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LETTER from the EDITOR
ON OUR COVER: Operngasse No. 6 (ca. 1860), artist unknown. The 

Chicago Institute of Art (The Mary and Leigh Block Endowment Fund).

On March 14, 1920, Sigmund Freud 
penned a long-overdue letter to 
the Swiss psychologist Ludwig 

Binswanger. Binswanger had written in 
January of that year, but Freud forgot to 
return the missive. “The sad events of that 
month,” Freud explained, had caused the 
uncharacteristic lapse correspondence. 
Earlier that year, Freud received an urgent 
telegram stating that his beloved daughter 
Sophie had contracted the Spanish Flu in 
Hamburg. She died three days later. As the 
pandemic ravaged Europe, Freud explained 
to Binswanger that “no trains were running, 
and we could not even go there [Hamburg].” 
In a phrase almost unbearable in its 
heartache, Freud said that his dear Sophie, 
after the brief illness, had simply “wafted 
away.” 

Exactly one hundred years after Freud's 
letter, Minnesota's governor Tim Walz 
ordered a peacetime emergency in response 
to the COVID-19 pandemic. At the moment 

of writing, the known global deaths from 
the pandemic are nearing 1.5 million. While 
the circumstances following the Great War 
and the Spanish Flu in post-war Europe are 
hardly comparable, it does beg the question: 
what will be the effect of so much death in 
our time? For Freud, Sophie's death and the 
unimaginable scale of the war caused him 
to fundamentally rethink the foundations 
of psychoanalysis. And though much has 
changed in the century since he wrote 
Binswanger, many of the problems remain 
the same. Similar to the multifaceted chaos 
of post-war Europe, COVID-19 has acted 
as a litmus paper dipped into societies across 
the world. It has, in many cases, rendered 
visible problems that have long been known, 
but have—for just as long—been ignored. 
In the United States, the unceasing pain 
that has been meted out by COVID-19 
continues to be borne disproportionately by 
communities of color. The subsequent global 
uprisings during the summer of 2020 forced 
a reconsideration of many unquestioned 
historical narratives. 

Several of the articles in this issue of the 
ASN seize upon these unseen or repressed 
pasts forcing their way into the present. 
Nicole Phelps’ revaluation of Woodrow 
Wilson’s legacy is as timely as it is crucial in 
its commitment to unsettling concretized 
historical narratives. Recent publications on 
Louis Adamic’s antifascist writings, as well 
as the resurgence of interest in the Vienna 
Circle (reviewed by Lorraine Lees and 
Mathias Rothe, respectively), guide past and 
future methods of thinking through dark 
times. Tara Zahra’s discussion of autarkic 
and anti-globalist movements in inter-war 
Austria is hard not to read in the context of 
the complex resurging nationalisms across 
the globe but also complicates any easy 
answers.

While 2020 has been a dark year, its 
lessons—as hard as they may be—should 
not be forgotten. We hope to see you 
all again soon at CAS events, but until 
circumstances make that possible, please stay 
safe and stay committed to the hard work of 
thinking through dark times. 
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2020Fall calendarCAS

Dear subscribers: 

Due to the pandemic, the Fall 2020 issue 
of the ASN will be issued as a digital-
only publication. This change may not be 
permanent, so please stay tuned. As always, 
comments are welcome, as are suggestions for 
future articles, interviews, stories, and reports. 
Thank you for your continued readership and 
support.
  Dylan Mohr, Editor

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, all events were held remotely

September 21: Kann Memorial Lecture. "Against the World: The Collapse of Empire and the Deglobalization of Interwar Austria." 
Homer J. Livingston Professor of East European History and the College, Department of History, University of Chicago. Presented with 
the support of individual donors to the Robert A. Kann Memorial Lecture fund, cosponsored by the Department of History; part of the greater 
North American Austrian Centers' fall event program collaborative.

October 1: Lecture: "Warfare and Religion in Medieval Japan and Medieval Catholic Europe." Philippe Buc, Professor of Medieval 
History, University of Vienna. Organized by the Center for Medieval Studies.

October 6: Book Talk. "Spaniards in Mauthausen: Representations of a Nazi Concentration Camp." Sara J. Brenneis, Professor of 
Spanish, Amherst College. Presented with the Center for Holocaust and Genocide Studies; cosponsored by the Department of Spanish 
and Portuguese, the Ray Wolpow Institute for the Study of the Holocaust, Genocide, and Crimes Against Humanity (Western Washington 
University), the Center for Inter-American Studies of the University of Graz (Austria), and the Centro Sefarad-Israel (Madrid).

October 20: Lecture. "Geneva Attacks: Violence, Just War and the Calvinist Tradition." Graeme Murdock, Professor of History, Trinity 
College, Dublin. Organized in conjunction with HIST 8900: Religion and Violence in the Premodern World. 

October 30: Lecture. "Tourism and the 75th Anniversary of the Austrian Second Republic: An Interdisciplinary Approach." Gundolf 
Graml, Professor of German and Assistant Dean for Global Learning, Agnes Scott College. Organized in conjunction with the "Tourism, 
Sports, and Politics in the 19th-21st Centuries" Seminar Fellows Program.  

November 17: Lecture. "Joseph Süss Oppenheimer ('Jew Süss'): The Rise and Fall of an Eighteenth-Century Court Jew." Yair Mintzker, 
Professor of History, Princeton University. Presented by the Center for Jewish Studies. 
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The Center For Austrian Studies was proud to have Professor Tara Zahra (University of Chicago) 
deliver the 2020 Kann Memorial Lecture. In addition to her lecture, she sat down with Professor Alice 

Lovejoy (University of Minnesota) to discuss her lecture, current work, and more.

NEWS from the CENTER

Alice Lovejoy: On September 21, you gave the Kann Memorial Lecture, 
which was entitled “Against the World: The Collapse of Empire and the 
Deglobalization of Interwar Austria.” For the benefit of readers who 
weren't able to attend the talk, could you summarize what you discussed?

Tara Zahra: The talk comes out of a broader project that I'm working 
on dealing with deglobalization and anti-globalism in interwar Europe. 
I'm really interested in the ways in which anti-globalism was a factor in 
propelling mass politics in the interwar period on the far left and the far 
right. Austria turns out to be a very unlikely—but very interesting—case 
in which to look at this phenomenon. Unlikely, because I can’t think of any 
place where ambitions to become autarchic would be less realistic than in 
Austria, but emblematic because of the ways in which anti-globalism in 
interwar Austria was linked to the experience of the collapse of the Austro-
Hungarian empire. In going from a huge, land-rich continental empire to 
a rump state in which there were huge concerns that the people and the 
state wouldn’t be able to feed themselves, there were growing movements 
on the left and the right for what was called "inner colonization" or the 
settlement movement, whereby people were encouraged to plant gardens 
everywhere, create small agricultural colonies, and basically do everything 
they could to become more self-sufficient, both as individuals and as a 
nation. In the talk, I traced the way in which the so-called settlement 
movement was moved from the left, where it was in the early twenties, 
when it was embedded in a very socialist milieu, to the right by the end 
of the 1930s.

AL: Your point about the socialist dimensions of these autarkic ambitions 
was, for me, one of the most fascinating parts of the talk, because we when 
we read about autarky in this period (in the thirties, in the forties), we more 
closely associate it with Italy, with Germany, with fascist governments. 
Could you talk a bit more about how the Austrian socialist government 
took up this idea and what was appealing about it?

TZ: As anybody who studies Austrian history will know, anxieties about 
the ability of the First Austrian Republic to feed itself were widespread 
on the left and the right, and that's why many socialists were in favor of 
Anschluss with Germany in 1918. In some ways, this settlement movement 
comes out of similar concerns and anxieties and also directly out of the 
experience of the First World War. The naval blockade in particular, 
which was blamed for the death by starvation of hundreds of thousands 
of Austrians, particularly Viennese, created a very strong impression and 
a very strong determination among many Austrians across the political 
spectrum to never again be in a position where they were reliant on 
imports for basic necessities. That experience of the First World War, 
combined with the loss of the territories that traditionally had provided 
wheat, meat, and all sorts of other agricultural goods to Austria and its 
cities, is a big piece of the puzzle of why people on the left supported this. 
In addition, the settlement movement was responding to other kinds of 
long-term social concerns. It was it was seen as an answer to the housing 
crisis in interwar Austria, and a lot of prominent architects like Adolf 
Loos, Margarete Schütte-Lihotzky, and Josef Frank were involved. They 
were building on a long tradition on the left, the Garden City movement, 
the idea of bringing workers back into connection with the land and giving 
them a healthier and more modern dwelling. These kinds of concerns 

bolstered the movement on the left—but it was always contested on the 
left as well. As I discussed in the talk, gradually, authorities in Red Vienna 
shifted away from this Garden City settlement ideal and towards the mass 
housing complexes that Red Vienna is now famous for. By the mid-1920s, 
there had been a pretty dramatic shift away from this kind of settlement 
ideal and toward mass housing.

AL: Your point about the architects is fascinating; it’s where some of the 
cultural, and potentially aesthetic, aspects of this project are reflected—in 
architectural design and urban planning. 

TZ: One of the things that’s really important to me in the project and 
interesting is to think about is the drive for self-sufficiency on multiple 
scales. On the one hand, it was about achieving independence from the 
global economy, but at the same time, there was also a really strong piece of 
this that was about achieving self-sufficiency at the level of the individual. 
This was not only an economic idea, but also one that impinged on culture, 
everyday life, gender relations, architecture, everything you could imagine. 

AL: Self-sufficiency as opposed to the kind of communal support that 
you see in the in the Red Vienna-associated housing complexes and the 
socialist architectural theories that were associated with them?

TZ: Yes—although it gets complicated. Self-sufficiency is not always 
an individualistic ideal—even though it seems like it may be. In some 
cases, the self-sufficiency envisioned is of a community of small farmers, 
for example. There are cooperatives that are created, and there's a belief 
that you can create these communities of self-sufficient farmers. The self-
sufficiency envisioned is not only on the purely individual level, but it can 
also be on the level of a small community. There are debates about which 

Professor Tara Zahra



Fall 2020 5

vision is more individualistic, actually. For example, the Nazis are a huge 
fan of the idea of the single-family home, the Eigenheim. Most people tend 
to think of Nazism as a collectivist ideal, more than a liberal, individualist 
one. I think the lines are blurry, but certainly this kind of dream of autarky 
is one that operates at many different levels of society.

AL: Is Austria the central case study in this project? What is the outline 
of the project geographically and thematically?

TZ: That’s been one of the hardest things for me to figure out. I’m limited, 
of course, by my linguistic abilities and research capacities. I originally 
began with a focus on Central Europe (and Austria in particular) because 
that's where my heart is—and the archives I know. The project started 
with my interest in the settlement projects and the material I found 
about them in the Austrian archives, but I decided quickly that I wanted 
to write a book that was almost panoramic in its structure. I’m looking 
at a number of different cases across Europe, including Italy, Germany, 
the United Kingdom, and also the United States. My reason for doing 
that is precisely that I didn’t want it to end up being a book that suggests 
that anti-globalism only took root in the in the societies that perceived 
themselves to be the losers of the First World War. I especially didn't want 
to give the impression that anti-globalism leads inevitably to fascism. In 
order to achieve that goal, it was really for important to me to also look at 
the many ways in which anti-globalism—again, on the left and the right—
emerged in societies like the United States and the United Kingdom, both 
of which remained in the camp of democracy between the two world wars. 
But the truth is that there are so many interesting cases, and inevitably 
the question comes up: well, what about the Soviet Union? What about 
Spain? If you wanted to think more globally about this—which would be 
a great thing to do—Japan is a fascinating example, interwar Turkey, and 
there are Latin American examples. There’s a lot that one could do and 
say about this as a global phenomenon, but I am trying to look at it as a 
broadly European and North American issue.

AL: What are some of the things that you are looking at in the case of 
the US?

TZ: Well, there are the obvious ones. In some ways, this project builds 
off my last book on migration because one of the most obvious and 
numerically significant manifestations of anti-globalism is the rise 
of migration restrictions. If we think about the 1924 Johnson-Reed 
Immigration Act in the United States, the rise of the Ku Klux Klan in 
the 1920s (which was directed not only against African Americans but 
against immigrants and Jews), the Red Scare—one could think of these 
things as part of a broader anti-global movement.

At the same time, if we look at the other side of the political spectrum 
during the Great Depression in the 1930s, FDR and the New Deal 
administration actually sponsored what was called a Homestead Act, 
which had a very similar ambition to the settlement movement in resettling 
unemployed workers on small, self-sufficient farms or cooperatives where 
they would basically do a kind of subsistence farming. Because the United 
States was actually overproducing agriculture and agricultural products, 
the goal was not so much to increase agricultural production or to achieve 
greater autarky in food production, but it certainly was a form of self-
sufficiency at the level of the individual or the small community. 

AL: You just mentioned that this builds on your last book on East 
European migration to North America. It also builds on the work that 
you've done previously on the family, on nationalism, and also on material 
culture—I’m thinking here of the volume that you edited with Leora 
Auslander—since your project is, in many ways, about goods and things 
and resources. Could you talk about that?

TZ: That's a really interesting point. I would say that in this wonderful 
project I did with Leora [Objects of War: The Material Culture of Conflict 
and Displacement], she was definitely the material culture expert. But in 
the course of working on that volume, I learned an incredible amount, and 
it did make me more attentive to material culture as an object of study 
and a window into broader social and political dynamics. In this project, 
it comes through in the fantasy of autarchy in everyday life and the extent 
to which those campaigns were centered around particular kinds of 
household goods and objects. In Italy, for example, the fascist campaign 
for autarchy led to the creation of new products like Chinotto, and other 
sorts of new textiles were produced that are still with us today. There’s an 
interesting story of how the quest for autarky shapes the material world, 
both in very dramatic ways, if you think about the attempt to reclaim 
swampland or to create new cities and so on, but also in minute ways, with 
a focus on homegrown and locally grown foods, textiles, and domestic 
goods and products.

AL: In your talk, you made the point that de-globalization doesn’t mean 
nationalism, and that anti-globalists depended on transnational networks. 
It seems to me that this is an important part of the project, and one of the 
ways that it reflects on the present, when we also have strong transnational 
network of anti-globalists. Could you say more about this?

TZ: On the one hand, I am trying to say that in our focus on 
internationalism and transnationalism, we may have underestimated 
or missed the extent to which resistance to globalization has been an 
important political force in interwar history. So, this is not an effort 
to displace the transnational in any way. For example, anticolonial 
nationalists show up in one of the chapters where I look at the Swadeshi 
Movement. There is a strong movement there for greater economic self-
sufficiency and for the use of homespun products—particularly textiles. 
At the same time, the adherents and followers of Gandhi, in particular 
(but other others as well), are both de-globalizing and globalists at the 
same time, because what they’re striving for is what they see as a more 
universalist and less exploitative vision of a global community—one based 
not on imperialism and exploitation. In that case, you could be both a 
nationalist and a globalist at the same time, and I think that scholars have 
long shown that you could be a nationalist and an internationalist at the 
same time. So these are really complicated dynamics. You could be an anti-
globalist ideologically, and yet still make use of transnational networks 
and political alliances. One of the goals of the book is to convey that 
complexity in all the different varieties of anti-globalism and movements 
for deglobalization, and the way that they are ideologically complicated. 
It’s often the case that anti-globalism, or movements for de-globalization 
on the left, see themselves as compatible with political internationalism.

AL: You noted that this project is not about what the past can teach us 
about the present, but rather about what the present teaches us about 
the past. This could be read as a critique of how we choose subjects as 
historians, of our methods. I wonder if you could elaborate on that.

TZ: I don’t know if I meant it as a critique. I think it's a banal point on 
some level: very few would deny that our choice of historical subjects is 
related to what's going on in the present day. I think there's a tendency, 
when journalists and others invoke history, to ask, “what can we learn 
from the past?” Of course, that's important. But what I really wanted to 
say is the extent to which—for me, at least, as a historian and somebody 
who had been thinking about and teaching the history of war in Europe 
for a while—I’ve never had a moment in my career where what was going 
on in the present radically changed my understanding of something I 
thought I understood.

continued on page 27
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At the American Historical Association conference in January 
2020, Professor Igor Tchoukarine invited me to write an article 
for the Austrian Studies Newsmagazine about Professor Robert A. 
Kann, my doctoral thesis advisor and mentor during my graduate 
studies at Rutgers University during the 1960s. It is both an honor 
and a pleasure to write about Professor Kann (referring to him by 
anything more informal would be a bit like referring to Emperor 
Franz Josef as “Franzel”).

Professor Robert A. Kann: 
Historian, Scholar, Mentor

I shall always be grateful to Professor Kann for his 
guidance and help during the research and writing of 
my dissertation and for his having helped me launch a 

50-plus year career in higher education. Anyone studying 
the history of Austria and Central Europe will be familiar 
with his work and we are all indebted to the University 
of Minnesota for its support of the Center for Austrian 
Studies on its campus in the years since its establishment 
in 1977.

Professor Kann’s life and academic career are discussed 
in an essay by the late Stanley B. Winters, also one of 
his doctoral students, who focused on Kann’s life and 
career in America and whose article was published in the 
Austrian History Yearbook in 1981.1 Kann arrived in the 
United States with a broad knowledge of history together 
with highly developed research skills, having studied 
jurisprudence at the University of Vienna and having 
practiced law in Austria prior to the Nazi takeover.2 
He continued his studies, earning a Bachelor of Library 
Science degree at Columbia University in 1940 and 
a Doctorate in History there in 1946. In America, he 
focused on the issues of nationality that had so heavily 
influenced his own experiences coming of age in the 
Habsburg Empire and which, transformed after 1918, 
continued to play so significant a role in Central European 
and, indeed, world history. His doctoral work, developed 
and strengthened, ultimately grew into his two volume The 
Multinational Empire: Nationalism and National Reform 
in the Habsburg Empire (published in 1950 by Columbia 
University Press).3 As Winters wrote: “It is rare when a 
scholar's first book establishes its author in the front rank 
of his field, and it is rarer still when the book remains a 
standard work for the balance of his lifetime.4

In 1947 Kann joined the History Department at the 
Newark campus of Rutgers University in New Jersey 
and subsequently offered courses in the Rutgers New 
Brunswick graduate program, where I later had the 
opportunity to study with him. He was able to return 
to visit Vienna in 1950 and again for research and as 
Visiting Professor at the University of Vienna in 1973-
1974.5 In 1976 he retired from Rutgers and moved back 

to Vienna, where he lived and worked until his death in 1981. As Winters 
notes, shortly before his death he had been awarded the title of Honorary 
Professor at the University of Vienna.6 

Discussing Professor Kann’s many professional activities, Winters added: 
“Nor would Kann allow the press of his own professional activities to 

1   Stanley B. Winters, “The Forging of a Historian: Robert A. Kann in America, 1939-
1976,” Austrian History Yearbook, 17 ( January 1981).
2   Ibid., p. 4.
3   Ibid., pp. 5-7. See also Robert A. Kann, The Multinational Empire: Nationalism and 
National Reform in the Habsburg Empire, 2 volumes (New York: Columbia University Press, 
1950).
4   Winters, op. cit., p. 7.
5   Ibid., p. 18.
6   This title gave him lifetime honorary teaching privileges at the University. Ibid., p. 18.

By Bertram M. Gordon

continued on page 26
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Kann Memorial Lecture 

Maria Theresa and the Love of Her Subjects
 By Barbara Stollberg-Rilinger   

Forum: The Habsburg-Ottoman Borderlands: New 
Insights for the Study of the Nineteenth-Century 
European Legal and Social Order

Introduction
 By Emily Greble      
   
Frontier Anxieties: Toward a Social History of Muslim-Christian 
Relations on the Ottoman-Habsburg Border
 By Edin Hajdarpasic 

The Strange, Sad Case of the “Bosnian Christian Girl”: Slavery, 
Conversion, and Jurisdiction on the Habsburg-Ottoman Border
 By Alison Frank Johnson     
    
The High Stakes of Small Numbers: Flight, Diplomacy, and Refugee 
Return on the Habsburg-Ottoman Border 1873–74
 By Jared Manasek      
    
Europe on the Sava: Austrian Encounters with “Turks” in Bosnia
 By Maureen Healy 

Articles  

Toward the Golden Bull and against the Pope: The Role of Custom 
and Honor in King Ludwig IV's Nuremberg and Frankfurt 
Appellations (1323–24)
 By Kevin Lucas Lord     
    
Anglophilia and Sensibility in Late Eighteenth-Century Vienna: 
Prince Charles Antoine de Ligne’s Testament and the Indissolubles
 By Rebecca Gates-Coon 

King Rudolf I in Austrian Literature around 1820: Historical 
Reversion and Legitimization of Rule  
 By Karin Schneider

Vagrant Servants as Disease Vectors: Regulation of Migrant Maidservants in 
Fin-de-Siècle Vienna 
 By Ambika Natarajan 

The Battle Over National Schooling in Bohemia and the Czech and German 
National School Associations: A Comparison (1880–1914)
 By Mikuláš Zvánovec

Respectable Citizens: Civic Militias, Local Patriotism, and Social Order in Late 
Habsburg Austria (1890–1920)
 By Claire Morelon

Jews, Mobility, and Sex: Popular Entertainment between Budapest, Vienna, and 
New York around 1900
 By Susanne Korbel

The Other Legacy of Vienna 1900: The Ars Combinatoria of Friedl Dicker-
Brandeis
 By Julie M. Johnson

Remembering the Fall of the Habsburg Monarchy One Hundred Years on: 
Three Master Interpretations
 By R. J. W. Evans

Bullfights Redux: Business, Politics, and the Failure of Transnational Cultural 
Transfer in 1920s Budapest 
 By Alexander Vari

New from CAS and Cambridge University Press
AUSTRIAN 
HISTORY 
YEARBOOK

Volume LI • 2020
Executive Editor

Howard Louthan, University of Minnesota

Editor
Daniel Unowsky, University of Memphis

Book Review Editor
Britta McEwan, Creighton University

Donald Wallace, United States Naval Academy

Assistant Editor
Timothy McDonald, University of Minnesota

CONTENTS

   It’s easy to order the AHY online from Cambridge Journals! 
    just go to: http://journals.cambridge.org 

http://journals.cambridge.org
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POLITICS AND SOCIETY

We first reported on the Arbitration Panel for In Rem 
Restitution established at the General Settlement Fund 
in Vienna in the fall 2012 edition of this magazine.1 

The Arbitration Panel was convened in 2001 in the wake of the 
Washington Agreement, an international treaty between Austria and 
1 Susanne Helene Betz, "A Comprehensive Solution. Restitution seeks to redress Nazi property seizure," Austrian Studies 
Newsmagazine, trans. Sarah Higgs, v. 24, no. 2 (Fall 2012): 14–15, 17, 31; http://hdl.handle.net/11299/177555.

the United States.2 Its objective 
was to provide a comprehensive 
solution to open questions (“gaps 
and deficiencies”) surrounding 
compensation and restitution of 
assets seized in Austria under 
the Nazi regime: $210 million 
were–in addition to various 
other measures–earmarked 
for individual compensation 
payments awarded by a Claims 
Committee.3 Further, a separate 
body was appointed to deal with 
the return of assets in rem: The 
Arbitration Panel for In Rem 
Restitution. The Arbitration 
Panel’s task was to examine 
applications for in rem restitution 
of publicly owned real estate, 
superstructures,4 and movable 
assets (religious and cultural 
items) that had once belonged 
to Jewish organizations. The 
term “publicly owned property” 
referred to property owned by 
the Austrian Federation and the 

24 Austrian provinces and municipalities that voluntarily opted into 
the proceedings before the Arbitration Panel.5 

A few weeks ago, the Arbitration Panel for In Rem Restitution 
completed its work, with the final deadline for applications to reopen 
proceedings expiring at the end of August this year. The majority of 
filing periods for submitting first-time applications (which differed for 
each regional administration) had already closed in 2009; the last one 
expired at the end of 2011.6  

The Arbitration Panel was composed of three jurists acting in an 
honorary capacity: Chairman Prof. Josef Aicher, retired Ambassador 
Dr. Erich Kussbach and Prof. August Reinisch (Figure 2). During 
almost 20 years of service, they addressed a wide range of complex legal 
and historical questions.  

There were three fundamental requirements for the restitution of 
requested assets: 

      •The asset (e.g. real estate)7 must have been seized from its owner(s)      
        between 1938 and 1945 in Austria.
      •The asset must have constituted “publicly owned property” on the cutoff 
        date stipulated by the Washington Agreement, January 17, 2001.
      •The claim cannot have been previously decided on by an Austrian court 
        or administrative body or settled by agreement (“prior measure”).  

2 Federal Law Gazette III 121/2001, June 29, 2001, https://www.ris.bka.gv.at/Dokumente/BgblP-
df/2001_121_3/2001_121_3.pdf. The Washington Agreement was implemented in domestic law by the General Settle-
ment Fund Law, Federal Law Gazette I 12 /2001, https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/files/content/documents/gsf/
EF-G_NON-BINDING_translation.pdf. 
3 Allgemeiner Entschädigungsfonds für Opfer des Nationalsozialismus (ed.), Schlussbericht des Antragskomitees des Allge-
meinen Entschädigungsfonds für Opfer des Nationalsozialismus, (Wien: Facultas, 2020). 
4 Leasehold properties. 
5 A list of these regional administrations can be found at: https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/opt-in-and-dead-
lines. 
6 See footnote 5.
7 In rem restitution of superstructures or movable assets was rarely requested. The majority of applications requested real 
estate.

Figure 2: The Arbitration Panel for 
In Rem Restitution in the archive of 
the General Settlement Fund, 2018. 
From left to right: August Reinisch, 

Josef Aicher, Erich Kussbach. Photo © 
Heribert Corn.

continued on page 23

A "Comprehensive A "Comprehensive 
Solution"Solution"

Looking Back on the Work Looking Back on the Work 
of the Arbitration Panel for of the Arbitration Panel for 

In RemIn Rem Restitution Restitution

By Susanne Helene Betz
Translated by Sarah Fink

Figure 1: Corner view of a former sanatorium in Vienna that was 
restituted on the basis of the Arbitration Panel’s decision no. 

27/2005. It was seized by the German Wehrmacht in 1938. After 
the war, it was used by the US Army, and between 1958 and 2007 it 
was rented to the US State Department by the Austrian state. The 

Fulbright Commission was housed there since 1950. 

http://hdl.handle.net/11299/177555
https://www.ris.bka.gv.at/Dokumente/BgblPdf/2001_121_3/2001_121_3.pdf
https://www.ris.bka.gv.at/Dokumente/BgblPdf/2001_121_3/2001_121_3.pdf
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/files/content/documents/gsf/EF-G_NON-BINDING_translation.pdf.
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/files/content/documents/gsf/EF-G_NON-BINDING_translation.pdf.
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/opt-in-and-deadlines.
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/opt-in-and-deadlines.
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NEW FROM CAS AND BERGHAHN BOOKS

New York: Berghahn, 2020. 292 pp. ISBN: 978-1-78920-448-3, $149.

Volumes 25-30 in the series “Austrian and Habsburg History” made their debut in late 2019 and 2020

Revisiting Austria: 

Tourism, Space, and National Identity, 
1945 to the Present

By Gundolf Graml

The collapse of the Habsburg Monarchy at the end of World War I ushered 
in a period of radical change for East-Central European political structures 
and national identities. Yet this transformed landscape inevitably still bore 
the traces of its imperial past. Breaking with traditional histories that take 
1918 as a strict line of demarcation, this collection focuses on the complexi-
ties that attended the transition from the Habsburg Empire to its succes-
sor states. In so doing, it produces new and more nuanced insights into the 
persistence and effectiveness of imperial institutions, as well as the sources 
of instability in the newly formed nation-states.

New York: Berghahn, 2020. 300 pp. ISBN: 978-1-78920-541-1, $135.

Men under Fire
Motivation, Morale, and Masculinity 
among Czech Soldiers in the Great 

War, 1914–1918
By Jiří Hutečka

In historical writing on World War I, Czech-speaking soldiers serving in 
the Austro-Hungarian military are typically studied as Czechs, rarely as 
soldiers, and never as men. As a result, the question of these soldiers’ impe-
rial loyalties has dominated the historical literature to the exclusion of 
any debate on their identities and experiences. Men under Fire provides a 
groundbreaking analysis of this oft-overlooked cohort, drawing on a wealth 
of soldiers’ private writings to explore experiences of exhaustion, sex, loy-
alty, authority, and combat itself. It combines methods from history, gender 
studies, and military science to reveal the extent to which the Great War 
challenged these men’s senses of masculinity, and to which the resulting 
dynamics influenced their attitudes and loyalties.

Available online at www.berghahnbooks.com or through your local bookseller
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NEW FROM THE CENTER FOR AUSTRIAN 
STUDIES SEMINAR FELLOWS

MORE FROM CAS AND BERGHAHN BOOKS

Hranice smíchu
Komika a vážnost ve středověké 

Evropě

[Boundaries of Laughter: The Comic and the Serious in Medieval Europe]

Edited by Vojtěch Bažant and Martin Šorm 

Imagining 
Bosnian Muslims 
in Central Europe
Representations, Transfers 

and Exchanges

Edited by František Šístek

As a Slavic-speaking religious and 
ethnic “Other” living just a stone’s 
throw from the symbolic heart of the 
continent, the Muslims of Bosnia 
and Herzegovina have long occupied a liminal space in the European 
imagination. To a significant degree, the wider representations and 
perceptions of this population can be traced to the reports of Central 
European—and especially Habsburg—diplomats, scholars, journalists, 
tourists, and other observers in the late nineteenth and early twentieth 
centuries. This volume assembles contributions from historians, 
anthropologists, political scientists, and literary scholars to examine 
the political, social, and discursive dimensions of Bosnian Muslims’ 
encounters with the West since the nineteenth century.

New York: Berghahn, 2021. 302 pp. ISBN: 978-1-78920-774-3, $145.

Antisemitism in 
Galicia

Agitation, Politics, and 
Violence against Jews in the 

Late Habsburg Monarchy

By Tim Buchen
Translated by Charlotte Hughes-

Kreutzmüller

In the last third of the nineteenth 
century, the discourse on the “Jewish 
question” in the Habsburg crownlands 
of Galicia changed fundamentally, 
as clerical and populist politicians emerged to denounce the Jewish 
assimilation and citizenship. This pioneering study investigates the 
interaction of agitation, violence, and politics against Jews on the 
periphery of the Danube monarchy. In its comprehensive analysis 
of the functions and limitations of propaganda, rumors, and mass 
media, it shows just how significant antisemitism was to the politics of 
coexistence among Christians and Jews on the eve of the Great War.

New York: Berghahn, 2020. 326 pp. ISBN: 978-1-78920-770-5, $140
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Earlier this year, the Princeton University administration agreed 
to remove Woodrow Wilson’s name from their prestigious public 
policy school and to speed up the removal of his name from a 

residential college. These are big moves for Princeton: Wilson was the 
university president from 1902 to 1910, and, of course, president of the 
United States from 1913 to 1921. As US president, Wilson was a major 
architect and key spokesman for a “new diplomacy” in a world supposedly 
made “safe for democracy” via the peace settlements at the end of World 
War I. Central Europe has many monuments to Wilson, too, as he has 
been rightly credited with having a decisive voice in creating the successor 
states of the early-twentieth-century versions of the Habsburg, Ottoman, 
Russian, and German empires. 

The supporters of the name changes at Princeton have pointed to Wilson’s 
racism, and especially his support for the segregation of Black Americans, as 
the reason for the change. For many people, Wilson’s domestic, anti-Black 
racism seems to contradict his support for the independence of the “small 
nations of Europe,” including Czechoslovakia, Poland, and the Kingdom of 
the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes (Yugoslavia). When one considers Wilson’s 
understanding of race and democracy, however, his support for both policies 

is not so contradictory. Although his words presented these developments 
as universally beneficial, his actions—and inactions—served the interests 
of a specific group of white Americans. 

Racialist thinking—the idea that the people of the world were divided into 
distinct racial groups—was everywhere in the early twentieth century, not 
just among educated Americans, but around the world. Racist thinking—
the idea that there is a hierarchy of races, with some races being superior 
to others—was nearly as ubiquitous, though not everyone agreed on which 
race was best. Both racialist and racist thinking were present in American 
academia, where the general public’s growing reverence for supposedly 
objective science helped to make the ideas seem natural and indisputable; 
politics, where the administrative power of the state helped shape the 
meaning of racial categories; and popular culture, where capitalism and folk 
prejudices came together to give the ideas a broad reach. Racialist and racist 
ideas predated the US Civil War, but in that antebellum period they were 
often used to justify slavery in the South, and many abolitionists rejected 
them, leaving space for a vision of a United States in which “all men are 
created equal” would mean equal opportunity for participation in politics. 
Fewer believed in social equality, and that left ample space for racialist and 

By Nicole M. Phelps, University of Vermont

WHAT'S THE PROBLEM WITHWHAT'S THE PROBLEM WITH          
                                WOODROW WILSON WOODROW WILSON ??

Woodrow Wilson at Arlington National Cemetery for the burial of 
an unknown soldier killed during World War I. (Source: Library of 
Congress, https://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/2002697183)
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racist ideas to thrive across the country after the Civil War. 
Racialist and racist thinking was crucial in building support among white 
elites across region and party for confining Native Americans to reservations 
and then seeking to undermine tribal sovereignty via the allotment policy, 
as well as for excluding most Chinese people from entering the country 
and preventing those already present from naturalizing, policies that were 
later extended to almost all Asians. From the 1890s, white elites in the 
North and South sought reconciliation from the sectional strife of the Civil 
War, and racialist and racist thinking helped that process along by stifling 
Northern protest against the expanding Jim Crow system of segregation, 
disfranchisement, sharecropping, and lynching. The 1890s also saw the 
creation of the federal Bureau of Immigration and the rise of organizations 
looking to stop or at least reduce the growing number of Southern and 
Eastern European migrants to the United States. Racialist and racist 
thinking helped to split whites into more nuanced categories like “Poles,” 
“Russians,” and “Germans,” with these groups coming to be seen as separate, 
hierarchically organized races. By the 1912 election, which featured Wilson 
as the Democrat, William Howard Taft as the Republican incumbent, 
former president Theodore Roosevelt as a Progressive, and Eugene V. Debs 
as a Socialist, all four parties were openly using racialist and racist thinking 
in various forms. Wilson, benefitting from the broad field of popular 
candidates, became the second Democrat to win the White House since 
before the Civil War. Wilson helped to bring Jim Crow to Washington DC 
and the federal civil service, appointing officials who not only said racist 
things at frequent intervals, but who segregated federal offices and ended 
or dramatically slowed the careers of Black civil servants. Historian Eric 
Yellin has argued that Wilson’s key contribution to this process was the 
language he deployed to justify it. Wilson argued that good government 
was good for everyone, and that people of different races working together 
created “friction” that was inimical to efficiency and thus stood in the way of 
universally beneficial good government. 

Wilson, like many contemporary progressives in all parties, equated 
democracy with efficient government. It was not a democracy of equal 
individuals with a vote and personal rights that needed to be protected, 
but rather a lack of conflict. Wilson talked about and claimed to represent 
“the people,” and he thought all the individuals who made up “the people” 
were of the same mind. Anybody who did not agree was not really part 
of  “the people” and, depending on the specific circumstances, needed to be 
silenced or removed from the group. When you add this idea to the racialist 
thinking of the time, which considered culture and political beliefs to be 
biologically heritable traits, creating good government meant separating 

biological groups—races—so that each could have their own democratic 
state in which all the inhabitants would agree on how things should be 
done. 

This was the logic that the proponents of European successor states used 
when they talked to Wilson and his assistants when they tried to get support 
for their national causes, and it was also the practical definition of  “national 
self-determination” that the US delegation to the Paris Peace Conference 
used, despite the fact that Wilson had never actually defined what he meant 
by the phrase. A peaceful world would be a well-organized world, and to be 
well organized meant to be divided by race. Many Americans also thought 
that a well-organized Europe would cut down on European migration to 
the United States; if Southern and Eastern Europeans were happy at home, 
there would be no need for them to come to the United States and threaten 
the dominance of American Anglo-Saxons. 

Wilson could support many national independence movements in Europe; 
that was consistent with racialist thinking and the achievement of good 
democratic governance. Racist thinking kept him from extending his 
support to anti-colonial nationalist movements in other parts of the world, 
though, even when the leaders of those movements embraced his vision 
of racialized democracy. Wilson’s support for race-based exclusions at 
home was clearly consistent with his rejection of the Japanese delegation’s 
proposed racial equality clause and with the inclusion of the mandate system 
in the charter of his beloved League of Nations. Mandates were colonies 
by another name, with white governments providing tutelage to peoples of 
color around the world whom those whites deemed not yet ready for self-
government. But it was all of a piece: for Wilson, a peaceful world was a 
well-organized world, with each race in its proper place. The independence 
of white races in Europe meshed with the mandate system, continued 
colonial empires, and, in the United States, Jim Crow, the allotment of 
Native American lands, exclusion, and enhanced border control. 

We know that racialist and racist thought and Wilson’s efforts to achieve 
his vision at home and abroad lead to violence on a colossal scale. Should we 
remember Wilson? Yes. The consequences of not doing so are too great; we 
do not want to be obliged to re-learn his lessons. Should we celebrate him? I 
would say no.  Some of his words still provide useful inspiration, just as the 
equally flawed Thomas Jefferson’s “all men are created equal” does, but we 
need to give those words our own meaning if we do not want to be limited 
by the sins and follies of the past. v

The Center for Austrian Studies is able to offer a limited number of Summer 2021 Research Grants of $4,000. The grants are intended to provide 
financial support to currently enrolled University of Minnesota graduate students in order to further their progress towards the degree. Applications are 
welcome from all disciplines with a connection to Austrian/Central European Studies

Eligibility
 1. Applicants should be fully matriculated UMN advanced graduate students (pre or post prelims) who specialize in or intend to explore specialization
     in Austrian/Central European Studies. Applications from all disciplines are welcome.
 2. Applicants who have an Incomplete on their record at the time of application are not eligible.
 3. Students supported under the Graduate Research Partnership Program for summer 2020 are not eligible.

For more details, you can visit the CAS website, cla.umn.edu/austrian

CAS Offers Summer Research Grants in Austrian/Central 
European Studies for UMN Graduate Students
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John P. Enyeart, Death to Fascism: Louis Adamic's Fight for Democracy. 
Champaign: University of Illinois Press, 2019. 238 pp. Paper, ISBN: 978-
0-2520-8432-4, $25.

NEW BOOKS AND REVIEWS

The Place of Louis Adamic

continued on page 26

Louis Adamic, who emigrated to the United States from Slovenia, 
was a prominent author and activist in the 1930s and 40s who 
worked tirelessly to promote a more inclusive form of American 

democracy. However, his embrace of the Partisan movement of Josef 
Broz Tito made him a source of controversy within the Yugoslav 
immigrant community and the American government. He died under 
mysterious circumstance in 1951 and quickly faded from view. 

It is that neglect that John P. Enyeart seeks to correct, but with only 
limited success. After being struck by Adamic’s references to fascism 
in his novel Dynamite, Enyeart resolved to write a biography of this 
“antifascist activist” (ix). Enyeart defines antifascism broadly as a 
crusade against white supremacy, colonialism, capitalist exploitation, 
war, and totalitarianism. Its object is “to create a new humanism.” 
He ties his study to the work of recent historians who contend that 
“antifascism shaped our understanding of US democracy for most of 

the twentieth century” (1). He embraces this debatable concept but 
does not explain why it is more valid than other interpretations of the 
period. Enyeart casts Adamic as a major figure who, along with other 
non-communist leftists, “made antifascism the dominant US political 
culture from the mid-1930s through 1948” (2). He takes his title from 
Adamic’s use of the Yugoslav Partisan “Death to Fascism” slogan in his 
correspondence. Adamic’s reputation waned, Enyeart asserts, “because 
Cold Warriors smeared him as a communist, which he was not” (2).
This happened to Adamic and other “independent leftists” because they 
attempted to show that the national security initiatives championed by 
the US "masked a corporate-driven imperialist agenda combined with 
a desire to maintain white supremacy.” He claims that this is a “leading 
interpretation” of the period but does not buttress that with significant 
Cold War sources (2). 

Adamic’s main tool was his ability as a storyteller. Initially, Adamic 
had “his characters negotiate their Americanness” which mirrored his 
own struggles “to balance his Slovenian and US identities” (3). Despite 
being influenced by writers ranging from the Slovenian Ivan Cankar 
to Fredrich Nietzsche and Upton Sinclair, Adamic had little faith in 
socialism and claimed no “patriotic pride” as a Slovene (23). Adamic saw 
collective action as futile, because being American “meant existing in a 
perpetual state of alienation and despair” (25).

After visiting Yugoslavia in 1932 and witnessing the authoritarianism of 
King Alexander, Adamic began to identify “as a Slovene exile responsible 
for perpetuating Slovene identity” in the face of Alexander’s oppression 
(37). To defeat fascism, he endorsed the political activism he had once 
shunned. The resulting book, The Native’s Return (published in 1934), 
became a Book of the Month Club selection and acquainted American 
audiences with conditions within Yugoslavia. Yet the success of the 
book is not sufficient proof of Enyeart’s claim that it enabled Adamic 
to establish the “foundations of an independent leftist politics in the 
United States” (39). 

Adamic also began to champion cultural pluralism in the US as an 
antidote to the racial nationalism fascism promoted. Pluralism would 
enable immigrants to create a new, inclusive, national identity rather 
than simply join the existing Anglo-Saxon majority. In one of his most 
famous works, Two-Way Passage, published before the US entered the 
war, Adamic called on the US to use its immigrant resource in the fight 
for global democracy. He suggested America’s more recent immigrants 
could return to their homelands after the war to administer each 
countries’ liberated governments. Eleanor Roosevelt endorsed the idea 
and FDR seemed favorable. A variety of government agencies sought to 
implement Adamic’s recommendations, but the plan was not adopted. 

Adamic played a more sustained role in the government’s attempts 
to unify the Yugoslav-American community. The Allies and most 
American Serbs supported the exiled king and the resistance group 
pledged to him, but many Croats and Slovenes endorsed Tito’s 
multiethnic, communist-led and anti-monarchial Partisans. Adamic 
advocated a system called “Yugoslavism” in which the three main ethnic 
groups would share power within a federated republic. By the war years, 
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Ulrich Arnswald, Friedrich Stadler and Peter Weibel (eds.). Der Wiener 
Kreis–Aktualität in Wissenschaft, Literatur, Architektur und Kunst. Vienna: 
Lit Verlag, 2019. 300 pp. ISBN: 978-3-643-50937-6, €34,90.

The Vienna Circle was an interdisciplinary endeavor comparable 
to the Frankfurt School, the interdisciplinary research institute 
that was founded in the same year. It brought together 

philosophy, social sciences, and natural sciences as well as logic and 
mathematics, with its members’ political views ranging from hardcore 
liberalism to Austrian Marxism. The Circle was founded in 1924 (and 
got its name only in 1929) and ended rather violently with the murder 
of one of its main protagonists, Moritz Schlick, in 1936. Many of its 
members were forced into exile with the Nazi annexation of Austria in 
1938. 

It would not be too far-fetched to liken this group of scholars and 
researchers to the artistic avantgarde of their time. Not only did they 
come up with a manifesto, Scientific Worldview. The Vienna Circle 
(1929), they also shared the avantgarde’s optimism and enthusiasm for 
science and technology and—understanding themselves as engineers 
of soul and society—sought to liberate language, thought, and human 
relations from the burden of irrationality and metaphysics. The Centre 
for Art and Media (ZKM) in Karlsruhe, which prefers the moniker 
“Digital Bauhaus,” organized an exhibition and a symposium on 
the Vienna Circle in 2016. This collected volume contains selected 
contributions from the latter. 

There is an almost amusing incongruity between, on the one hand, the 
book’s topic (after all, Circle members were pioneers of knowledge) and 
the ZKM’s self-conception as a unique institution radiating currentness, 
and, on the other, the form and method of this publication: the collected 
volume, assembling conference talks. And yes, it comes with all the 
shortcomings of this genre and seems almost like a remainder of 
nineteenth century academic culture that predates its subject matter. 

First of all, the collection features thirteen men and only one woman 
writing exclusively about men. Admittedly, the Vienna Circle was male 
dominated, but it also included women (Rose Rand, Olga Hahn-
Neurath, and Else Frenkel-Brunswik, among others) —if only someone 
had asked about them. This gender dynamic, both on the side of today’s 
writers as well as in the Vienna Circle, would have at least been worthy 
of a contextualizing remark by the editors (which, however, presupposes 
the existence of something that justifies the name “introduction”). 

Second, the talks seem largely to have been simply thrown between 
two—admittedly nicely designed—covers. In other words, very little 
labor was invested in making them cohere, or at least stay on topic. 
Some contributors just ride their hobbyhorse, unimpressed by the task 
at hand and address the Vienna Circle only marginally (see for example, 
Hans Lenk’s article on schema interpretation). Others seem dismissive 
of the exercise as a whole. Jochen Hörisch, for instance, announces that 
because he had given his talk from handwritten notes, he will only put 
forward a few theses. These are quite general, or should I say allegorical, 
but, as he informs us, “at least in a polished form” (88), for which, I 
assume, we must be grateful. He ends his brief contribution with the 
remark that more elaboration on his reflections can be found in his 
books (192). Friedrich Stadler, on the other hand, simply submitted an 
article already published in 1995. 

Finally—and then I will stop caviling—what we get in this book is 
largely intellectual history in its most dated form: the juxtaposition of 
great thinkers (for example, Ernst Mach and Thomas Morus) or an 
obsession with the concept of  “influence” understood as direct causality, 
in this case, the impact of a member of the Vienna Circle or their 
writings on other artists and thinkers. These approaches naturally peter 
out into random anecdotes (who met whom when and where and so 
on). Methodologically, this is not exactly digital Bauhaus.

To end on more a conciliatory note, a reader can, I daresay, learn quite 
a bit about the Vienna Circle and its artistic environment and legacy 
despite the book’s shortcomings. Ramona K. Schuler and the artist-
scholar Peter Weibel discuss striking analogies between avantgarde 
artists and the experiments of Ernst Mach and other members of the 
Vienna Circle. Schuler concludes her article with a lamentation that 
contemporary art contents itself with the historicization of experiments 
and no longer develops a program of its own. In this vein, I would have 
loved to read more about what such programs looked like in the 1920s. 
She gives many examples of affinities between Mach’s experiments and 
other artistic endeavors (for example, Marcel Duchamp’s ready-mades), 
yet she too contents herself with mere historicization and enumeration. 
Aesthetics has a solid foothold in this book (six out of fourteen 
chapters). 

Károly Kókai, asks whether the Vienna Circle put forward an aesthetic 
theory of its own (and convincingly answers in the negative). Stefan 
Scherer, in a highly enjoyable chapter, discusses literary techniques and 

Karlsruhe Meets the Vienna Circle

continued on page 27
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Introduction
Power, the State, and Belonging in Central Europe 

Elizabeth Dillenburg, Cathleen Giustino, Darin Hayton, 
Howard Louthan, Timothy Olin, Lisa Scott, Brian Vetruba

An Empress Remembered: Examining the Life and Legacy of 
Maria Theresa
Women, Royal Power, and Enlightenment in Eighteenth-Century 
Europe: The Case of Maria Theresa

Elinor Anderson (University of Minnesota)
 
Maria Theresa and Her Afterlives: An Interview with Barbara 
Stollberg-Rilinger

Igor Tchoukarine (University of Minnesota)
Ambika Natarajan (Oregon State University)

Book Review: Barbara Stollberg-Rilinger’s Maria Theresia: Die 
Kaiserin in ihrer Zeit (Maria Theresa: The Empress in Her Time).

Fabia Weisser (Ludwig Maximilian University of Munich)
Translated by James Brueckel (University of Minnesota)

 
Digital Projects
Illustrating an Emperor: Understanding the Life and Reign of 
Maximilian I through Theuerdank

Luke Dykowski (University of Minnesota)

Alchemy in the Holy Roman Empire
A Mercurial Monarch and His Magical Metropolis: Rudolf II’s 
Prague and Its Alchemical Association

Charlie Smith (University of Cambridge)

Alchemy and Science in Early Modern Central Europe: An Interview 
with Tara Nummedal

James Brueckel (University of Minnesota)

Sexuality in Central Europe
“Get Yourselves Under Control”:  Youth Sexuality in the Third Reich

Sydni Zastre (University of Alberta)

Parasites, Prostitution, and Everyday Vigilance in Socialist 
Czechoslovakia: An Interview with Dr. Christiane Brenner

Victoria Skelton (Auburn University)
 
Articles
An Enlightenment of Spirit:  Pietism and Prussian Politics

Grace Vowels (Salem College)

South Slav-Russian Relations in the Last Half of the Nineteenth 
Century: Intrusion, Resentment, and Mutual Naiveté

David Crockett (University of Minnesota)

The Cult of the Duel:  Giving Satisfaction at the University of Vienna 
and in the Joint Army, 1867-1914

Sophie Hammond (University of Southern California)

Caught between Continents: The Holocaust and Israel’s Attempt to 
Claim the European Jewish Diaspora

Zachary Kimmel (Columbia University)

The 2020 volume of the Central Europe Yearbook is now available online at https://pubs.lib.umn.edu/index.php/cey/index.  
If you are interested in submitting to the Yearbook, see the website or contact the editors at ceuy@umn.edu. 

https://pubs.lib.umn.edu/index.php/cey/index
http://ceuy@umn.edu
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HOT OFF THE PRESSES

Anita Kurimay. Queer Budapest, 1873-1961. 
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2020. 
336 pp. IBSN: 978-0-2267-0565-1, $32.50.

István M. Szijártó. Estates and Constitution: 
The Parliament in Eighteenth-Century Hungary. 
New York: Berghahn, 2020. 442 pp. ISBN  
978-1-78920-879-5, $155.

Arnold Suppan. The Imperialist Peace Order in 
Central Europe. Saint-Germain and Trianon, 
1919–1920. Vienna: Austrian Academy of 
Sciences Press, 2019. 250 pp. ISBN13: 978-3-
7001-8363-1, €29,00.

Larry Wolff. Woodrow Wilson and the 
Reimagining of Eastern Europe. Palo Alto: 
Stanford University Press, 2020. 304 pp. 
ISBN: 978-1-5036-1119-1, $30.

Dominique Kirchner Reill. The Fiume Crisis: 
Life in the Wake of the Hapsburg Empire. 
Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2020. 
312 pp. ISBN: 978-0-6742-4424-5, $35.

Elfriede Jelinek. On the Royal Road: The Burgher 
King. Calcutta: Seagull Books, 2020. 178 pp. 
ISBN: 978-0857427786, $21.50.

David Edmonds. The Murder of Professor 
Schlick: The Rise and Fall of the Vienna Circle. 
New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 2020. 
336 pp. ISBN: 978-0-69116-490-8, $27.95. 

Klaas Van Gelder, ed. More than Mere Spectacle: 
Coronations and Inaugurations in the Habsburg 
Monarchy during the Eighteenth and Nineteenth 
Centuries. New York: Berhahn, 2020. 414 pp. 
ISBN  978-1-78920-877-1, $145. 

Ágoston Berecz. Empty Signs, Historical 
Imaginaries: The Entangled Nationalization 
of Names and Naming in a Late Habsburg 
Borderland. New York: Berghahn, 2020. 350 
pp. ISBN  978-1-78920-634-0, $149. 

Arnold Suppan. Hitler–Benes–Tito. National 
Conflicts, World Wars, Genocides, Expulsions, 
and Divided Remembrance in East-Central and 
Southeastern Europe, 1848–2018. Vienna: 
Austrian Academy of Sciences Press, 2019. 
1115 pp. ISBN: 978-3-7001-8410-2, €148,00

Tim Buchen. Antisemitism in Galicia: Agitation, 
Politics, and Violence against Jews in the Late 
Habsburg Monarchy. New York: Berghahn. 394 
pp. ISBN: 978-1-78920-770-5, $140.

Klaus Hödl. Entangled Entertainers: Jews and 
Popular Culture in Fin-de-Siècle Vienna. New 
York: Berghahn, 2019. 194 pp. ISBN  978-1-
78920-030-0, $135.

Martyn Rady. The Habsburgs: To Rule the 
World. New York: Basic Books. 416 pp. ISBN: 
978-1-54164-450-2, $32.

Christian Karner. Nationalism Revisited: 
Austrian Social Closure from Romanticism to the 
Digital Age. New York: Berghahn, 2020. 308 
pp. Cloth, ISBN: 978-1-78920-452-0, $135.

Gundolf Graml. Revisiting Austria: Tourism, 
Space, and National Identity, 1945 to the Present. 
New York: Berghahn, 2020. 292 pp. ISBN:  
978-1-78920-448-3, $149. 

John R. Lampe and Ulf Brunnbauer, eds. The 
Routledge Handbook of Balkan and Southeast 
European History. New York: Routledge, 2020. 
556 pp. ISBN: 978-1138613089, $250.

Barbara Stollberg-Rilinger. Maria Theresa: The 
Hapsburg Empress in Her Time. New Jersey: 
Princeton University Press, 2021. 944 pp. 
Cloth, ISBN: 978-0-69117-906-3, $39.95.

Alys X. George. The Naked Truth: Viennese 
Modernism and the Body. Chicago: University 
of Chicago Press, 2020. 328 pp. ISBN: 978-
0-2266-6998-4, $45.

Béla Tomka. Austerities and Aspirations: A 
Comparative History of Growth, Consumption, 
and Quality of Life in East Central Europe since 
1945. Budapest; New York: Central European 
University Press, 2020. 456 pp. ISBN: 978-
963-386-351-0, $105. 

František Šístek (Ed.) Imagining Bosnian 
Muslims in Central Europe: Representations, 
Transfers and Exchanges. New York: Berghahn, 
2021. 302 pp. Cloth, ISBN: 978-1-78920-774-
3, $145.

Mark Cornwall, ed. Sarajevo 1914: Sparking 
the First World War. New York: Bloomsbury 
Academic, 2020. 320 pp. ISBN: 978-13500-
9320-1, $32.95.
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NEWS FROM OUR 
SCHOLARS AND STUDENTS

Jacob Smiley
Undergraduate, University of Minnesota

In the Spring of 2020, I conducted archival research at the Wisconsin Historical Society, under 
the direction of Professor Igor Tchoukarine (University of Minnesota, History). This research 
was funded by the University of Minnesota's Undergraduate Research Opportunities Program 

(UROP). Our project investigated the 1958 US trade mission to Yugoslavia, utilizing the 
personal papers of Fred Wittner, an American advertising executive from New York who played a 
crucial role in the mission's programming and execution. After a thorough reading of the existing 
historiography, I examined the trade mission through the lens of technocratic internationalism—
borrowing Gabrielle Hetch's definition of the term—as a "less visible, but sometimes more 
powerful means of shaping and reshaping" international relations during the Cold War. 
 
As such, I examined trade fairs, personal relationships, and international business networks as 
sites of technocratic internationalism—looking at mid-level bureaucrats from the United States 
and Yugoslavia who believed that expertise and technical advice in areas such as transportation, 
industrial management, travel, and marketing could bridge political differences between cold War 
actors. This research culminated in a paper entitled "The 1958 US Trade Mission to Yugoslavia 
and the United States' 'Wedge' Policy: A Technocratic Connection," which also examined the 
mission through the lens of US foreign policy. 

James Gresock
History, University of Minnesota

CAS Summer Research Grant

Alexis Zenghi
Cultural Studies and Comparative Literature, University 

of Minnesota
Voices of Vienna Scholarship (VoV)

This year, CAS awarded the 
Summer Research Grant to James 

Gresock. In his dissertation, Gresock 
aims to explore how public executions 
were experienced and understood by 
early modern European audiences. 
He understands public execution as a 
highly nuanced performative drama 
that is intended to purge a society of its 
malefactors and restore order through 
contextually specific acts of ritualized 

retributive justice. Gresock’s dissertation investigates instances where this 
contextual specificity was lost, in particular, in the transformation of an 
execution from a local statement into far-reaching news, and he looks at 
how this translation itself created new meaning. 

Gresock’s research project, “Dismembering an Execution: Construction of 
Meaning and Conflation of Imaging from Oldenbarnevelt to Old Town 
Square,” focuses on how media was used to transform an execution’s 
contextually specific acts of retributive justice into narratives with 
broad appeal and polemic undertones. Drawing on visual media such as 
broadsheets and pamphlets, his project focuses on two executions, one in 
The Hague (1619) and the other in Prague (1621), and points to instances 
where depictions of the latter execution drew on the local representational 
syntax of the former to apply coded and polemical evaluations to a far-away 
execution. Gresock argues that these subtle visual assimilations played an 
outsized and overlooked role in the formation of contemporary perception 
and will go on to investigate their corresponding influence on later historical 
narrative. 

Gresock was unable travel for his research in the summer of 2020. He 
hopes to continue his research when travel is again possible. 

The VoV Scholarship was created and 
funded by Kathryn and Wilbur C. 

Keefer in honor of William E. Wright, 
founding director of CAS. It is awarded 
to graduate students from CLA and the 
School of Music in alternating years.

The 2020 winner was Alexis Zanghi 
(Cultural Studies & Comparative 
Literature). In her research, Zanghi 
examines representations of housing in 

contemporary installation and social practice art through archival research 
and by examining the impact of such installations on the built environment 
during crisis and displacement, both within cities (through gentrification) 
and around the world (resulting in migration). For this award, Zanghi 
is interested in the 2000 art project Please Love Austria by performance 
artist and filmmaker Christoph Schlingensief. The latter relocated, in 
2000, twelve asylum seekers from a detention center outside of Vienna to 
a complex of five shipping containers in the city’s center for a Big Brother 
online broadcast on webfreetv.com, during which Austrians voted to evict 
one asylum seeker at the end of each day. Please Love Austria was especially 
prescient in the installation’s representation of public space through a 
form that simultaneously referenced property television and an expanding 
surveillance state. In summer 2020, Zanghi has prepared for future archival 
research in Vienna by examining existing scholarship on Please Love 
Austria as well as other depictions of dwelling through contemporary art 
within Vienna’s built environment. She has been aided by the expansion of 
digital content and resources by arts institutions in response to COVID-
19, including the Wiener Festwochen, which originally commissioned 
Please Love Austria. Zanghi is especially interested in examining the 
contemporaneous experiences of Vienna’s city dwellers of Please Love 
Austria and she looks forward to building on her research when travel 
restrictions lift. 

Photo: Jeff Barnett-Winsby
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Austrian Cultural Forum New York
Cultural Activities, Fall and Winter 2020

ARTS and CULTURE

The most recent exhibition at the Austrian Cultural Forum’s 
(ACFNY) in-house gallery, “Spaces of No Control,” is on 
display from October 1, 2020 until January 10, 2021. This 

international group exhibition explores the notions of the modern city 
and its signifying dystopias of the 20th and 21st centuries. Curated by 
Walter Seidl, this multifaceted show unites contemporary artists based 
in Austria and the United States to comment on the current definitions 
of citizenship and public space. Spaces of No Control’s featured artists 
examine the histories of specific places and create a narrative on the 
defining architectural and social impressions over the urban structure. 
The exhibition which can be viewed in this online opening sneak peek 
tour analyzes city planning–initially intentioned to optimize rather 
than reorganize society–and the results of its complex history.

ACFNY is also hosting a diverse fall and winter program which can be 
experienced virtually.

In October, the ACFNY presents “My Song For You – Marta Eggerth 

and Jan Kiepura,” an online opening ceremony of an exhibition at the 
University of Music and Performance (mdw) honoring the stage and 
film careers of the dream couple Kiepura/Eggerth, who together created 
a musical legacy that would revolutionize opera and operetta. The show 
which will be opened on the ACFNY YouTube Channel in a joint online 
session between Vienna and New York also captures the stories of 
around 100 of the couple's friends, companions and colleagues including 
Fritz Grünbaum, Emmerich Kálman, Erich Wolfgang Korngold, Lotte 
Lehmann, Billy Wilder and many others.

The world premiere of the English language adaptation of EUROSTAR: 
A ROADMOVIE AS A CHAMBER PLAY by Austrian playwrights 
Barbara Kadletz and Ursula Knoll is exclusively available on the 
ACFNY YouTube Channel. Authors Stefan Zweig (1881–1942) and 
Joseph Roth (1894–1939) return as ghosts to the Europe of 2020 and 
accompany a literary scholar and her trainee during a research trip on 
a train journey from Vienna to London. Their attempts oscillate to 
position themselves on current developments in Europe are discovered 

continued on page 25

Photo: David Plakke, Courtesy of the Austrian Cultural Forum New York

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IqSv-jtQMjk
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IqSv-jtQMjk
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCwKaSAf0PXKgcByTVMIai1w
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A Decade at the Wirth Institute
Joseph Patrouch Looks Back at his Time as Director

SCHOLARS and SCHOLARSHIP

My family and I moved to Edmonton, Alberta (Canada) from 
Miami Beach, Florida (USA) in Summer, 2011 when I took 
over as Director of the Wirth Institute for Austrian and 

Central European Studies, a research and cultural unit at the University 
of Alberta. As I near the end of my second, final five-year term in this 
position, I have been asked to reflect on my time in office. Next academic 
year I will be returning to full-time teaching in the Department of 
History and Classics here in Edmonton (hopefully in person). 

The Wirth Institute is a complex interdisciplinary unit which has ties 
to numerous departments in the Social Sciences, Humanities, Fine, and 
Performing Arts. It has a national mandate to support programs across 
Canada. Over the past decade we have held conferences and workshops 
from Halifax on the Atlantic to Lake Louise in the Rockies, and in 
locations in between. I have learned a lot about the academic landscape 
of Canada, and about its history. My family and I have become Canadian 
citizens!

The Wirth Institute benefits from the support of the Austrian Federal 
Ministry of Education, Science and Research as one of the members of 
its international network of Austrian centers and institutes. The Institute 
also has formal ties to Croatia, Czechia, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia, and 
Slovenia. In addition to the activities mentioned above in Canada, we 
have sponsored activities in many of those countries. I have learned 

much about these countries and their academic systems 
through multiple discussions with colleagues, academic 
administrators and central education ministry officials in 
many of them. I found particularly memorable multiple 
conversations with high-level Hungarian ministry officials 
such as László Palkovics as they explained their ideas 
relating to the reshaping of the research and advanced 
education landscape in that country.

Looking back, it is the variety of interests of the students 
and scholars with whom I have come into contact which 
strikes me the most. Trained as a historian of Early Modern 
Europe, I taught for two decades in a history department 
and focused almost exclusively on research and teaching 
in that discipline. Here at the Wirth Institute I interact 
with and organize programs relating to a wide variety of 
fields. These are targeted at a wide variety of audiences, 
from the general public, to undergraduate and graduate 
students, to advanced researchers. In fact, I have also 
given multiple presentations to grade school and junior 
high students in a University of Alberta program called 
“USchool” which targets students from underprivileged 
backgrounds to introduce them to the possibilities 
available at a university.

A few years ago, when he was visiting Edmonton to give 
a public lecture on the geography of Hassidism, Marcin 

Wodziński of the University of Wrocław told me that he thought I must 
have a unique perspective on graduate education across Central Europe 
due to the fact that for many years I had travelled across the region to 
interview finalists for the Wirth Institute’s various doctoral research 
fellowship programs. I have reviewed hundreds of applications from 
Austria, Croatia, Czechia, Hungary and Poland, and then interviewed 
dozens of finalists, leading to the selection of 45 doctoral fellows, who 
then came to Edmonton for year-long stays.  As I discussed at the 
German Studies Association roundtable on Austrian Studies in 2017 
organized by Georg Kastner of the Andrássy Universität, a review of 
these students’ interests reveals a number of characteristics, including 
an abiding interest in identity (expressed in projects in the field of social 
linguistics, for example,) and strikingly national approaches.  Many of 
these students have stayed in contact across Central Europe and have 
organized the Wirth Alumni Network (WAN) to assist them in doing 
so.

Although the EU and the various Erasmus educational exchange 
programs have gone a long way toward internationalizing students’ 
experiences in Central Europe, much more needs to be done to expand 
curricula and perspectives. I hope that the Wirth Institute will continue 
to be an important force in this undertaking. v

Joseph F. Patrouch
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The Austrian Studies Program at the University of California, 
Berkeley is the newest member of the global network of Austria 
Centers around the world. Since the Program’s founding in 2017, 

it has become an integral part of Berkeley’s Institute of European Studies 
(IES), the University’s hub for interdisciplinary research and education on 
Europe and transatlantic relations and the only center of its kind in the 
Western United States. The Austrian Studies Program shares in the broader 
IES mission to build bridges—through education, research, diplomacy, and 
public outreach—between California, Austria, and Europe. In partnership 
with the Austrian Federal Ministry of Education, Science and Research 
and the Austrian Marshall Foundation, we seek to enrich collaboration and 
promote a deeper understanding of Austrian history, politics, culture, and 
society on the Berkeley campus and beyond.

While the Program itself is a relatively recent initiative, UC Berkeley has 
long been a recognized leader in Austrian Studies, especially in the areas 
of language and literature, art history, and political and cultural history. In 
literary studies, for example, Heinz Politzer was America's leading expert in 
Kafka scholarship; Peter Selz, who founded the Berkeley Art Museum, was 
a much-celebrated authority on Central European art of the 20th century; 
while historical scholars from Charles Gulick through Carl Schorske and 
William Slottman to John Connelly have made Berkeley the place in the 
United States to study the history of the Habsburg Monarchy and the 
Austrian republics. Building on this legacy, the Austrian Studies Program 
today also turns its focus to science and technology, connecting the Berkeley 
community to innovators in the San Francisco Bay Area to support closer 
cooperation and knowledge-sharing.

Over the past year, Austrian Studies hosted a rich series of discussions 
and events raising awareness of Austria and Central Europe from both 
a contemporary and a historical perspective. In September 2019, David 
Wineroither, research fellow at the Hungarian Academy of Sciences and 
National University for Public Service in Budapest, gave a lecture on “Zero 
Sum Politics? Austrian Government and Challenges to the Kelsenian Vision 
of Democracy.” Drawing on Hans Kelsen’s time as a visiting professor at 
Berkeley in the 1940s, Wineroither analyzed the formation of post-World 
War II Austrian democracy based on a theory of social integration, at a 
time when many political actors openly rejected parliamentary democracy. 
In October 2019, together with the UC Berkeley Institute of Slavic, East 
European and Eurasian Studies, we invited Dominique Kirchner Reill 
(University of Miami) for a presentation of her recent book on the Fiume 
Crisis and its important role in reimagining Europe in the years following 
the First World War and the dissolution of the Habsburg monarchy. 
Recent lectures also examined the Austrian Second Republic within the 
framework of present-day regional politics and of the European Union. In 
his October 2019 talk on “Redefining Democracy in Post-Crisis Europe,” 
IES Senior Fellow Ludvig Norman (Stockholm University) addressed 
the rise of populist and “anti-system” parties, such as the Freedom Party 
of Austria and Hungary’s Fidesz party, and their impact on EU political 
institutions.

At the core of our mission is supporting innovative research by the next 
generation of scholars and experts on Austria and Europe. In Fall 2019, 
Austrian Studies cosponsored the annual IES graduate research conference 
on “Understanding the Countryside: Rural Europe in a Post-Global World,” 
in which students shared current projects reassessing ideas of rurality and 
the urban-rural dichotomy, and examining the impacts of globalization on 

By: Jeroen Dewulf (Director, Austrian Studies Program/Institute of 
European Studies) and Julia Nelsen (Program Manager)

Austrian Studies at the University of 
California, Berkeley
Report on 2019-2020 Activities

Austrian Marshall Foundation Fellow Christoph Kogler (second from left) with participants in the interdisciplinary workshop on wood supply chain management
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Europe’s rural areas, often characterized as the last strongholds of national 
identities. The conference brought together over 30 graduate students in 
fields as varied as anthropology, architecture, ecology, international studies, 
landscape architecture, and political science, from the UC campuses, Johns 
Hopkins University, Harvard University, the University of Oregon, and the 
Warsaw University of Life Sciences. Student panels were followed by the 
keynote lecture “Complicating the Countryside: Reflections on Land, Labor 
and the Law” by Martha Lampland (Professor of Sociology and Science 
Studies at the University of California, San Diego), on collectivization, 
privatization, and capitalism in rural Hungarian communities after the fall 
of the communist regime. 

Thanks to the generous support of the Austrian Marshall Plan Foundation, 
our Program also strengthens UC Berkeley’s ties to Austrian universities 
and research centers by promoting the exchange of scholars and joint 
projects in key areas such as “The Future of Industry from a Social and 
Economic Perspective,” “Work Profiles of the Future: Dual Education & 
Apprenticeship,” and “Transatlantic Connections between Austria and the 
United States.” In February 2020, visiting doctoral student and Marshall 
Foundation Fellow Christoph Kogler (Vienna University of Natural 
Resources and Life Sciences) convened a workshop at UC Berkeley on 
comparative approaches to wood supply chain management in Austria 
and California in response to challenges such as wildfires, windstorms 
and pest infestations. The event brought together a diverse group of 
experts from across the disciplines including industrial engineering, 
environmental science, forestry, the Haas Business School, and the 
Institute of Transportation Studies, as well as visiting scholars from the 
European Commission. Kogler recently authored and published the results 
of his research at Berkeley in the April 2020 Special Issue of the journal 
Forests: Adaptive Forest Management and Decision Making Models under 

Climate Change (Risk and Uncertainty). From the Berkeley side, PhD 
candidate and Marshall Foundation Fellow Marcel Moran (City 
and Regional Planning) spent the summer of 2019 at the Vienna 
University of Technology’s Institute of Transportation examining 
micromobility trends and scooter-sharing schemes in relation to 
municipal regulations. With co-authors Barbara Laa and Guenter 
Emberger, Moran published his study in the March 2020 issue of 
Case Studies in Transport Policy, offering policy recommendations for 
cities worldwide to oversee new mobility services and incentivize more 
equitable coverage across municipal areas. 

With international travel and in-person events currently interrupted 
by the COVID-19 pandemic, the Austrian Studies Program has 
seized the opportunity to engage with new, broader audiences in the 
virtual space. We partnered with the three North American Austria 
Centers in Minnesota, Edmonton, and New Orleans to present a Fall 
2020 joint lecture series on “Austrian Identities.” First in the lineup 
was the widely successful 2020 Kann Memorial Lecture sponsored 
by UMN’s Center for Austrian Studies, “Against the World: The 
Collapse of Empire and the Deglobalization of Interwar Austria,” 
by Tara Zahra [see interveiw on page 4]. On October 6, 2020, the 
Berkeley Austrian Studies Program will be pleased to host Wolfgang 
Petritsch, President of the Austrian Marshall Foundation, for a talk 
on “Identity Politics and Armed Civil Conflict: Reflections on the 
Fall of Yugoslavia.” The series continued on October 14 and 15, 2020, 
with a lecture and Q&A with Ewa Wylężek-Targosz (University 
of Silesia, Poland) on “Silesian Identity in the Art of Ireneusz 
Walczak,” sponsored by the University of Alberta’s Wirth Institute 
for Austrian and Central European Studies. Finally, on November 2, 
Center Austria at the University of New Orleans welcomed Gerald 
Steinacher (University of Nebraska) for a talk on identity and 
ethnonationalism in the borderland region of South Tyrol. For more 
details on events, please visit: 

https://ies.berkeley.edu/austrian/events. v

IES/Austrian Studies Program Director Jeroen Dewulf with guest 
speaker David Wineroither

https://ies.berkeley.edu/austrian/events. 
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News from Center Austria

Due to the Coronavirus pandemic, the University of New 
Orleans’ Center Austria had a topsy-turvy spring, summer, 
and fall 2020 season—much like our sister centers in 

Minneapolis, Berkeley, and Edmonton. Our biggest loss has been the 
University of Innsbruck students that normally attend UNO every 
semester. While in the spring some students left New Orleans right 
away, due to insurance coverage issues for Coronavirus, others waited 
until the end of the semester, but all finished their coursework online. 
Due to the travel ban in the fall semester, despite a dozen or so students 
wanting to come, we have only one student who is taking courses online. 
Meanwhile, the Center Austria Director, who was teaching as a guest 
professor at the University of Innsbruck, was held in the strict Tyrol 
quarantine for six weeks (as a result of the winter resort of Ischgl having 
acted as a “super spreader” of the virus with its lively apres ski scene). 

The spring semester’s lecture series ended abruptly in February, but due 
to the initiative of the Berkeley Center, we had a joint online lecture 
series in the fall of 2020 to which UNO contributed a lecture on South 
Tyrol’s identity by Gerald Steinacher, the Hyman Rosenberg Professor 
for Judaic Studies at the University of Nebraska. Steinacher spent a year 
as an Innsbruck student at UNO in the 1990s, so he is a product of the 
UNO-University of Innsbruck partnership. Marc Landry, the Associate 
Director of Center Austria, co-organized a successful seminar on the 
Second Austrian Republic with Michael Burri (Bryn Mawr, Vice 
President of the Austrian Studies Association) and Eva Pfanzelter 
(Institute of Contemporary History, University of Innsbruck) for the 
first virtual German Studies Association meeting in October. Center 
Austria also organized the “Radomir Luza Prize” in cooperation with 
Winfried Garscha of the Dokumentationsarchiv des Österreichischen 
Widerstandes in Vienna (both are grateful to Martin Nekola and Pavel 
Szobi in Prague for assisting in the evaluation of submissions). At the 
GSA’s 2020 virtual awards ceremony, two Luza Prizes were awarded—
as no award was given in 2019. The winners were Rachel Applebaum for 
her book Empire of Friends: Soviet Power and Socialist Internationalism in 
Cold War Czechoslovakia (Cornell University Press, 2019), and Abigail 
Weil for her dissertation Man is Indestructible: Legend and Legitimacy in 
the Worlds of Jaroslav Hašek (Harvard, 2019).  
 
Center Austria also continued its publication activities. This summer 
a volume of poetry came out in our series with UNO Press “Central 
European History, Culture, and Literature”: Joshua Parker’s (as editor 
and translator), Blossoms in Snow: Austrian Refugee Poets in Manhattan. 
Moreover, vol. 29 in our “Contemporary Austrian Studies” series 
appeared: G. Bischof, M. Landry, Ch. Karner, eds., Myths in Austrian 
History: Construction and Deconstruction (UNO Press and Innsbruck 
University Press, 2020).

As COVID-19 has cut most traditional activities short, Center 
Austria’s staff is taking the fall semester to think about new programs 
and options. v

Günter Bischof, Director
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However, the law provided for two exceptions to this third requirement: 
the Panel could recommend in rem restitution if a claim had previously 
been rejected by an Austrian court or administrative body due to lack 
of evidence and if evidence regarding that claim had since come to light 
(e.g. newly discovered documents).8 Furthermore, the Panel could also 
recommend in rem restitution despite a prior measure if it unanimously 
concluded that the prior measure had constituted an “extreme injustice” 
at the time it was applied. As we reported in 2012, many post-war 
restitution proceedings ended with a settlement between the parties 
(this generally involved former owners or their heirs waiving restitution 
in exchange for a monetary payment). As a result of this, the Arbitration 
Panel received a substantial number of applications asserting the 
“extreme injustice” of a prior measure involving the requested property.9    
In total, the Arbitration Panel received 2,307 applications (Figure 3). 

Of these, 644 met the abovementioned basic requirements. These were 
classified as “substantive applications” and subsequently subjected to 
an in-depth historical and legal examination. The Panel issued sixty-
one decisions recommending in rem restitution of the assets requested 
in 140 of these applications. A further 324 substantive applications 
had to be rejected and 147 were dismissed. Thirty-three substantive 
applications were withdrawn by the applicants before they were ruled 
on. A further 1,434 applications were classified as formal applications, 
meaning that they did not meet the statutory requirements listed 
above. Despite detailed research and queries made with the applicants, 
1,395 of these had to be dismissed or rejected and 39 were withdrawn. 
In many of these cases, the requirements for ownership in 1938 or 
for publicly owned property were not met.10 In such cases, the law 
provided for monetary compensation via the Claims Committee. For 
various reasons, processing was discontinued for 229 (10%) of the 
applications.11 In total, the Arbitration Panel passed 1,582 decisions. 
They are published online in anonymized English and German, and 
decisions on substantive applications are also published in a bilingual 
book series.12  

While processing the applications, the Arbitration Panel gained many 
insights into the terrible fates and the asset losses suffered by exiled or 
murdered Austrians. Its experiences, the outcomes of its work, and a 

8 Cf. Sec. 32 of the GSF Law: https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/files/content/documents/gsf/EF-G_NON-
BINDING_translation.pdf.
9 Cf. https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/decisions/eGruende_en/12,11.
10 Many applications were filed for buildings in the mistaken belief that they had once belonged to the applicant’s family. 
Research by the Arbitration Panel often showed that the applicant’s family had resided in a rented apartment in the 
requested building.
11 Processing was stopped for these applications due to deficiencies such as missing powers-of-attorney or eligible ap-
plicants.
12 Cf. https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/decisions; General Settlement Fund, Josef Aicher, Erich Kussbach, August 
Reinisch (eds.), Decisions of the Arbitration Panel for In Rem Restitution, (Wien: Facultas, 2008).

description of its activities will be published in a bilingual Final Report 
in 2021 (Figure 4).13 The following shall provide a few glimpses into the 
work of the Arbitration Panel. 

First, it is interesting to note that the assets requested in the substantive 
applications spanned a broad range of real estate types. During the 
negotiations leading up to the Washington Agreement, there was an 
assumption that the majority of the requested real estate assets would 
be developed land, and there was a certain amount of conjecture that 
there were many Viennese palaces that had still not been restituted to 
their Jewish owners.14 In reality, restitution was requested for property 
with a wide range of different uses in 1938. Just under half (45%) of 
the requested real estate involved developed properties and, of these, 
over half were multi-party residential buildings, followed by large, 
turn-of-the-century apartment blocks. Restitution was also claimed for 
family residences, villas, offices, and business spaces. There were just 
three applications requesting the restitution of palaces. However, one 
quarter of the requested properties were largely undeveloped and used 
for agricultural purposes (mainly farming and forestry). The remaining 
quarter comprised various types of property, particularly development 
land and land used for commercial or industrial purposes, as well as 
apartments and superstructures.

In most cases, the requested real estate had undergone substantial 
changes between 1938 and the Washington Agreement cutoff date in 
2001 due to war damage, an abundance of structural interventions, or 
changes to the surrounding area. As a result, many of the properties 
that the Arbitration Panel recommended for restitution bore little 
resemblance to the property that had once been seized.

Large buildings that had formerly been single-family homes were often 
converted into offices or business spaces after being confiscated or in 
the years following 1945. Buildings that were destroyed or damaged 
in air raids were often replaced by municipal housing, schools, or road 
infrastructure; other areas were transferred into public property (e.g. 

for sidewalks) or were put to 
use for military purposes.15 In 
such cases when a property 
was in principle eligible 
for restitution, but in rem 
restitution was not practical 
or feasible, a comparable asset 
was awarded in the form of a 
monetary payment.16  

Of the twenty-nine 
properties and property 
complexes (estates) that were 
recommended for restitution 
by the Arbitration Panel in the 
sixty-one positive decisions, 
only six could be restituted 
in full (i.e. in identical 
dimensions to the time of their 
seizure). For several others, 
financial compensation was 
awarded for those (small) 
parts of the property that 

could not be restituted in rem. In eighteen of these twenty-nine cases, 
13 Josef Aicher, Erich Kussbach,  and August Reinisch (eds.), Final Report of the Arbitration Panel for In Rem Restitution, 
(Wien: Facultas, forthcoming 2021).
14 Cf. Stuart Eizenstat, Imperfect Justice. Looted Assets, Slave Labor, and the Unfinished Business of World War II, (New York: 
PublicAffairs, 2003), see chapter 14.
15 A list of the type, size and changes to the properties recommended for restitution can be found in the upcoming Final 
Report.
16 Cf. Sec. 34 of the GSF Law. Generally, valuation reports compiled by real estate experts were obtained to establish the 
market value of a property and therefore the amount of the comparable asset (compensation payment).

Comprehensive Solution from page 8

Figure 3: Procedural statistics of the Arbitration Panel for In Rem 
Restitution.

Figure 4: Cover of the upcoming, 
bilingual Final Report of the Arbitration 

Panel for In Rem Restitution.

https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/files/content/documents/gsf/EF-G_NON-BINDING_translation.pdf
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/files/content/documents/gsf/EF-G_NON-BINDING_translation.pdf
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/decisions/eGruende_en/12,11
 https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/decisions
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in rem restitution was not practical or feasible at all, for the reasons 
mentioned above. Aside from the high degree of flux in the real estate 
sector and the changing usage of the seized properties since 1938, the 
large number of monetary compensation payments awarded was also 
indicative of the fact that the requirement of  “publicly owned property” 
was often only met in cases where the land in question was not suitable 
for restitution (e.g. transportation or municipal infrastructure—such 
as schools—which was generally owned by a regional administration or 
the Austrian Federation).

The total area of the real estate recommended for restitution by the 
Arbitration Panel comes to 875,522.7 square meters. The overall value 
of the restituted properties is estimated at €48 million. Of this amount, 
€9.8 million took the form of comparable assets.    

Over half of the properties recommended for restitution are located in 
Vienna (Figures 5 and 6).17 This in itself is not surprising, since over 
90% of Austria’s Jewish population lived in Vienna in 1938, and the 
majority of decisions issued by the Arbitration Panel involved Viennese 
real estate.18

The areas recommended for restitution are distributed among 
the Viennese districts of Innere Stadt (2), Neubau (1), Josefstadt 
(1), Alsergrund (1), Favoriten (1), Meidling (1), Hietzung (1), 
Rudolfsheim-Fünfhaus (1), Ottakring (1), Hernals (2), Floridsdorf 
(2) and Donaustadt (2). No properties were restituted in the other 
districts. As far as the other provinces are concerned, the largest 
number of recommended properties were situated in Lower Austria 
(7), followed by the provinces of Burgenland (3), Upper Austria (1), 
Styria (1) and Carinthia (1). No properties were recommended for 
restitution in Tyrol, Vorarlberg, or Salzburg. 

As mentioned, formal applications had to be rejected or dismissed 
by the Arbitration Panel. Yet 324 substantive applications were also 
denied. In many of these cases, the real estate in question had already 
been restituted after 1945 and only came under public ownership later 
on. There were a number of reasons for this: After 1945, the majority 

17 The geographic location of the properties requested in other decisions can be viewed here: https://maps.nationalfonds.
org.
18 Cf. Susanne Helene Betz, Ten Years of the Arbitration Panel for In Rem Restitution–Figures, Data, Facts, in: General 
Settlement Fund, Josef Aicher, Erich Kussbach, August Reinisch (eds.), Decisions of the Arbitration Panel for In Rem Restitu-
tion, vol. 4, (Wien: Facultas, 2011), 473.

of seized real estate in Austria was covered by the post-war restitution 
legislation. The land register had survived the war, and the paperwork 
at the District Courts documenting changes of ownership (e.g. 
compulsory sales) painted a relatively clear picture of which real estate 
assets had been seized or confiscated under the Nazis. As such, it was 
considerably easier for former owners or their heirs to prove the seizure 
of real estate than the seizure of moveable assets.19 In addition, 1957 
saw the establishment of the Collection Agencies.20 These agencies 
were created to pursue restitution claims that had not yet been or could 
not be asserted within the given filing periods (because the rightful 
claimants had perished in the Holocaust). The Collection Agencies 
conducted proceedings on behalf of these people and the proceeds 

19 A random sample investigated by the Austrian Historical Commission showed that around 69% of seized Jewish real 
estate was covered by post-war restitution legislation and restituted in the 1940s to 1960s. Restitution proceedings were 
commenced for a further 20% but did not result in restitution. In many of these cases a settlement was reached in which 
the original owners or their heirs received a compensation payment in exchange for waiving restitution. There were no 
indications of any restitution proceedings for the remaining 11% of this random sample, although it is probable that some of 
these were dealt with in out-of-court settlements. Gerhard Melinz, Gerald Hödl, “Jüdisches” Liegenschaftseigentum in Wien 
zwischen Arisierungsstrategien und Rückstellungsverfahren, (Wien/München: Oldenbourg, 2004), 207.
20 Receiving Organizations Act, Federal Law Gazette 285/1958. The Collection Agencies were established on the basis of 
the 1955 State Treaty of Vienna.

Figures 5 & 6: Recommendations of the Arbitration Panel for In Rem Restitution. The images of Vienna and Austria show the geographic location of the 
properties recommended for in rem restitution. The dots indicate the location of the properties. The numbers correspond to those in the table alongside, which 

lists the decisions chronologically according to date of issue with the federal province and cadastral district. Graphics: Nikolaij Kreinjobst, Peter Stadlbauer.   

Number / Decision number / Federal province, cadastral district
1.  3/2003 Vienna, Innere Stadt 
2.  24/2005 Vienna, Aspern 
3.  25/2005, 25a/2005 Vienna, Inzersdorf-Stadt 
4.  27/2005, 27a/2006, 27c/2008 Vienna, Josefstadt 
5.  88/2006, 88a/2006, 88b/2007 Vienna, Innere Stadt 
6.  89/2006, 89a/2006, 550/2009, 550a/2009 Vienna, Neubau 
7.  206/2006, 206a/2008 Vienna, Neuwaldegg 
8.  WA/RO 1/2007 Burgenland, Althodis, Neuhodis Markt 
9.  WA/RO 2/2007, WA/RO 2a/2008 Vienna, Neulerchenfeld 
10.  481/2008, 481a/2008 Vienna, Donaufeld 
11.  482/2008, 482a/2009 Vienna, Alsergrund 
12.  507/2008 Vienna, Hernals 
13.  533/2009 Carinthia, Steindorf 
14.  643/2010, 643a/2010 Vienna, Süssenbrunn 
15.  654/2010, 654a/2010 Lower Austria, Willendorf 
16.  700/2010, 700a/2011 Lower Austria, Bad Vöslau 
17.  735/2011, 735a/2011 Lower Austria, Markgrafneusiedl 
18.  737/2011, 737a/2011 Lower Austria, Sommerein 
19.  872/2012, 872a/2013 Lower Austria, Schwechat 
20.  961/2013, 961a/2013 Lower Austria, Sommerein 
21.  977/2013, 977a/2014 Burgenland, Frauenkirchen 
22.  1005/2013, 1005a/2014 Lower Austria, Kottingbrunn 
23.  1034/2014, 1034a/2015 Styria, Judendorf 
24.  1106/2015, 1106a/2015 Vienna, Rudolfsheim 
25.  1121/2015, 1121a/2015, WA/RO 14/2016, 1121b/2016, 1121c/2016  
        Vienna, Hietzing 
26.  1135/2015, WA/RO 13/2015, WA/RO 13a/2016 Upper Austria, Steinbach  
        am Attersee 
27.  1151/2015, 1151a/2016 Vienna, Meidling 
28.  1160/2016, 1160a/2016 Burgenland, Mattersburg 
29.  1526/2018, 1526a/2018 Vienna, Leopoldau

Figure 5
Vienna 

Figure 6
Austria 

https://maps.nationalfonds.org.
https://maps.nationalfonds.org.
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were used to compensate the Nazis’ victims.21 In the Arbitration Panel’s 
decision-making practice, a property could not be recommended 
for restitution if that property had previously been restituted to the 
Collection Agencies. Where this was the case, the application had to 
be rejected. If the proceedings involving the Collection Agencies had 
been concluded with a settlement rather than restitution, however, and 
the Arbitration Panel deemed the settlement to have constituted an 
“extreme injustice”, it could recommend restitution. This was the case 
for a former Viennese sanatorium, which the Panel recommended for 
restitution in 2005 (Figure 1).22 

A list of the different grounds for the Arbitration Panel’s decisions and 
a detailed analysis of the Panel’s decision-making practice is published 
in the Final Report of the Arbitration Panel. This report is one of the 
Panel’s most crucial final tasks. It documents almost twenty years of 
activity and takes stock of its work processes and outcomes. Everything 
contained here in the present text can be found in the Final Report, 
as well as a wealth of further historical and legal analyses. And yet a 
few tasks remain for the future: The Panel’s book series, in which the 
decisions on substantive applications are reproduced in German and 
English, is still to be finalized. The series contains seven volumes so 
far, and volume eight is going to press soon. The procedural files and 
other working materials of the Arbitration Panel must be preserved 
in its archives, necessitating the preparation of finding aids. This will 
also allow this latest Austrian restitution measure to be subjected to 
future analysis and enable its contents to be used for educational and 
informative purposes for years to come. v

21 Cf. Georg Weis, Sammelstelle A. Sammelstelle B. Schlussbericht (1957–1969), (Wien, 1969), https://www.
entschaedigungsfonds.org/schlussbericht-der-sammelstellen-1957-1969.html); and Margot Werner, Michael Wla-
dika, Die Tätigkeit der Sammelstellen, (Wien: Oldenbourg, 2004).
22 Cf. decision no. 27/2005, available at https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/detail-view/6802047.

between tragedy and comedy.

On the occasion of the Austrian National Holiday and the Centennial 
of the Salzburg Festival the ACFNY will stream an online program, 
“Nourishing the Soul: The Beginnings of the Salzburg Festival." The 

one-hour program on the ACFNY YouTube Channel traces the origins 
of the Salzburg Festival idea and features a reading by Gregorij H. 
von Leitis who presents selected texts by Hugo von Hofmannsthal, 
Harry Graf Kessler, Karl Kraus, Max Reinhardt, Joseph Roth, Bertha 
Zuckerkandl, Stefan Zweig and others.

Due to its success, with the podcast having been downloaded over 1,000 
times, the forum has decided to extend the talks between Christopher 
Domig and Viktor Frankl’s grandson Alexander Vesely, which now 
includes a second episode. You can also watch a video of an early 
workshop production of "Search For Meaning,” an award-winning 
theater company in NYC that addresses questions of alienation and 
reconciliation and is supported by the ACFNY.

In addition these events, the ACFNY is hosting an open call for the 2020 
ACFNY Translation Prize in which a $4,000 Prize will be awarded for 
an outstanding translation of contemporary Austrian literature (prose) 
into English. 

As a result of the pandemic and lockdown measures, the ACFNY has 
featured a diverse music program online which is available as podcast 
on the ACFNY’s website and YouTube channels. New additions this 
fall include: “Sain Mus” presented by Philipp Erasmus (Guitar) and 
Clemens Sainitzer (Violoncello) at the Belvedere Palace in Vienna 
Featuring intimate improvisations or spontaneous compositions at this 
lavish baroque Palace with its high and opulent rooms. The ACFNY 
will also exclusively feature “Beethoven - Katzer - Kontraste,” a concert 
video of the performance of Beethoven's sonatas for violoncello and 
piano contrasted by Georg Katzer's "Postscripta to B". by Jörg Ulrich 
Krah (cello) and Bernhard Parz (piano).With their interpretation 
they set new accents and show both Beethoven's modernity and his 
different approaches in the different periods of his creative work. The 
contemporary bridge-building enables new listening approaches and 
honors the work of two great German composers.

‘This is Us’, was launched in late May as a 
collaborative music video project with Austrian 
musicians based in New York and New Jersey, 
focusing on first-hand impressions from NYC 
during the peak of its COVID-19 crisis. 
In response to the success of this video, the 
ACFNY is creating a new music video that will 
be available on the ACFNY YouTube Channel 
in December. In late December, the ACFNY 
will launch “Strings & Noise,” a visual extension 
of Daniel Riegler’s sensual composition ZEN in 
collaboration with Austrian filmmaker Melanie 
Hollaus. In ZEN Mr. Riegler uses scordatura 
for both instruments, relating to each other 
with partial tones. This special tuning creates 
the feeling of an earthiness, which grounds the 
audience.

By the end of this year the ACFNY will launch 
a new website and present its first virtual online 
reality project.

The Austrian Cultural Forum New York is located 
at 11 East 52nd St., New York, NY  10022 (between Madison and 
Fifth Avenue).  The gallery is open daily from 10:30am to 5:30pm by 
appointment.  Admission to exhibitions, concerts, and other events at 
the ACFNY is always free.  v

ACFNY from page 18

Austrian Cultural Forum New York Building (Photo: David Plakke)

https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/schlussbericht-der-sammelstellen-1957-1969.html)
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/schlussbericht-der-sammelstellen-1957-1969.html)
https://www.entschaedigungsfonds.org/detail-view/6802047.
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Kann from page 6

Discussing Professor Kann’s many professional activities, Winters added: 
“Nor would Kann allow the press of his own professional activities to 
reduce the attention he paid to his students,” a sentiment that completely 
matched my own experience.

I was attracted to his work by my own historical progression as he had 
been drawn to earlier works by his own historical background. Growing up 
in Brooklyn, I remember always having been interested in history, staying 
up at night as a young boy reading the World Book Encyclopedia cover-to-
cover. This interest expanded into Europe during my undergraduate years 
at Brooklyn College. I was drawn specifically to the history of Austria, and 
especially to what appeared to a young student as the glory of fin-de-siècle 
Vienna, a Central European capital that had been so heavily damaged first 
by the Nazis and then by the Cold War division of the Continent into East 
and West. During the 1950s and early 60s, the Second World War and the 
experience of Nazi Germany was not too distant in the past, the Cold War 
was in full bloom, and Europe seemed to be the center of the world. My 
“nostalgia,” for lack of a better word, was captured years later in an article 
by the essayist Olivier Guez, who in 2013 wrote:

In important ways, the Europe of 1913 was more cosmopolitan and 
European than the Europe of today. Ideas and nationalities mingled and 
converged in a hotbed of creativity....And there were large communities of 
cosmopolitan expatriates — “passeurs” between cultures, notably urbanized 
Jews, as well as German minorities, scattered throughout Central and 
Eastern Europe. Though prejudice ran deep and they were harshly 
mistreated in many places, in others they could identify as citizens of a 
broader European group, not merely the land they inhabited, and aspire to 

respect and comfort.1

By my senior year, I had decided that I wanted to pursue an academic career 
in European history, focusing on Austria, and studying with Professor 
Kann. I was already familiar with his Multinational Empire as well as his 
A Study in Austrian Intellectual History: From Late Baroque to Romanticism 
(published in 1960 by Frederick A. Praeger Press). The logical next step 
was to apply for admission to the Rutgers graduate program. Upon my 
acceptance to the program, I wrote to him, telling him of my interest in 
Austrian history and expressing the hope that I might study with him.2

During my first, or Master’s, year at Rutgers, however, Professor Kann was 
on sabbatical leave obliging me to postpone his Central European history 
seminar. He invited me to come visit him at his home in Princeton, where 
he received me most graciously. I had harbored fears that he might leave 
Rutgers for another position but was much relieved when I saw his living 
room wall lined from top to bottom with books and realized that he was 
unlikely to be moving away anytime soon.

What I didn’t fully realize at the time was that although most of my 
instructors and fellow students lined up in varying degrees on the political 
left, I had become interested in what I saw as the “other side,” the Right, 
and its popular support often among the European lower middle classes, 
whether in Central Europe or later France. After finishing my required 
courses at Rutgers, I turned to the career of Karl Lueger, Vienna’s Mayor 
from 1897 to 1910, whose populist anti-Semitism of those times was 
pitched to the lower middle classes and who also served as a model for the 
young Adolf Hitler.

1   Olivier Guez, “Are There Any Europeans Left?” New York Times, Opinion, 2 
March 2013.
2   My own early history and interest in Professor Kann’s work is mentioned in 
my essay, “The Other Side: Investigating the Collaborationists in World War II 
France,” in Manu Braganca and Fransiska Louwagie, eds., Ego-histories of France 
and the Second World War: Writing Vichy, (London and New York: Palgrave 
Macmillan, 2018).

Professor Kann advised me that there was already an extensive literature 
on Lueger and the Christian Social movement. He suggested that I look 
at an earlier period and so I wrote my doctoral thesis on the Catholic 
clergy and their attitudes toward the emerging working classes during the 
first half of the 19th century when Vienna and its surrounding area were 
beginning to industrialize. With Kann’s support I was able to obtain a 
Fulbright fellowship for study and research in Vienna for the academic 
year 1966-67, giving me the opportunity to dig through reports and 
letters from bishops and priests, held in the Archdiocesan Archives, some 
of which were still in disarray having been moved during the Second 
World War. Located in the Episcopal Palace, next to Saint Stephan’s 
Cathedral in the heart of Vienna, the Archdiocesan Archive was my main 
source of research. Professor Kann also put me in contact with Professor 
Erika Weinzierl of the University of Vienna, who was also most helpful in 
suggesting resources and opening channels for my research. As it turned 
out, most of the clerical reports either ignored the urban workers or 
complained about their failure to attend church services.

In the summer of 1967 I returned from Austria and taught as a lecturer at 
Brooklyn College for two years while finishing my dissertation, “Catholic 
Social Thought in Austria, 1815-1848,” continually encouraged and 
helped with visits to Professor Kann in Princeton.3 Having my doctorate, 
it was time to look for a more permanent position. With Professor Kann’s 
continued recommendations and help, I was able to find a position at Mills 
College in Oakland, California, where I have spent the last half-century. 
Over the years, my research focus shifted geographically from Austria to 
World War II France but I remain interested in the Kleinbürgertum and 
the political Right. My work continues to be informed by the quest to 
understand human history and the research techniques and methodologies 
I learned from Professor Kann, a true mentor in every sense. v

3   With Professor Kann’s support, my dissertation received Honorable Mention 
in the 1969 competition for the Austrian History Award, sponsored by the 
Austrian Institute in New York. A summary of my dissertation was published 
later as “The Challenge of Industrialization: The Catholic Church in and around 
Vienna, 1815-1848,” Austrian History Yearbook, 9-10 (1973-74): 123-142.

Death to Fascism from page 13
Adamic “adopted a more radical version of pluralism that identified 
peasants as his model democrats” (5). The Partisans, committed to 
Yugoslavism and fighting both the Axis and the Serbs loyal to the 
Serbian crown, were its exemplars. Once the Allies shifted support to 
Tito, Adamic used the United Committee of South Slavic Americans 
(UC) to win support for the Partisans. Enyeart, in analyzing the attacks 
levelled on Adamic by conservative Slovenes who charged that he was 
nothing more than communist, skillfully illustrates the difficulties faced 
by “diasporic leaders” (85). 

Adamic’s successful resistance to the government’s efforts to force 
the UC and its leaders to register as foreign agents, because of their 
propaganda efforts on behalf of the Partisans, leads Enyart to claim that 
“Adamic and his followers demonstrated that antifascism still trumped 
anticommunism” (102). In reality, neither the UC or a rightist Serb 
organization in support of the king had to register, due to concerns 
within the Justice Department that the law in question was nativist 

Bertram M. Gordon is Professor Emeritus-History, at Mills College in Oakland, 
California. He is the author, most recently, of War Tourism: Second World War 
France from Defeat and Occupation to the Creation of Heritage (Cornell University 
Press, 2018). Prior to that, he was the author of Collaborationism in France during 
the Second World War (Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press, 1980); and 
the editor of The Historical Dictionary of World War II France: The Occupation, 
Vichy and the Resistance, 1938-1946, (Westport, Connecticut: Greenwood Press, 

1998).
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Der Wiener Kreis from page 14

styles that draw on the Vienna Circle’s insights on the relation between 
language, logic, and experience, and he explores in detail Robert Musil's 
and Ingeborg Bachmann’s departure from and critique of the Circle’s 
program. A brief five-page chapter entitled “The Vienna Circle and 
Architecture” (by Georg Vrachliotis and Lukas Bessai) explores – much 
more than it talks about architecture – the Circle’s standing with the 
Bauhaus movement. 

However, readers will also find a chapter on the Vienna Circle’s 
conception of logic (Volker Peckhaus) and mathematics (Karl Sigmund) 
and on Otto Neurath’s “social technology” (Gesellschaftstechnik) ( Johan 
F. Hartle). I would have expected a much greater presence of these 
latter topics, not least because logic was the prime site of the Circle’s 
attempt to catch up with modern physics (quantum theory), and, after 
all, Neurath became a central figure in an actual social experiment: Red 
Vienna (but politics does not figure prominently in this volume). 
If I had to choose a favorite chapter, Johan F. Hartle’s contribution 
“Rätedemokratie und Ingenieurswesen. Otto Neuraths Techniker des 
Gemeinwohls” (Council Democracy and Engineering: Otto Neurath’s 
Technicians of the Common Good) would unquestionably take 
first place. Hartle undertakes a thorough and knowledgeable critical 

and unconstitutional. Ultimately, perhaps because of pressure by Mrs. 
Roosevelt, action on the UC was indefinitely deferred. However, the 
FBI, which had at one point closed its file on Adamic, continued to 
investigate him as a possible internal security threat because of his ties 
to the Partisans. 

After the war, Adamic, concerned that fascism would linger in the 
imperial policies of America and its allies, attempted to form a new 
coalition with Black activists to battle colonialism. This earned Adamic 
praise in the Black press, but to Enyeart, this policy “became less 
comprehensible to the American public because…Cold War liberalism 
and anticommunism” had grown in influence and “by 1948 a majority 
of Americans made fear of international and domestic communism 
and whiteness the defining features of American identity” (107). This 
seems to contradict Enyeart’s emphasis on the centrality of antifascism. 
Adamic also endured attacks during the Red Scare, when he was 
portrayed as both a Soviet spy and an agent of Tito. 

On September 4, 1951 Adamic was found dead of a rifle shot, his 
home ablaze. The coroner ruled his death a suicide, as did his wife, 
citing emotional and financial problems. The Red hunters labeled him a 
“communist apostate” killed by Stalin (136). Adamic, who was working 
on a pro-Tito book after a recent visit to Yugoslavia, had reported 
receiving death threats from former members of the Croatian fascist 
Ustashi, who warned him not to publish his manuscript. He also was 
attacked and beaten a few months prior to his death. Enyeart believes 
Adamic to be the victim of a Ustashi assassination but it is impossible 
to know with certainty which theory is correct. 

Adamic, who attempted to forge a more humane and inclusive world, 
deserves further study. Enyeart’s analysis of Adamic as an author and 
immigrant activist is often sound. However, he ties his evaluation 
of Adamic so closely to his antifascist construct that he often 
overestimates Adamic’s political influence, while obscuring the passion 
and empathy that drew readers to Adamic’s publications. The best guide 
to Adamic and his eloquence in defense of his vision for America may 
be his own writings. v

Lorraine M. Lees, Old Dominion University

stocktaking of Neurath’s (and the Circle’s) “feasibility optimism” 
(Machbarkeitsoptimismus) and contextualizes Neurath’s ideas of an ideal 
society within his biography as well as within the intellectual discourses 
of his times and in hindsight. His chapter demonstrates what this 
publication could have become, if only… v

Matthias Rothe, University of Minnesota

Zahra from page 5
For me, the cataclysmic changes that we’ve experienced in the last five 
years—from Trump, to Brexit, to the migration crisis—none of them 
were sudden. They all have their roots in history, but altogether they made 
me see the interwar period in a different light. That was the origin of the 
project—to see where I could go with that. What happens if I go back to 
sources that I thought I knew well? With that lens of globalization and 
anti-globalism, will I see something different or new? The answer, for me, 
has been yes. I think it will be a question whether I convinced all of my 
readers about that, whether that’s what's going on, because the people at 
the time were not using the language of globalization or anti-globalism. It 
was not in their vocabulary, and there's no archive I can go to where they 
have “the de-globalization file.” So, I have to make the case that even if they 
weren't using that language, that this is where the anxieties lay and that 
while this was not the only concern, it was an important concern. 

AL: Are you working on other projects right now?

TZ: Yes, I am. I am in the process finishing a book with Pieter Judson on 
the Habsburg Empire during the First World War. I hope that readers of 
the Austrian Studies Newsmagazine will find it to be an interesting book! 
I gave the George L. Mosse lectures at Wisconsin last year, and that was 
a series of three lectures related to gender, the family, and migration. My 
favorite of the three was on runaways in the history of migration. I’m 
possibly going to be turning those three essays into a small book.

AL: That’s wonderful. Child runaways, or …?  

TZ: Mostly women, husbands, wives and children. I was looking at 
people who migrate because they want to get away from their families. 
This has been one of the discoveries I’ve made in a decade of writing about 
migration: that getting away from one’s family is quite a large reason that 
people migrate. You find these cases everywhere. I decided to make that 
the focus of a talk. I don't think it’s enough for a book, but it is enough for 
a chapter of a book—and it's pretty interesting and fun.

AL: That’s great. You’re looking at a big story (migration), but you’re not 
finding the motivations for it in major forces, but rather in very intimate, 
everyday forces.

TZ: Yeah, it's a way of getting at the history of migration that gets us 
away from the forced versus free migration paradigm and gets at the very 
individual decisions that people make to migrate. For example, why does 
one sister stay and the other one go? Of course, big structural forces are 
important, but these also are very individual and often very emotional 
decisions that people make.

AL: These are all very exciting projects. Once again, thank you for a 
wonderful Kann Lecture and for taking the time to talk to us about it 
further!

TZ: Thank you! v
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