerzunft treated German history after 1945. 

In a short discussion in which some of the main themes of the conference were 

reiterated, Muller argued that the rise of Conze's and Schieder's Sozialgeschichte meant 

the exclusion of many kinds of questions because they could not be addressed in the 

framework of Sozialgeschichte: the role of the Bildungsbürgertum, the rise of National 

Socialism, and the Holocaust were topics simply not addressed by Conze and Schieder. 

Hartmut Lehmann and James Melton then closed the conference proceedings. 

 

Catherine Epstein. 

 

 

 

B. "Elections, Mass Politics, and Social Change in Germany, 1890–1933. New 

Perspectives." Regional Conference of the German History Society, organized in co-

operation with the Goethe Institute, Toronto, and the German Historical Institute, 

Washington, D.C., Toronto, April 20-22, 1990. Conveners: James Retallack and Larry 

E. Jones. 

 

If anyone believed that social history is on its way out and about to be replaced by a 

new emphasis on the narrative and the history of politics, he or she should have been in 

Toronto in late April. No, social history is alive and kicking, especially in North America 

and Great Britain. The British German History Society, which has long promoted the 

social historical approach to Germany's past, held one of its regional conferences in 

Ontario's thriving capital. James Retallack of the University of Toronto 
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provided an excellent organization, and the German Historical Institute in Washington 

was happy to co-sponsor an extremely useful gathering of experts. 

Ever since the great debates of the 1960s and 1970s, there has been a wide-spread 

agreement that the analysis of elections, mass politics, and social change is crucial for an 

understanding of that extremely important period in Germany's history between 1890 and 

1933. But since, for example, Hans-Jürgen Puhle, Hans-Ulrich Wehler, David 

Blackbourn, and Geoff Eley clashed over problems of German social history, the German 

Sonderweg in general, and political manipulation from above or self-mobilization from 

below, research in those fields has not stood still. This, if anything, became more than 

apparent during the conference at Toronto. In fact, research has gone much more into 

details and, at the same time spread out to previously rather neglected areas. For example, 

there is now a distinct emphasis on gender history, as well as a tendency to localized case 

studies. Many of the papers presented at the conference reflected these new 

developments. It is impossible to discuss all these papers here, but contributions such as 

Kathleen Canning's "Gender and the Culture of Work: Ideology and Identity in the World 

behind the Mill Gate, 1890–1914," Elizabeth Harvey's "Young Women, the Public 

Sphere and Party Politics in Weimar Germany," or Robert Hopwood's "Casting a Local 

Polity, Kulmbach, 1880–1900," were good examples of the general trend. 

Alltagsgeschichte, the history of daily life, still very controversial among German 

historians, was also on the agenda (David Crew), and Roger Chickering's "Political 

Mobilization and Associational Life: Some Thoughts on the National Socialist German 

Worker's Club (e.V.)" made an excellent example of combining this approach with 

standard social history. All this combined provided a more varied, sometimes 

controversial, and even revisionist (Richard Bessell) view of modern German history. 

I have to admit, though, that I was less impressed by the way the papers were 

presented, or rather not presented. Rather than being read, the papers of each session 

were summarized and discussed by admittedly generally excellent commentators. 

However, I would have preferred to hear more from the authors themselves than just 

rather brief statements. Thus many interesting details of some papers were lost on the 

way. On the other hand, some of the general debates among the participants proved to be 

very interesting, not least because some people like Gerald Feldman, who did not present 

papers, found the opportunity to make valuable contributions. It is perhaps a pity that 

these lively debates will not be published when the papers appear in the Institute's series. 
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Certainly the conference seemed quite crowded, with twenty-five scheduled papers. 

But there were still some important gaps in the program which somewhat diminished the 

general success of the conference. It was for instance a pity that the "Bielefeld school" of 

German social historians was so underrepresented. Had Wehler, Kocka, or some other 

member of this "school" participated, the proceedings might have been even more 

interesting and the debates even more lively. Also, the overemphasis on social historical 

specialization sometimes led to strange results. Thus local developments in places like 

Kulmbach received more attention than central political issues such as tax reform or the 

Agadir crisis in Imperial Germany, the debate on Germany's war guilt in the Weimar 

period, and the impact of economic disaster after 1929, all of which had profound 

influences on elections and mass politics at the time. Under such circumstances, an all too 

radical separation of social history from other areas of modern historiography, 

particularly political history, remains problematical. The conference in Toronto was 

sometimes a good example of that. 

But this is not meant to diminish the achievements of the conference, which provided 

an excellent picture of the latest trends in research on Germany's social history. 

 

Stig Förster. 

 

 

 

C. Max Weber's "The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism" Reconsidered. 

Washington, May 3–5, 1990. Conveners: Guenther Roth and Hartmut Lehmann. 

 

In the past decades, research on Max Weber's famous essay, The Protestant Ethic and 

the Spirit of Capitalism, has developed in three distinct directions. Historians of 17th 

century history, and especially those involved in the history of countries in which 

Calvinism had taken root, used Weber's thesis in order to clarify whether, and if so how, 

ascetic Protestantism had indeed initiated and advanced the growth of capitalism. While 

some of them found proof which supported Weber's thesis, others claimed that they could 

refute it. At the same time, Weber's essay, published in 1904/05, was taken as a milestone 

in Weber's intellectual development which seemed to reveal how he had gained a new 

level of scholarly competence while recovering from the illness which had forced him to 

give up lecturing at the University of Heidelberg before the turn of the century. 

Moreover, for biographers of Weber, his essay served to exemplify his theoretical 

remarks on the use of ideal types in writing 

  


