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The rost important new depsrture in West German historiogrep™, during

the last o=cade has been Al]tagsggschichte. or the history of everyday nfe.‘

Beginning around the mid-1970s, end then rapidly adopted by brossening circles
of social historians, the tern has become the watchword for & flourishing |

universe of locelly based discussion end research. Moreover, this enthusiasm
extends fer beyond the walls of the academy és such to encompass & mbch larger

doma_in of public history, from museums, exhibitions, adult education, and

the activities of local ‘government cultural offices, to the medis, local

publishing, Aand self-organized local research. In other words, this is

"as much a lay as @ professorial movement, not least because so ma~y of; the

1960s and 1970s generations of history graduates are without an azademic job,

or at best maintain a tenuous foothold in the Drofeséion. Much of the activity
~is-borne by aniate_urs and semi-professionals--"barefoot historians®, in the

< commonly used expressibn, which c'éptures the distinctive mixture of zeali, .

. ‘anti-acadericism, and populist politics so 1mportaht to thg élan of much of

‘the broader movement. Furthermore, the emergence of this g-rasso:oots phenomenon,

loosef)} grouped since the early-1980s in the Geschichtswerkstatt (History

workshop r.ovement) has coincided with the rise of the peace movemsat and the
Greens, and et one 1evei a "greening" of social history is clearly taking

place. A high point in the diffusion of Alltggégeschichte came i~ 1980-81,

when the President's Prize for German History in Schools was devc:ed to .the
theme "Daily Life Under National Socialism", after-preceding cot=titions
on "Moverents of Freedom™ in one's own locality (1974-76), and "™e Social
History of Everyday Life" (1977-79). The quality of entries varie? enormously,
as did the understandings and outlooks they revealed, but the imc:essive thing

was the s-ale: some 12,000 participated in the competition, amizst widespread
2

public controversy, and much resulting publication.
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In some ways the most visible effect of this s-tivity has been 8 flood
of liierature aimed at a.generél audience--memoirs, oral histories, diaries,
and "eye-wnitness accounts": montage combinations eof documentation, pictures,
and text;' local histories; exhibition catalogues; and handsomely illustrated
coffeé table books. Much of the interest has focused on the Third Reich--in
one recent review DetleQ Peukert diséussed over fifty works published in the

| early-1980s under this perspective--and in this sease Alltsgsgeschichte has

certainly shared in the West German public's intense preoccupation with the
Nazi period since the so-called "Hitler wave" of the mid-1970s.> But public
interest in history is certainly larger than the latter. In fact, one of
the earliest signs was the remarkablé popularity of the 1977 Stuttgart exhibition
 on the culture of the Staufen period (1150-1250), followed four years later
by the prestigious Prussia exhibition in West Berlin ("Prussia: Attempt at

a Balance"), both of whiéh suggested a large reservoir of interest in the
natibnal past.a Moreover, while such celebrations gf "national" traditions
obviously lend themselves to conservative political e§ploitation, the Left
has also been hard at work with the German past, both in the SPD through the
party's Historical Commission éﬁd larger cultural and research apparatuses,

and in the broader radical history milieu that includes the History Workshop

movement. We can see this in the Historikerstreit, in the related efforts
at confesting conservative or governmental control of the national museum
projects, in the anti-fascist vigilance against saceping Nazism back under

carpet, in the legion of community history projects, and, last but not least,

in the take-off of women's history. 1In all of these ways, Alltagsgeschichte

has a definite political context.5

The least challenging and most commercial for~ of Alltagsgeschichte,

which deliberately removes itself from this political domain, is the coffee




teble genre, 8s in the series of picture books published by Droste under the

rubric Fotografierte Zeiggeschichte.6 The most substantial effort in this

area has been undertaken by the Munich publisher C. H. Beck in consultation
with Hermann Glaser, the long-time cultural officer for the city of Nuremberg.

Though concerned with everyday life, and to a great extent & pioneer of

cultursl history in the popular sense, Glaser's onn activity lsrgely predates

the emergence of Alltagsgeschichte as & coherent movement of more recent and
specific provenance. More traditional and antiquarian in his understanding,
he stands recognizably within an older tradition of museum practice, simply

extending the latter to a new and disregarded area (the lives, manners, and

" morals of the working class), and organizing his‘presentations via a synthetic

éategoiy of Industriekultur (industrial culture) as & catchall expression

for the texture of life in industrial society. While pfogressive and humane

in these terms, Glaser's work doesn't really belong.with Alltagsgeschichte .
proper, although the popular history industry he has helped to sponsor necessarily

relies on the collaboration of many Alltagshistoriker, particularly given

the importance of the museum sector as 8 refuge for unemployed historians.
Having produced and co-authored various volumes on mechanization, the impact
of railways, Nuremberg in the machine age, and nineteenth century social
life, 8ll generously illustrated in large format, Glaser is now editor of
a series on the "Industrial Cﬁlture of German Cities and Regions".7

wolfgang Ruppert, who worked during 1978-81 at Glaser's Nuremberg Centre

for Industrial Culture before moving to a chair of cultural history at Bielefeld,

provides one bridge between this "soft" activity and the harder kind of Alltag i

geschichte. His splendidly produced compilation, Die Arbeiter (also published

by Beck), is certainly an excellent example of the more popular genre.

Beautifully illustrated and presented, and composed from the specially




commissioned contributions of thirty specielists, the book is orgsinized into

ffve sections (work, dsily life, collective espirations for change, the
institutions of workers' culture; political and trade union organization),
which pr0vide.8n adnirable survey of working class history in the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries, concentrated in the years 1860-1933. VYet few of

the essays are longer than ten pages (minus the pictures), and faced with

the task of covéring'the best part of a century can supply only the barest
- of introductions to their respective subjects. Mofe seriously, qupert's
and the'publisher's>presentation of the volume subtly distances it from any
active political considerations. 1In efféct. Dié Arbeiter--and beyond it

the larger line of commercially produced Allteg and Industriekultur literature

--func;ions symptomatically in aAlerger process of historical closure, in
which the labour movement, &8 self-cbnscious and distinctive working class
culiure, and the "world of the worker" are consigned to a distant and obsolete
past. The book as such is preéentgd as a window iﬁto 8 straﬁge and vanisheﬁ
world, which for many readers may be aﬁ object of family-based curiosity

and nostalgia, but whose material privatibns,‘ no less than the utopian values
and class solidarities, retain no purchase on the present. The purpose of

the exercise is fascination--to engage the reader's interest and human sympathy,
but not her/his political commitment. From the book as a whole, if not from

some of the individual contributions, Alltagsgeschichte's criticsl edge is
8 . .

rissing.

If we shift the focus somewhat, there has also been a boom in the more
conventional social history of the German working class during the last decade,
whose findings, §in fact, are usefully synthesized in Ruppert's tanpilation.9

' Understandably enough, much of this research has been harnessed to the famjliar

priorities of labour history--less to the study of the SPD itself, perhaps




-of particulsr industries. In particuler, we have finally scquired an excellent

. accesé to this state of discussion. After a magisterial introductory survey

s

(although by now there is no dearth of litersture on the history of the party

per se), than to the history of the trade unions, strikes, and the workers

detalled account of the genersl pattern of trade union growth between the
1860s and 1914, with a sufficiently extensive monographic literature on

specific categories of workers to allow provisional generalizations about

0 The volume of papers edited by

the main bases of unionization to emefge.1
Wolfgang Mommsen and Hans-Gerhard Husung on the transition to mass trade unioniss,
which originated in 8 1981 conference on Germany, Britain and France, with

the French papers'dropping out for the published version, provides excellent

by Eric Hobsbawm, which in twenty pages of distilled erudition elaborates

' the European framework for the problem, and two essays on comparative strike
" movements by James Cronin and Friedhelm Boll, the collection settles down |

into a discrete juxtaposition of the British and German experiences, in the

proportion of twelve essays to seven. In the German camp,' Hans Mommsen supplies
a familiar general assessment of the Free Trade Unions' relation; with the

SPD (forming the book}s conclusion with Jay Winter's analogous treatment of

the unions and the Labour Party), and the rest usefully summarize aspects

of their larger books: Klaus Schonhoven on the evolving configuration of localism,
craft Qnionism and industrial unionism; Dirk Miller on the pergistence of
ldcalism in Berlin; Klaus Tenfelde on the early years of German trade unionism
between the 1850s and 1890s; Michael Grittner on rank-and-file unionism on

the Hamburg docks; Michael Schneider on the Christian unions; and Klaus Saul

on the role of the state.11

It is striking in this excellent collection hos strongly the comparative

analysis becomes drawn to the political level. In the most fundamental sense,




of course, economics weré primary: Germany's compressed and accelerated

indust:iallzation,,\combined with the highly organized character of German

capitailisT, madelthelbest case for the centralized model of industry-wide

union c:ganizatioﬁ. 8s ogalnét the graduslism of industrislization and early
conspliaation of craft unions in Britain, which allowed @ far more mixed pattem
of cra‘t, industrial and general unionism to prevail. But while aware of

‘this structural context, most German hlstoriéns prefer a political answer

to the national divergences between British and German trade union histories.
Above &11, 'the authoritarlaﬁism of the state is maﬁe to explain both the German
unfons® 1imited gains under the law and the greater strength of political
radice:ism among the working class, with the employers' anti-union rigidity .
attrib.ted to the wider diffusion of the same reactionary traditions. Thus,

for Te=felde, the repressive'labour and civil rights policies of the Bismarckian
state =rtifically postponed the emergence of a3 "Rritish" pattern of liberalized
~and as=omwodative industrial relations. Théy "disrupted thevprocess of trade
union formation" in the 1870s, jdst aé "the *natural' relationship between
conflict and organization" (between the new forms of industrial conflict and

the mxo=2rn forms of collective regulation and expression, that is, "responsible®
and pregratic trade unionism) was about to take shape;‘z Recent social histariars -
can certainly do an excellent job of grounding their analysis in a sensitive
study cf working conditfons, community organization, labour market dynamics,
and wocxplace soriology (as in Griuttner's work on the Hamburg dockers, which
brings put the similarities with John Lovell's companion piece on London).13
But a~= it comes to explaining the differential progress of British and German

trade unicn organization and legitimacy, it is the German state that is most

comm_y invoked.1a

it is not the importanée of political determinations as such, but their
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primacy in the oversll sccount, that deserves sttention. In much German labour

history there is 8 presumption of the lsbour movement's long-term adjustment

to 1ife under capitalism. For Gerhard A. Ritter! this was the S°0's "inescapahle
fate?.once the Anti-Socialist Law had gone, and could be glimpsed in "the
workers' involvement in ever greater areas of practical effectiveness, for
Anhich there were thousands of individual manifestations"”, froﬁ the parliamentary'
moderation of the South German Social Democrats, to the service actjvities

of the labour secretarjats, the participafion in tribunals and other consultative
arrangements, and the sensible pragmatism of trade union leaders.15 If th?t

was so, then the SPD's revolutionary veneer--so much rhétoric and hot air,
“theoretical humbug", in Ritter's view--becomes the unnecessary consequence

of ‘anti-socislist intransigence, an effect of the dominant culture's resistance
iO'the rise of democracy, rather than the spontaneous creation of labour itself.“ '
The politicized oppositional culture we associate with the German labour movement
.was allowed to dgvelop because "traditional patferns nf authority® blinded

the big employers to the ratfonality and justice of industrial conciliation,

and because political backwardness blocked the movement's integra_tion.17 Now,
whether one accepts this line of argument or not, two of its characteristics

are worth noting. First, it imnlies a teleology of “"modern" industrial relstios,
based on 8 pluralist model of equilibrium or "partnrership" between cap;tal

and labour, which in the German case was abnormally held back. Secondly,

‘it pulls the analysis to the large-scale political and ideological level of
explanation, as opposed to the "micro-historical™ level expressed by the current
interest in everyday life.

The power of this teleology can be seen in another growth area of German

social history, the study of social protest. Here, of course, the ground is

already marked out by an enormous amount of research elsewhere, beginning
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with Rudé and Hobsbawm, ~prouceeding through fhompson's concept of'moral economy,
;and.converglng with the US sociology of collective action inspired by the
turbulence of the 1960s, most associated in soﬁial historical terms with the
influence of Charles Tilly.'® Developing somewhat later, in the mid-1970s,
Cerman discussion has had the edvantage of these pioneerlng,éfforts, in both
4posi£1ve and negatlve terms. Nﬁile one of the earliest cerhan initiatives

~ was Richard 11119~s contribution to The Rebellious Century, for instence,

~ the operafi&e agenda for the emerging research was established more via the
immediate critique 6f his work than by following his intended exanple: while
~such criticisms were less pertiﬁent to the more careful afguhentation of brother
Charles, reservations were e;pressed about the;Qalid;tyibf fhe‘-orking distirction
between “violent" and other form$ of protest, about the informative and
explanatory value of an "index of social tension" based on the counting of
violeﬁt incidents, and about the usefulness of gross correlations between
patterns of collective violence constructed in this fashion and large-scale
processes of social, eéonomic, and political "'modernization".'9 Almost
ngcessarily, a strictly quantitative app:oach’homogenizes'comblex processes
and events, —réduclng each to a measurable datum removed from the determinate
context that defines its meaning, whoée own specificity may well disallow
the aggregation. Moreover: a

In so far as one believes that protest is a form of articulating people's
interests, one must at least admit that it is valid to ask how the protesters
were affected by economic developments, how their concrete work and living
situation improved or worsened. Aggregate data on the level of the nation
state do not even provide a starting-point for answering this question.

The study of smaller units of investigation would, in this case, be less

a step back than a methodological advance. 20

The conceptual and methodological pitfalls of studying socizl protest

were quickly addressed in the German discussion--the partiality of the available
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sources; the potential for both over- end under-reportage of collective actions;
the blurring of crime and protest, individusl end collective scts; the

importance of the "negotistive process" between crond and authorities which

preceded and surrounded the taking of action, &and may often have pre-empted

it; the effects of repression 8s both a deterrent and stimulus to protest;

and so on. The over-restrictiveness of focusing on "collective violence" as
opposed to other forms of dissentient behaviour--on "events in which more than
some minimum number of persons took part in seizing or damaging'persons or
property”, to use the Tillys' definition--has also been recognized, because.
it provides distorted access to the real repertoire of collective actions and
.strgptural tension in a pre-industria1~soéiety; and ties our understanding

of conflict and cohesion in the latter to the exceptional occurrence of contingent
and.spectacular évents.21 Nonetheless, the most fundamental of the assumptions
underlying the pioneering Anglo-American accounts of social protest--the belief
thqt spontaneous and direct forms of popular action (the food riot and related
forbs of violent crowd behaviour) were superseded during mbdernization by more
rational and organized forms of collective mobilization (such as the trade
union directed strike)--has been broadly reproduced. While eschewing the
positivistic over-confideﬁce that vitiated some of the pioneering social science
analyses, which invested a heavier load of explanatory expectations in the
long-run measurement of collective violence that it could bear, the recent

GCerman literature leaves Rudé's classic framework of transition (from "pre-indstrial”

to "industrial” protest, .or the “'Pilgrim's Progress' of industrial relations"

which has respectable trade unionism as its goal) largely 1ntact.22

This teleology is certainly present in the volume of essays edited by

heinrich volkmann and Jirgen Bergmann on nineteenth century German social protest.

The term itself is a curious hybrid reflecting two radical motifs of the 1960s,
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when the popularlty of such work began-uthe turning away from an older instit-

- utional approach to populer politics via the labour movehent, and the balier
that the.real mdver behind ﬁopdlar protests was the socisl contradiction of

rich and poor, driven by early capitalist developrent. The actions of "the

| crowd in history" become the symptoms of a society in transition, and the
defensive reactions of existing popular cultures to the disruptive effects of
modernizing change, or "primitivé rebellion” in Hobsbawm's sense. Volkmann

and Bergmann speak of a "type of protest specific tos particular period",

‘that between the beglnnlngs of capitalist industrialization in the early ninetesnth
century and the end of the long boom of 1849-73, which also coincided with

the process of German unification (b; 13). The story then becomes one of pngnssﬁe
sophistication, with relatively spontaneous, sporadic, uncoordinated, and
locally-bounded direct actions subsiding before the planned, continuous, and

' supra-local representation of collectiye interests, increasingly in a national
political setting. This is not.a simplistic cohceation. Volkmann, in partiouar,
" has spent much of his work specifying the terms of this dynamic dichotomy,
proposing a fourfold classification'of protests, from the completely informal
through the more structured to thé more organized and pre-planned (regellos,
regelhaft, organisier ’ and geplant), and atressing the coherence and rationality
of even the most. "spontaneous” actions in their ox terms.23 The esSays in the
volume excell in showing the mechanics of the transition, as popular politics
responded to the combined challenge of social transformation and the new political
opportunities of the 1860s. The emerging labour movement could build on éxisting
traditions of protest by transcending them. It "translated them onto a new
level, by replaaing non-legal and spontaneous actions with the legitimizing
function of the demand for political power".za

But the teleology is still there. It speaks strongly through the contribtion
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of Ulrich Engelhardt, now the leading suthority on trade union origins in

the 1860s, who presents labour history during 1848-70 &s a linear transition

"from 'protest' to 'strike'" as the forms of action appropriate to the demands

of the changing social system. As he describes this developmental logic:
"Genuinelj pre-industrial motives and forms of protest, which also extended

into the early stages of industrializastion..., such as food riots, machire-bresking,
and so forth, automatically gave way to soclial interests and methods of action
specificall} oriented...towards the industrial economy*. For labour organizations
themselves, this global change lmpd,sed a "learning‘ process" (which in Engelhardt's
hands implies & straightforwardly behaviourist model of attitudinal change),:

which generated the modern labour movement as we know it, with the incremental

growth of trade union organization and a "continual increase in the rationality

.of strike behaviour”.ZS, This returns us to Tenfelde's stress on the distorting
~effects of reactionary political traditions in blocking the natural unfolding

-y - e

..of agpragratic and responsible trade unionism: rather than culminating in

the liberalization ot labour law as in Britain, the mobilizations of the 1860s
produced a return to repression, and a pluralist framework for the handling

of industrial conflict was never allowed to take shape. Indeed, there is

an excellent companjon volume to the Volkmann/Bergmann collection, edited

by Tenfeld and Volkmann on the subject of strikes, constructed around the

same notion of a progressive developmental scenario, whose structural consequences

26 Despite the critique of

were in the German case politically constrained.
other aspects of the earlier sociology of collective action, the "modernization
of protest"--or the "rationalization of collective behaviour in conflicts“,
as Tenfeloe puts it--remains a defining theme of current German researcﬁ.27

How should we assess this motif? Recent critics have blunted the sharpness

of the developmental transition at both ends. On the one hand, Andreas




Criessinger has found in his study of eighteenth century jJourneymen's strikes

-all the features associsted with the later "modernization"--pre-planning, - focus
~on the business cycle, _rudlmentary'democratic structures and nascent trade
unionism, non-violence, and supra-local organization.28~ On the other hand,
Richard Evans and others havé stressed the persistence‘of “older” fofms (riots,
hunger disturbances, violent direct actions) long after-the‘rationalizaiion

- of conflict is supposed to have reduced their salience.29 As Dick Ceary has
“argued, Ih an adnirable summary of these impiications, the suggested typification

of the more modern pre-planned and broader-orgahized str@ke, based on longer-térm

economic calculations, bears little correspondence to the actual course of many
disputes. The bases and forms of industrisl militancy and its absence, and
even more its relatiohship to the progressive model of centralized and nationally
organized trade unionism, 'are more complex than the gross pattern of expanding
rationalization allows; .Moreover, once we turn from strikes to the larger
repertoire of protests, 1t becomes clear that riots as sucb'are less the archaic
| mahifestatibns of "traditional society" or "pre-industrial” conditions than

the effects of political breakdown and economic haroship more generally. In
particular, the years 1916-23 saw popular disturbances every bit as extensive,
varied, violent, and direct as those of the 1840s.

~ ...this suggests that there is no unilinear development in which
"modernization" necessarily entails the abandonment of violent forms

of protest. To & certain extent the protests of the lower social

orders have been shaped as much by conjunctural as by structural

variables. Furthermore, in so far as the nature of food riots changed

over time, the concept of "pre-industrial protest” may.obscure as much

as it reveals.>? ) | ’

Certain things have certainly been clarified: the forms and incidence of

popular disturbances between the 1810s and 1860s have finally been mapped,
31 the

bringing the German research up to the levels of Britain and France;
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sociology of the German crowd has been defined; the structurel rationslity

of popular sctions explored;” the relationship to political context laid
clear."- Rs in fhe British and French discussions, the rootedness of popular
protests in local structures of publicly sanctioned custoﬁary culture (ss in
Thompson's "moral economy"), which mediated the effects of econo-ic development,
shortages, pauperism, etc., is emphasized over the simplicities of the
sq-called "uprooting thesis”,. which preseﬁts protest as the direct consequence
of social dislocation.35 Even allowing for Griessinger's critique, German

research also confirms the usefulness of Hobsbawm's classic typology, which

sees a movement from crisis-related strike propensity in the early stages of
indu;trializétion (when strikes were mainly a response to extreme distress),

through the phase of "classic competition" between the 1850s and 1890s (when

-workers learned to exploit their labour power in a more calculated and disciplined

fashion during‘th§ upturns of the business cycle), to‘the era of monopoly

or organized capitalism after the 1890s, when the growing»centraliéation of
employer and union resources combined with the new forms of state intervention
to reduce the element of spontaneity in favour of planning and sttategic
rationalization.36 Above all, the social proteét research sets the stage

for the erergence of the organized oppositional culture of the SP0, which

is linked to an implicit model of modernizing political development. The latter
is succinctly described for the British context by Charles Tilly:

Cumulatively,...the evidence provides a warrant for thinking that Britain's
collective-action repertoire underwent major alterations between the 1760s
and the 1630s; that the eighteenth century parochial and patronized forms

of collective action did, indeed, give way to the nineteenth and twentieth
century national and autonomous forms; that deliberately formed associations
became more and more prominent vehicles for the conveyance of grievances and
demands; that the joining of & special-purpose association to a popular base,
or at least to the appearance of a popular base, became 8 standzrd way of




doing political businessﬁ. thet, increasingly, sustained challenges to
the existing structure or use of power took the form of representations
. by leaders and delegates of named associations, accompanied by displays
of popular support for those representations; that these processes all
accelersted at the end of the 1830s; that, in short, the British were

creating the social movement.>’

As a result of the developmental process, therefore, the relationship

between populer capacities and state-political authority was reconfigured
- into @ national system of political_activity and representation, in which
the customary culture of locality was exchanged for the associational arena
of civil society and the public realm. But it is unclear where 'CUlture" jtself
: fits in this progressive scenarfo. Volkmann and Bergmann include 8 whole range
of phenomena in their broader category of protest which fall generically within
the ambit of popular culture as practically defined by socisl historians,
from forms of job-changing, go-slow, and taking-off in the culture of work,
to drinking and other leisure pursuits, popular.piety and religious enthusiasm,
popular community rituals, social criminality (such as wood theft), and forms
of social deviance (including mental illness, alcoholism, domestic violence,
and so on). But this larger cultural domain tecitly drops out of the picture
| with the developmental transition to associational politics, and the interesting
questions of.the defiqitlon of protest are never really resumed once thelprocess
of popular interest srticulation is captured by the Free Trade Unjons and the
sPD. To put it strongly, culture is taken to be subsumed in the political
colonizing of the social world, or at least to be ordered by the nen agencies
of the political realm. '

But the culture-of protest did not disappear with trade unionism and the

rationalized politics of the nstion-state. The varjous developmental frameworks

mentioned above--from Rudé, Hobsbawm and Tilly, to the specifically German




the ﬁeuly established constitutional legality of the German nation-state could

A

arguments of Volkmann, Engelhardt, and Tenfelde--have & definite purchése

on the organized behaviour of the labour movement, because the party and trade

unions had adopted the teleology of retional organization to such & great extent
as € ‘c‘;n::c‘;ous sspiration. But for the working class as a whole this was 8
different story. We can show this with4bne of the more dissentient essays

in the volkmann/Bergmann volume, Lothar Machtan's and René Ott's study of

the South German Beer Riots of early-1873. On the one hand, these were an
instance of impeccably "traditional" protest when such fofms are supbosed to
have been passing away; on the other hand, they were frowned upon by the

SPD, who certainly believed they should be superseded. The striking thing

'ébout the Beer Riots (and sbout similar disorders before 1914), in fact,

was the extent to which the labour movement became drawn into the coalition
pf dfsapprobation. The familiar cycle of military repression had in any case

been reinforced by a novel unanimity of middle-class opinion, which under

finally abandon its old misgivings about the use of troops in the interests

R .
of public order. But the socialists slso marked their distance from the “"excesses"

and "folly of the masses", drawing a sharp moral-political line between the

respectable working-man's self-improving sobriety end the "unenlightened"
turbulence of the streets beneath. Such disapproval brobght the labour movement
into anambiguous relationship with certain working-class realities, réflectiﬁg
an uneasy ambivalence abﬁut important aspécts of popular culture.38

Invoking Foucault, therefore, Machtan and Ott stress the ways in which
socialists themselves colluded in the moral policing of working-class existence,

the unwitting accomplices in the moralizing of the social order. Drinking,

in particular, concentrated these implications. The tavern was a crucial

vehicle of working-class sociability and political life. Socialists were also




inciined to play down the short-term importance of the “alcchol problem",

‘stressing its origins in the social pathology of cepitalism. Drunkenness was

& symbtom of the latter, and not the result of individual failings or e disordered -
family situation. But at the same time, this easily became a kind of denial, |
in which the drink problem was_displacgd'from the respec(able core of the

working class onfo the disorderly and demoralized poor. The SPD"s self-undezsta'dirg
remained firmly embeddéd‘ih oldér traditions of self—improving_respectability.

and elthough from the 18905.1t increasingly broadened its base towards the

' semi-skilled and unskilled sections of the working class, party officials
were always suspicious of ihe lumpeﬁproleiariat proper, which functioned as
an equivalent of the "dangerous classes" in the socialist imagination. The
lumpénproletariat became a'convenieﬁt aﬁd elasfic moral category, into which

" all the features of working-class culture ahd behaviour socialiﬁts disliked
could be dumped, the antithesis of the disciplingd and class-conscious proletariat
whose allegiance they had already ghaped. In stressing the virtues of dignity,
sobriety, frugality, self—imprévement, and an orderly family life, Social.
bemocrats were naturally pursuing sirategies of working-class survival in an
_alienating and demoralizing social environment. But in doing so by negative
example, they found themselves participating Qilly-nilly in much the same

elaborated‘distinctions befween respectability and roughness that liberals

had earlier pioneered.39

In other words, beneath the formalization of a labour movement culture
»as a popular-culture that remained relatively impermeable to the former'é
attractiOﬁs and rationalizing effects. This could be seen bartly in the various
explosions of collective violence before 191&, which burst spectacularly fhrough

the integument of Social Democratic representation, such as Red Wednesday

in Hamburg in 1906 or the Moabit Disturbances of.1910.“0 It could be seen
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partly elso in the culturel demarcation of Socisl Democratic self-uderstanding
sgainst the lumpenproletarian "other". In these respects, it becomes vital
to explore those aspects of popular culture or working-class experience that

don't fit very easily into the conventional story of labour hlstory.41 We

should certainly avoid constructing a hard dichotomy between the organized
labour movement and @ larger universe of working-class Eulture more 6r less
permanently beyond its reach. The tepresentative function of the SPD and its
trade-union end cultural activities extended far béyond the immediate membershics
into the wider reaches of the working class, pafticularly for certain purposes
and at certain times (like an election campaign or a strike). The boundaries
were very fluid in that sense. But conversely, the distance between the formz!
and quotidisn cultures was also reproduced inside the labour movement itself,
bec;use the former also‘neglected whole dimensions of experience--"a broad
spectrum of expectations, anxieties, and hopes", or the contradictory fullness

“of the working-class "lifeworld"--even of its own card-carring members.az
In fact, the labour movement 's sympathy for the real diversity of working-class
interests or the existential realities of working-class life could be extremely
terse, particularly as we move upwards from the party and trade-union grass
roots to the leaderships' preferred corporate self-presentation. It is this

| uncertainty in the movement's relations with the working class even within its

own ranks--affirming and disparaging by turns--that recent work on trade unionis=

and social protesf finds difficulty in ﬁandling. On the other hand, it is

precisely here thét the current interest in Alltagsgeschichte is addressed.

So it is to the latter that we must now return.

11

what, more exactly, does the concept of Alltagsgeschichte connote? At
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superficial level, i it seems rather like the German name for "history from
below”, with the latter lagging simply e decade or so behind the Anglo-American
precursors ﬁecause of the West German brofession's particularly entrenched
post-war conservatism. As is by now well-known, it took the famous Fischer
Controversy of the 1960s together with the general intellectusl radicalism
ﬁf.thatAtime and the loosening of the ideological climate before the conditions
for an ambitious and extensive sbciél hiétory were assembled in the Federsl -
Republic,f SO that a good deal of catching-up had to occuf on ground covered
much earlier and more naturally in Britain and the USAf"3 Beneath the slogan
of social history in those two countries an enormous.diversity of methodological
and empirical departures were accomplished. Within this larger field of
activity, bhistory from below was never 8 sihgle movement, but was always
complex and heterogenous. In Britain and the USA it also enjoyeﬁ a very different
‘lloeagé, growing in the former from a mainly labour history base with strong
Marxist and Labpur-Sbcialist inspiration, in the latter more variously frbm
rofms of hon-Ma;xiét sociology and the populism of the New Left. Given the
multiform character of the 1960s turn to social history,> the rich plurality
of-app:oaches and definitions, and the ma jor disjunctions among national
historiographical traditions, it would be foolish to reduce this process to
a fem convenient generalizations. |

At the same time, for our present purposes, which concern more'specifically
the social history of the working class, it is worth dwelling b}iefly on tﬁree
particular aspects of the 1960s departufes, each of whicﬁ is generally attache: .

to the influence of Edward Thompson's The Making of the English Working Class

(London, 1963). One was the shift from an institutionally and biographically
centred conception of the labour movement to the analysis of the class "itself"

and its conditions of life, with a new stress on "consciousness", "culture”,
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and "ways of 1ife". The second was the gravitation of empiricsl résearch to
a novel territory beyond either politics or work, defined more residually
than theoretically in cultural terms, but suggested by sll the characteristic

themes of New Left counter-cultural discourse--community and self-management;

popular recreation, from entertainment to drinking and sport; madness,
criminality, snd deviance; youth; the family; and eventually the history
of women, 'sexuality, and gender. But thirdly, this exuberant conquest of
a new agenda also entailed a major change of perspective, in which history
became;simultaneously an act of pértisanship, idéntification, and retrieval.
For 8 large number of British and American prattitiohers, social-history meant
' writing the history of 6rdinary people--recovering suppressed alternatives,
returning peopie to s knowledge of their own past, reconstructing the main
record "from the bottom up". Invariably linked to some form of active political
commitment--to the Black civil rights movement and its descendants, to the
.womén‘s movement, or to some socialist ideal of working-class emancipation--fhis
broéd democratic identification was a sustaining motivation of the early
departures. Shorn of some naivety and romanticism, and recast by intervening
political developments, it remains a powerful element in much social-history
discussion. In Thompson's famous words, he wished "to rescue the poor stockinger,
the Luddite cropper, the ‘obsolete' hand-loom weaver, the ‘utopian' artisan,
and even the deluded foiIOwer of Joanna Southcott, from the enormous éondescension
of posterity". Or, in the words of a very different social historian, social
history is about "retrieving European lives".a“'

These purposes are‘worth recalling because they figured centrally in the

subsequent West German turn to the study of everyday life. West German historical

debates were certainly not without their overtly political dimension earlier

in the 1960s. But on the whole, these were concerned more with matters of
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general interpretation and politicel development ghan with the more fundamental
realigmébt of historical inquiry, s$o that progressivé energies m:re largely |
) consumed with the Fischer Controversy and similer revisionist endavours. By
the late-1960s socisl history was belng sdvocated as 8 desirable priority,
but it was not pntn later, in the mid-1970s, that the Anglo-A=erican example
came to be replicated. Even then, it was the more social-sqlentific directions,
such as family and demographic hist;ry, mobility studies, and the study
Aof co)lective aection, that won most attention--and within a liberal perspective
of modernizing the discipliﬁe, as opposed to the more radical and populist

motivations so important in the English-épeaking world ten years before.
S

It was only gradually that another perspective gathered shape. In the

mid-1970s--just as social science history announced its claims, via the new

© Journal Geschichte und Gesellschaft, and a variety of major research projects

| U
M--a few elternative voices could be
heard. In 1976 Hans- Medick published a major article on "The Proto-Industrial
Family Economy®, which anticipated the appearance of his collaborative volume
ﬁith Peter Kriedte and Jirgen Schlumbohm on proto-industrialization, and
announced 8 long-term engagement with problems of popular culture in the transition
from feudalism to capitalism‘.‘r In the same year Lutz Niethammer &-d Franz
Bruggemeier publishec a remarkable article on workers' experience cf hc_»using

in the Kaiserreich, in which a vital area of social life was ex;lcred for

its relationship to structures of working-class solidarity running beneath

the levels of party, trade-union, and associational activity w=ich normally




form our understanding of working-class consciousr\ess‘.‘q‘c Then, §in 1977, AIlf

Ludtke edited an issue of the journal SOWI (Sozlalwissenschaftliche Informationen

fur Unterricht und Studium) on the theme "Needs, Experience and Gehaviour",

which assembled the first systematic indication of what the new perspectives

on Alltagsleben would mean. The following year, Xirgen Reulecke and Wol fhard

Weber took this & step further in a showcase of current empiricesl research,
with fourteen essays on "the social history of everyday life in the industrial

age", covering aspects of worktime, the family, and leisure.‘”

What all of these texts had in common was a shifting of the sociasl history
agenda amay from the prevailing definitions of the emerging. social science
histt';;;y, but without returning it to the old institutionally or politically
bounéfed conception of the working class. Thé point was to develop a more
_qualitative understanding of ordinary people's circmstaﬁces and lives, both

by investigating the material realities of daily existence st work, at home,

and at play (“"the production and reproduction of irmediate life", in Engels'

well-knosn phrase), &nd by entering the inner vorld of popular exjerience

in the workplace, the family, the neighboux;hood,. the school, and all those
contexts normally assigned to the cultural domain. By exploring social history
in its experiential or subjective dimensions, conventional distinctions between

the "public" and the "private" might be transcended, and & way of making the

elusive connection between the political and cultural realms finally be found.

Moreover, it was precisely these "insides" of the "structures, processes
and patterns” of socisl analysis--"the daily experiences of people in their
concrete life-situations, which also stamp their needs"--which are usually

teft out ¥ Rlltagsgeschichte became the rubric ideally suited for bringing

them in.

We can get a better grip on this question, perhaps, by considering some




aspects of Alltagsgeschichte's theoretical inspiration. What follows does

not pretend to completeness, and each of my points conceals much further

complexity. But the new interest in RAlltegsleben is something more than the

German version of a generic social history, and some account of its specificity
should be given.
(1) The first point concerns the intellectual lineage of the West German
New Left. This is a complex forﬁatlon, which to national outsiders can seem
| unfamiliar to the point of impenetrability. The Hegelian.cagt of a Marxism
refracted through the Frankfurt 5chopl is part of this, but for our purposes

two other influences are more salient: on the one hand, the utoplan and

heterodox Marxist philosopher, Ernst Bioch, whose Principle of Hope and other

writings informed much of the conscious utopianiém of the 1960s and early-1970s;

and on the other hand, the German student movement's broader anti-authoriterianism,
which produced a totalized assault on the repressive and alienated qualities
of conveﬂtionallliving, emblematipally represented in Henfi Lefebvre's Everyday

Life in the Modern Norld."q The characteristic text of this vital conjuncture,

prominently cited in much of the gllggg literature, which unites & variety

of separate late-sixties moments, from the simultaneous revival and critique

of the Marxist tradition to the concern wifh cultural politics, mass consumeris-,
and the consciousness industry, is undoubtedly Oskar Negt's and Alexander

Kluge's ﬁffentlichkeit und Erfahrung. Zur Organisationsanalyse-von birgerlicher

und proletarischér ﬁffgntlichkeit (Frankfurt, 1972), with its discursive

centeriny of a ﬁproletarian life-context" around the category of experience.
what 1 mant to argue is that this interest in a theory of human needs imparted

a quality to West German Alltagsgeschichte that was not present in the earlier

Anglo-A~erican literature and forms a powerful motif in the current discussion.

On the other hand, Edward Thompson also‘turned to such themes in the mid-1970s,




calling for the "educetion of desire” in his new edition of Willis~ Morris,

- gnd contributing to & belated convergence of radical historians in Britain

Q'w S
and Germany sround‘'utopisn themes.

(2) Secondly, some exponents of Alltagsgeschichte have taken 8 strong

turn towards "ethnological ways of knowing" as the best means of realizing
their goals.sv The key voice here is Hans Medick, together with Alf Lidtke
and other col]aborators at the Max Planck Institute of History in Gottingen,
which has been a major center of intérnationa; discusﬁion around the meeting
of hiétory and anthropology during the last ten years. Much of this‘originated
in Medick's systematiﬁ preparation for his Swabian village study, in common
with’the work on proto-industrislization, but by the 1ate-19705'1t had clearly
taken on a momentum of its own. A series of international Round Tables were:
held beginning in 1978, producing two programmatic essay volumes. At one
level Mediék has seen himself travelling a path blazed by the likes of Edward
Thompson and Natalie Davis §ince the mid-1960s. At the same tiﬁe, his work
reflects an independent engagemeht with current Anglo-American anthropology,
inzluding that of Marshall Sahlins, Sidney Mintz; Clifford Geertz, andAJack

Goody. Equally central, though, is Pierre Bourdieu's "theory of practical

action" .;2'

(3) This'ethnological turn was partly a response to the opéimistic teleology
of modernizationad tre "objectivist" concern with structures and processes of
ﬁa:ro-historical development, which seemed to dominate wWest German “historical
sozial science". On the one hand, the claims of "progress" were tobé treated
nith a sceptical eye. In this sense, the perspective of history from belon--the.
interest "in historical 'losers' or in non-establishment views of the processes

of change”--found natural sustenance in much of recent anthropology, which

since the 1960s has been impressed as much by the costs as by the gains of




the under-developed world's encounter with the west.sji'Shlfting perspective
onto the "internal costs” of social transformations in this way brings the
casvalties of progress'more to the forefront of historical inquiry, es Edward
Thompson and others in the Ang}o-American discussion had so'eloquently argued:

One of the gains from an anthropological approach, which has increasingly
been accepted into the socisl historien's discipline, 1is increased insight
into the costs of modernization and industrislization. We can see in a
similar perspective not only the contemporary third and fourth worlds but
also all those groups, levels, and classes in European society itself that
‘were in growing measure pauperized, excluded, and frequently also deprived
of their rights in the course of the secular upheavals of the sixteenth

- through nineteenth centuries. sy -

On the other hand, this also involved a shift in thé historian's agenda from
impersonal social processes to fhe experiences of human ectors. "If social science
had traditinnally assumed the existence of nbjective sets of relationships,

the need now was to study.the'social and cultural norld from the perspective

~ of the unmen, men énd children who composed 1t";5?fThat is, tne priority

was a social history of subjective meanings, derived from highly concrete
mjcro-hlstoriéal settings. This was not to supplant but to specify and enrich
the understanding of structural processes of social change. In fact, shifting
the focus to everyday 1ife would specifically transcend any "sharp dichotomy
opposing objective, material, structural, or institutional factors to subjective,

(1

cultural, symbolic, or emotional ones".

 (4) Finally, the interest in fascism was a further ingredient in the mix

that produced the current wave of Alltagsgeschichte. For left-wing historians

shaped by the sixties, the "fascism debate" conducted in and around the journz:

Das Argument was just as important as the Fischer Controversy in opening new

perspectives on the origxns of Nazisnls7{ It produced an emphasis on authoritas:sn

continuities tied to the interests and politics of a particular dominant class




' "politital commitments. Much of the burgeoning literature on everyday life
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coalition which certainly looked very similer to the analysis of the Kaiserreich
develope3d by Fischer. But it also led.to 8 broader set of questions posed
by the ertremism of the Nazi experience, concerning the bases of dominstion

and resistance in German society and the generation and persistence of fascist

potentials, which certain individuals then carried to the larger sweep of the
German past. The writings of Lutz Niethammer and Alf Lidtke, in particulsr,
have shovn a consistent connectedness to the earlier problematic--Lidtke via

his studies of the context of state violence in earlier nineteenth-century
Prdssia, Niethammer f;om his original work on de-nazification end neo-Nazi
survivals, through a variety of social history projects, to his current concern
' withéthe experience of fascism in popular tnemoryis?-3 In both cases, one might

say,iinlltaggggschichte has become a medium for resdming earlier intellectual &"d

~'ih the Trird Reich lacks this thematic and biographical ;ontinuity with the
19605, it should be said, not least because the-theoretical fascism debate
_had ésseﬁtially exhausted itself by the mi6;19705 in a process of increasingly
formulaic abstraction. But now that substantive discussion is beginning to
revive, the long-term consistency of Ludtke and Niethammer looks all the more -

impressive.

It is worth approaching the definition of Alltagsgeschichte obliquely

in this wmay, 'by considering the purposes that compose it, bécause. .more

so than other such intellectual tendencies perhaps, it remains & extremely
heterogeﬁeous phenomenon. Moreover, each of the orientations listed above
(others right also be added)--towards the intellectual legacy of the New Left,
towards anthropology, towards & sociology of subjective meanings, towards
an experiential history of fascist potentials--is a highly variable quantity.

There is no shortage of manifestoes and programmatic statements, it is true,
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but these should not be reduced to eny misléading miformity.‘o Rt the very
least we have to distinguish between three overlapping phenoﬁena: (a) the

" extreme anthropological orientation of soﬁe work on rurel society (Medick)

and to 8 lesser extent the working class (Liidtke), centred mainly on Gﬁttingen
and its network, with strong affinities to work in Volkskundé (folklore/ethnology)
at the Ludwig Uhland Institute for Empirical Cultural Studies at.Tibingen;

(b) working class social history based on critical use of oral sources, but

with close links to established.fOtms of lébour history sponsored by the trade

‘unions and the SPD's Friedrich Ebert Foundation in Bonn (Niethammer and his

collaborators in Essen and the Fernuniversitdt in Hagen, Jirgen Reulecke

n Bochuﬁ, Detlev Peukert in Essen, and so on); (c) the wider seri-professional
" milieu of grass-roots activity, inspired by ideals of taking history to the
pebple and a.democratic public history (via exhibitions, radical ruseum projects,
local government cultural initiatives, adult edﬁ;ation circles, community
histories, and other forms of locally groﬁnded collaborative research),
coordinated to some extent through the History Workshop movement.8' 1In

addition, some account must also be taken of the increasingly important
breSence»of Qomen's history, bécaﬁée although the latter had independent

origins.beyond the early Alltag;geschichté initiatives (which were actually

surprisingly inattentive to its concerns), there is now a strong convergence

of the two.‘z More diffusely--and despite thé extreme hostility of some social
science historians--"everyday life" has also worked itself onto the general

~ social history agenda.‘

Rlloning for this diversity, however, there are some grounds for regarding

Alf Lidtke's writings as the strongest typification of Alltagggeschichté's

possibilities and limitations, not because they are representative in some

straightforua:d sense, but because they explicate the assumptions of the approach




so elaborately and follow its logic to such e provocative and unsettling

extreme. For one thing, Ludtke was one of the earliest interlocutors on the

subject, and during the last decade has emerged as one of the most consistent

‘and programmatic advocates of Alltasgsgeschichte's pedagogic, political, and
historiographical value, quite spart from its virtues in more immediate |
methodological and theoretical terms. His centrality to the discussion is .
emphasized by a major organizational contribution--as editor and moving spirit
of the journal SOWI (launched in the early-1970s and aimed at teachers in the
sbcial sciences, a kind of radical alternétlve to the official Journal of

the historical profession in this pedagogic respect, the stodgily conservative

Geschichte in Wissenschaft und Unterricht),  which has consistéﬁtiy given'exposure

to the new perspectives; as an immediate colleague and collaborator of Medick
at the Max Planck Round Tables; and as one of the leading academic activists
in the History Workshop movement . Moréovgr, Ludtke's career unites the four
- orientations discussed above more qompletely perhaps than any other of the
~major commentatofs: he pariicipéted in the post-fFischer discussions of the
Kaiserreich during the early-1970s very much as.a left-wing outsider, and
was one of the few to link the nes historiography explicitly to the New Left
fascism debate; he is also one of the few to apply the insights of the
ethnological turn uncompromisingly to the social history of the working class,
as opposed to the study of rural society; and he has gone furfhest in atticqlating
the formal sociology which the microscopic study of everyday life requires.
To a great extent, Lidtke draws out what the practice of many less theoretical
researchers merely implies.év

what, then, §s Lidtke's formulation of the agenda? First, there is thé

familiar call to history from below, the marking out of 8 particular empirical

terrain:




At the centre....sre the lives and sufferings of those who are frequently
labelled, suggestively but imprecisely, as the 'small people’ (kleine
Leute]. It involves their work end non-work. The picture includes housing
and homelessness, clothing and nakedness; eating and hunger, love and
hate. Beyond this, certain thematic emphases have emerged, such as the
_history of work, of gender relations, of the family, sand especislly of
popular cultures. Thus attention is no longer focused on the deeds (and
misdeeds) and pageantry of the great, the masters of church and state.‘s-

Secondly, there is the empha;ls on subjectivity and experience, on the social
production and constructioﬁ of meaning, in ways fheorized partly via the‘turn
to ethnology/anthropology, but partly slso (of which more below) via forms

of ethnographic analysis taken from ethnomethodology and symbolic interactionism
1n'sociology. . Thirdly, there is an insistence on the need for "systematic

decentralization of analysis and interpretation", by the careful construction

of historical "miniatures", in the hope of capturing more of the ambiguities
and contradictions of workers' perceptions and behaviour as they actually live
their lives‘." Fourthly, this 1mplies no retreat into the par_ticular, as
opposed to & different way of allowing fhe big questions of process and structure

to be posed. In fact, Alltagsgeschichte "cannot be fsolated from the relations -

of production, appropriation, and exchange, and the related interest structures
of a sbciety"‘:, Nor, fifthly, does it imply leaving politics out or neglecting
the political dimension, becapse the same 10éa1 context also allows the questions
of the public and the private, the personal and the political to be searchingly
posed. Lastly, this hae.major political implications for the present, pecause

for Ludtke the effort at understanding the "ofherness" of popular culture in

tﬁe past is simultaneously an act ef selidarity and identification, and

i1luminating the processes of contestation in one time helps strengthen the

' (4
understanding of change in another.‘

The special interest of Lidtke's work is that it focuses on the local,




personal, end quotidian contexts in which the possibllities for either

conforéity or resistance sre ultimately made. Of course, it has been s

commonplace of social history that the issue of class consciousness is not

exhausted by simply esteblishing the numbers of workers passing through

socielist and trade union organizations, but needs to be addressed vis a much

broader tonception of working class culture. In effect, Lidtke pushes this

‘culturalist epproach even further by entering the more difficult territory

of workers' daily lives, locating the potential for solidarity in the innumerable

small ways in which workers created and defended a sense of self, demércated

a kind of autonomous space, and generally éffirmed theméelves in 8 hostile

and 1imiting world. The key to Liidtke's argﬁment is the concept of Eigensinn--an

almost untranslatable combination of self-reliance, self-will, and self-respect,

or the act of reappopristing alienated social relations, particularly at work, '

bﬁt also at school, in theAstreet,“ and any other gontexts externally determined

by'strﬁctures and précesses beyond workers' ov%{lr:l.ﬂ Such small acts

of self-affirmation may not have expressed a consciously anti-cépitalist outlook

and may well have been innocent of formal political or trade union éoncérns.

But at a more basic level, this everyday culture "in the factory or the office,

in the tenement house and on the street", conveyed "an intense politicél

sensibility and militancy". Workers' apparent indifference to organizéd politics

did not mean that they had no idea of an alterﬁative society or the good life,

 simply that such aspirations were normally locked in a “private" economy of

desires. 1f that was so, moreover, & vital question concerns the manner

and circumstances in which the connection to "real" politics could be made.
LUdtke's approach allows us to see how this articulation could take place.

On the one hand, only & minority of workers were ever members of the socialist

party and its trade unions, and still fewer had a developed or consistent
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familiarity with the finer points of socialist ideology. On the other hand,
the experience of everyday l1ife, as the terrain where the abstract structures
of domination and exploitation were directly eﬁcoUntered, encouraged attitudes
6f independence and solidarity which afforded obvious political potential:
in a class-circumscribed context of social value and action, where movements
actively addressed people in class conscious ways, Eigensinn could provide
the experiential bases of @& much broader mobilization. In other words, the
workers' Alltag generated a culture of resistance, - which, under circumstances
of general social and political érisis (such as'the revolutionary years of |
1918-20) or during smaller local mobilizations, might scquire fuller political
meaning. Then, the worlds of politics and the everyday moved together.
However, there was nothing natural or pre-giveﬁ sbout a progressive junctuce
of this kind--about the synchrony of the labour movement and the working-class
parties witﬁ fhe broader working-class culture of everyday life.’ In fact,
there were two "spectacular" instances of the latter failing to move "in time":
‘first, in August 1914; and then sgain, in early-1933. Here Lidtke argues
suggestively that its was the growing abstraction of the politicel in the
narrower sense--"the arena of formaliied politics and large-scale political
organization" at the level of the state--into & separate realm removed from
the_pérticipatioﬁ and experiénce of most ordinary workers--the “everyday politics®
of Eigensinn--that ultimately rendered the latter so vulnerable to radicalized
systems of dohination; once the democratic openings of 1918-20 hﬁd been missec.
Under the Third Reich, when the formal strqcture of working-blass politics
had been destroyed, the quotidian structures‘of Qolidarity and self-assertion
were all that was left, but while they offered vital resources for working-class
Q‘s:‘_(y:um OAJ.M:3ffﬂF'-‘ sease /) | )
survivaly™ these provided Nazism with no new challenge and in some ways signalle:

k4
accommodat fon. In this sense, LUdtke's advocacy of Alltagsgeschichte is




the very opposite of a populist romanticism, and it is precisely "the embivale~x

end ambiguities" of Eigensinn that are being stressed. If we are to understanc

the relationship between popular consciousness and formal politics, . he argues,

it is on the inner world of popular experiences and the subjective dimension

of class relations--on quotidian culture as an elementary site of contradiction—et

we have to fix. This is the contribution the advocates of Alltagsgeschichte

hope to make.

1f "the subject" appears on the stage in hiétory and anthropology once
again, then it is only within this context of the uneven social production
of meanings--in association with this complex process whéreby a selection
is made and must be made out of the store of connotstions, values, and
symbols of a "culture". It would be false to assume that such processes
take place in a neutral field under conditions of equal abilities and
opportunities. The issue is rather one of the oﬁgoing struggle for meanings.
The struggle is formed in the context of the social relations of individuals,
groups, classes, and cultures, which at the same time are constituted by
the stfuggle. Reciprocity, dependency, and resistance--and their mingling--
are therefore not "structuraily given"; in reality they come into being
only in the struggle for meanit'og.?‘.-L '

Finally, what is the socisl theory that corresponds to this historical
practice? The practitioners themselves are not always much help in this respect,

because they are not necessarily very explicit about the theoretical underpinnings

of their project. As mentioned above, Negt's and Kluge's Of fentlichkeit und
Erfahrung functions as a kind of ur-text of the mave@ent, and é certain tissue

of anthropological reference is also clear enough, together with the major
indebtedness to Thompson and other representatives of Anglo-Marxist historiogra>~y.
But Lidtke stands relatively alone in develbping a more elaborate sdciological
rationale for his case. 1In this respect, industrial relations and the sociolo:,

of work are perhaps less important than a complex relationship to phenomenology,

ethnomethodology, and social interactionism, with their stress on the "social
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construction.of reality” through the meabingful transactions of the experienced
uorld.?3 ‘Significantly. this has also been tsken more recently in & strongly
" anthropological direction via Bourdieu's theoronf practice and cultursl forms,
and it is worth remarking here on the influence of Paul Willis's sensitive
'ethhographies of British working class life, because his and the Birmingham
Centre for Contemporary Culturai Studies' development reveal & similar set |

of theoretical and methodological orlentatlbn;:74} Ultimately, though, it

may well be the sixties radicalism of Henri Lefebvre. for whom everyday life
was "the'time of desire", the real locus of revolutionary contradiction in

an aljenated social world, that resonates most powerfully through Lidtke's

work .75-

111

When we turn from these ideas back to the recent literature on trade unions
and the social history of the working class, it is striking how little the

concerns of Alltagsgeschichte have S0 far influenced the mainstream of the

sﬁhoiarly discussion. This 1; patently true of the collection on trade unionism
edited by Mommsen and Husung, somewhat less so of the volume on social protest.
when social historians move away from the immediate subject matter of cultural
studies, it seems, the established procedures of labour history (perfectiy
proper in themselvés; of course) easily take comménd. This is perhaps more
sufprisibg in the case of Klaus Tenfelde's imposing guide to the current state

of international research--nineteen separate historibgraphical contributions

in seven sections (the Editor's Introduction; workers in the mainly pre-industrial
economies of the eighteenth century; comparative social stratification; community,

class, and culture; social conflict and trade unions; fhe ideology and politics

of the labour movement; and the literature of individual lands), focused
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mainly on Germany, France, Britain, end the United States, with further
attention to Scandinavia, Polénd. and the Soviet Unjon as well. Tenfelde's
own introductory survey of sources and problems ranges incidentslly:over the

literature of Alltsgsgeschichte as such (most directly in a section on workers®

mentalities during industrislization), and a number of suthors show themselves
cognisant of these concerns (notably David Crew, in & critical survey of
community studies in the USA, Britain, Germany,' and France). Bdt vernon
Lidtke's contribution on "Workers' Culture in Germany and England”, wﬁere

some explicit,discussion of the turn to everyday life should have been very
much to the point, 1is in this respect remarkably disappointing: again, the
everyday dimensions of working-class culture are neéessarily present in Lidtke's

treatment, but the specific conceptual challenge of Alltagsgeschichte as

outlined sbove is dealt with extrémely perfunctorily vis s discussion of the

~ GDR historian Jirgen Kuczynski's four-volume compilation, Geschichte des

Alltags des deutschen Volkes, which, while symptomatically interesting
is hardly typical of the current discussion in the FRG.”C -

This neglect is noteworthy, because by now the claims of Alltagsgeschichte

have become the object of much professional controversy, and indeed figures

77

like Tenfelde have been centrally involved in the relevant debates. Moreover,

a figure like Liidtke has been putting the case for the history of everyday

l1ife carefully and consistently for a full decade, first as a'counterboint

to the various social science critiques of the older political a~d institutional
labour history, and then increasingly as a fully-fledged alternstive to them.

It is entirely characteristic that he should appear in the Volkmsan/Bergmann
volume from this point of view:7g German social history is & plural discoursé.
and it is a pity that neither the Mommsen/Husung nor the Tenfeldz volumes provide

access to the emerging Alltag discussion in this respect. There may be some

R




value, te=refore, in exploring the recent monographic literature to see how

fer the concerns of Alltagsgeschichte figure in its pages.

Cozl-iners provide a good place to start. Miners are in many ways the
srchetype of tﬁe oppressed but militant proleteriat. Dark, dirfy, and
dangerous, their work has aslways attracted the social reportage of sympathetic
middle-class observers, Jjust as it defines a special place in the imagery
and folklore of the labour movement. Frequently living in isolated and sglf—
containeZ communities, united by the muscular solidarities of the coal-face,
and hardened- by the dignity of their exceptionally difficult labour, miners
easily e-;-oke the more romantic and heroic associations of the class struggle.

" The same qualitles have also made ﬁ:ining communities a favourite context for

the more "'cultUralxist" kind of sociasl history. This has been classically true
of the work in Britain, recently brbught to an imposing but tragic climax -

in the r,ythology of the three great strikes of 1972, 1974, and 1984-85.

The distinctiveness of miners' culture is also accentuated in the British. case
by the ncrthern location of the major English coalfields (particularly those
in Yorksnire and Durham), and eveﬁ more by. the militant coalfields of Scotland
and- South tulale;'.q Miners occupy a similar place in the traditions of the
labour m:vemeht in Germany. The last ten years have seen & flourishing of
literature on the coalminers' of the Ruhf,- altho@ the other centres of extractive
industry (Upper Sflesia, the Mansfeld copper region) necessarily figure less
prominently in the West German research, gi\)en their location in Poland vand
the GDR since 1945. Toget-her with David Crew's pioneering social history of
Bochum a3 Erha_rd Lucas's studies of labour militancy in the Gerran Revolution,
we have an impressive general history of the miners of the Ruhr up to 1889,

and 8 fine array of monographic research emanating from the Histcry Departments

of the Universities of Bochum and Essen, the most innovative anc ambitious
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of which (and the most finely attuned to the concerns of Alltagsgeschichte)

is the collective oral history project initiated by Lutz Niethammer in Essen.sa

For our purposes, the books by Klaus Tenfelde and Helmuth Trischler,
Stephen Hickey, &nd Franz-Josef Briggemeler open an excellent window onto
the current state of inquiry. Tenfelde, of course, has established himself
as one of Germany's leading labour historians{‘ This handsome edifion of
miners' pleas and petitions basically recapitulates the analysis originally
developed in his first book and further elaborated in the essays on strikes
referred to sbove: the growth of a democratic and class-collective trade-union
consciousness out of the Ruhr miners' older corporate traditions, once the
leégl guarantees of the latter were dismantled by the liberal deregulation

of the coal industry during 1850-65 and the existing structures of miners’

’rep£ésentatlon swamped by the enormous later-nineteenth century expansion.,

L __ 2

wWhile enjoying the organizational and cultural resources of their earlier situatim
(especially the-indepéndence of thevminers; working arrangements underground,

the distinctive corporate insurance organiiation of the Knappschaft, and the
privileged access to a'protéctive state bureaucracy), the miners were faced

with the need to reshape their collective behaviour to withstand the new pressures

of untrammelled cepitalism, particularly once the depression.Set in after

1873. Thus the strike of 1889 and the unionization which ensued were the results

bf a Lernprozess (“learning-pro¢ess") which brought the miners into the modern

era of organized labour protest. The miners' petitions, as the traditional

medium of redress, based in the specific structures of the state-regulated
Prussian mining industry, a definite body of nineteenth century legal-political

precedent, and customary ideas of justice, provide a valuable means of tracking

the shift.
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Rssembled from @ variety of sources (but mainly from the records of the
Prussian Mining Office) and covering the period 1816-1933, uitﬁ 8 major
concentration in the years 1850-71 (some 72 oﬁt of 300 documents) and the
period before 1914, the petitions reflect the changing bases of miners'
| expefience and collective action. As Tenfelde end Trischler argue, the growing
ineffectuality of gppeals to given forms of roys) and bureaucratic paternalism
under the iiberalized regime of private cépital impelled the r.iners towards
~ @ more vrefficient” means of representing their interests, na-ely, via the
strike and permanent trade-union orgénization. ‘The petition movement of 1858-€
was 8 first watershed in this disillusionment, followed by the Essen Miners'
Petition of 1867, whose rejection by the asuthorities brought the Esseﬁ miners
out on strike a yeaf later. Further petition movements occurred in conjunction
with the strikes of i889-and 1905, and evidence of the older tradition persisted
throughout the 1ife of the Empire. But the "husks of thé older forms" were
increasihgly filled with "new contents". 1In particular, customary notions
of Justice (as in the idea of moral economy) gave way to 8 ben language of
rights and social justice focused on the wage, largér questions 6f distribution,
and ultimately citizenship and political participation. Citing parallel shifts
among other groups of workers, Tenfelde and Tritschler see this as a general
"transition to modernity”--"from traditional forms of grievance articulation
to quern forms of conflict regulation". To that extent, the usual labour
whiggery raises its familiar head. But the editors also emphasiie the petitio~s®
value as a source for the miners' daily lives and for the chaaging perceptions
| of work and its social relations. This is certainly hon the publishers have
chosen to present~the book, with the'jacket's reference to the "1ife-circumstaces"

of working people ("their ways of thinking, their cares, and their hopes"),

»from the unaccustomed perspective of the human subjects therselves".




37

By contrast with Tenfelde's account of the miners' early history, Stephen
Hickey's study pays 8 mimimum of attention to the miners' original corporate

traditions (in fact, the latter are not mentioned st &1l until the tsil end

of the chapter on work, halfway through the bmuk)."3 From one point of view,
this makes e grest deal of sense: when the -mlning population was eiperiencing
such a massive expansion (from 12,741 to 394,569 in the Ruhr as a whole during
1850-1913), and new urban societies were being manufactured 6ut of virtually
nothing (Bochum grew frosﬁ 19,000 to 256,000 people between 1855 and 1910,
Hamborn from 5,300 to 103,000 in the same period), it is far from clear that
the miners' old privileges and traditional culture could retain the ki‘nd of

| salience stressed by Tenfelde. When migrants were flooding in from far and

nea} (in Bochum in 1907 63 per cent of the population were immigrants, 24 per
cenz from beyond Rhineland-Westphalia, while for miners specifically the figures
were still higher, 84 end 37 per cent), with such a startling diversity of |
linguistic, religious, '_ethnic, and customary cultures, \and sdch ‘enormous
local mobility, the effec-:tivity of existing traditions was bound to be small.

As Hickey says: "When we speak of the working class in the Ruhr at this time,
therefore; we are referring to a group composed overwhelmingly of people who
had moved to a nEv'n: home, frequently over long distances”". And: "The ‘'working
class', therefore, was not an established, settled, cohesive community;

instead, we see & class numerically strong but socially disorientated,

' 13
geographically unsettled, and culturally diffuse".‘r This makes a major

difference to hos we approach the miners' culture and the question of militancy,
for Tenfelde's Lernprozess (the miners' measurement of their new situation
against their former privileges) was by definition irrelevant to the incomers,

who were undergoing a different Lernprozess of their own. As Bruzgemeier

says, "it is difficult to explain how the memory of better times could be
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so powerful as to shape the thinking and behaviour of miﬁers. who in 1889
had not experienced these times themselves".‘g 5
Proceeding from this disunity of the Ruhr working class, Hickey supplies

‘8 valuable corrective to the more optimistic accounts of class formation,

which overestimate the forces making for cohesion within the working class.

while the general title of .his book actually conceals & concentration 61‘ resear>h
on the eastern ﬁuhr (and Bochum inrparticular), he does a-f‘iﬁe Job of outlining |
the problems facing the labour movement in the novel environment of the coalfielc.
This is conveyed via a carefﬁlly layered account of the factors inhibiting
wo’rking-class- solidarlt-y, beginning with the question of labour mobility,

, anﬁ continuing through those of housing, religion, and the conditions of

- work, which then form the context fﬁr the discussion of strikes, trade Qnionis‘,
and the SPD. The treatmént of religion and ethnicity is especially impo:tant

in this respect, highlighting the separate associational and communal wor1ds
fostered by the ta.thol ic and Protestant.churches, together with the substantia!l
national sub-cultures of the Poles and other mino_rities (such as the Protestant
Masurians), all of which were deliberately endorsed by the employers, by

among other things the allocation of housing along ethno-religious lines.

This powerful stress on "the fluid, unstable, and divided character of workinz-
class society and politics, in contrast to those factors which fostered coopers.ion
and solidarity", is a distinguishing feature of Hickey's book.(‘ In fact,
neither of the themes stressed by social historians elsewhere in the "makiné

of the working class"--artisanal traditions and a particular ideal of working-clxss
comnunity--were relevant to the frontier societies being created at bréakneck ’
pace in the Ruhr before 1914. In Hickey's account, culture divided mbre than

it u_m_t_e_c_i the Ruhr working class. |

This presents us with an interesting paradox. On the one hand, the great




coal strikes of 1889, 1905, and 1912 gave the miners a deserved reputstion

for militancy: these were general strikes affecting the whole of the Ruhr
coalfield (with peaks of 80 per cent of 8ll miners in the first twa cases,
some 60 per cent in the third), while the intervening years were also punctuated
by smaller movements affecting parficular localities or groups of mines (for
example, at least seventeen in the Bochum area during 1889-1914). The mineré‘
record also stood out in cqmparison with the Ruhr's other major industry,
iron, steel, and ﬁeavy engineering, which recorded few industrial actions
and low levels of uniqnization. By contrast with metalworkers in the Ruht,.
who were fragmepted by elaborate hierarchies and craft-derived demarcations
of skill, ,endless'variéties of job classification, and the basic divisibn
between skilled worker and 1ébourer, the miners had a fairly cohesive occupatiomal
community further reinforced by residential segregatiogf‘

But on the other hand, eéch of the first two major strikes and nearly
all the smaller énes were launched spontaneousiy by rank-and-file against the
resistance:of the union hierarchy, through unofficial actions in which the
younger hauliers (as opposed to the more senior face-workers) invariably took
the lead. Indeed, Otto Hue, the miners' leader who.emergéd in the 1890s,
built the union's strategy on a resolute critique of such spontansous militancy,
strongly influenced by the strike failures of 1889-93, when the young unjon

had tried unsuccessfully to capitalize on the impetus of 1889. For Hue,

the union's strategy had to be predicated on weakness. The miners were divided

by religion and nationality, with organized Catholic (1894) and Polish (1932)
rivals to the Social Democratic union. Combined with the organized power of
the employers, who disciplined their workers via forms of company paternalism,
these conditions placed socialist trade unionists at a serious disadvantage.

Hue's response was a cautious style of labour leadership, stressing discipline,

_;




continuity of prgan!zation, political "neutrality", and the conserving of

resources for the future, as against s more confrbn{ational kind of militancy.
By exploring the structural context of working-class formation in the
Ruhr so carefully, Hickey in effect provides e sympathetic materialist account
of reformism, which was founded (he argues) on 8 realistic assessment of the
obstacles to effective labour organizing. Though Hue's approach bespoke &
reformist rather than a‘revolutionary vision of socialism, it was none the

less "class-conscious” for that. Given the ethnic and religious diversity

of the mining workforce, a genuine "class" strategy required the softening
of socialist hostilities to political Catholicism, 1t'cou1d be ergued, for
otherwise the socialist union would simply confirm its own sectionalism and
undermine the bases for industry-wide mobilization. Thus the success of both
the 1889 and 1905 strikes in'maintaining suﬁh a high level of sustained participstion
had resfeq on the cross-confessional and cross-national solidarity of SPD, Catholic,
and Polish trade unionists, whereas thé_1912 strike was called by the Socislist,
Polish, and small liberal unions against the opposition of the Catholic one,
and collapsed after a week as a result. 4

At the same time, this was not the whole story. The hard-nosed "realism™
of the strategy could not compensate for the modesty of its success: even
at its peak in 1905 the SPD union counted only 29.4 per cent of the Ruhr miners,
dwindling fo 15.8 per cent by 1913. More to the point, the strategy was
ill-suited for integrating the localized, intermittent, and freQuentiy turbuleat
rank-and-file militancy that actually gave the union the momentum for ;ts bitterly
secured gains. Nor would this necessafily be any different if the union won
its reformist breakthrough, whether by employer recognition or sympathetic
pro-union laws: as the First World War would reveal, this could lead just

as well to the union's co-optation, which drove a further wedge between its




bureaucratic leaders and an sliensted rank-snd-file. Over the lo-ger term,

this conodrum--reconciling the case for centralism with the courterveiling

demands of inner-union democracy--proved the source of tremendous conflict.

Thic §s the point at which the very different analysis of Frzaz-Josef
Briggemeier is pitched. Briggemeler endorses the lines of Hickey's structural
account, but questions its sufficiency. For beneath the level ¢° the miners®
formal organization (and the gross statistics of cultural disunity) were certain
informal structdres of solidarity which point the analysis in a cifferent
direction. Thus the miners enjoyed a high degree of below-grounc autonomy,
where small work-teams ("comradeships") organized the work, trai-ed newéomers,_
and 'éenerally handled the functions normally discharged by manage:s and foremen.
In consequence, the wages-system became 8l1l the more important es the medium
of managerial control, as employers asserted their right to set the rate and
Judge the amount and quality of the miqers' output: the encounte: with this
harsh discipiinary regime, which reflected a strictly authoritarian view of
~managerial prerogative, ‘then further solidified the miners' ever,day-solidérity.
The coalowners' reactionary paternalism (which included the blacklist and company
unions) also extended to the social sphere, which they sought tc command above
all via company housing. But again, Briggemeier argues, this situation also
delivered the materials of informal cooperation and solidarit_}. The isolated,'
self-contained, and homogeneous miners' colonies (which in the rorthern Ruhr
housed from 8 half to two thirds of mining employees by 1914) cre:zted the
potential for community, and the coalowners'’ manipulétive calculztion (the
creation of a stable and dependent core of workers loyal to the company) might
easily boomerang against them. Moreover, the miners also impro.ised their

own systems of self-help, which helped compose an alternative ciiture of

mutuality. One example was the "half-open family structure", w*Ich allowed
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-"rootless” young miners to develop bonds of sttachrent and solidarity as lodgers
(Schlafganger) with mining femilies (6ne in five mining households had lodgers

at eny one time, rising in the northern colonies to one in two). Another example
was the "schnapps-casino™: formed ivn response to 8 ;hronic shortege of public

houses in the new coal towns, these miners' drinking clubs filled s vitai

need of soclabllity, as well as providing bremises for SPD and trade union
activity. Flouritshing in the wake of the 1889 strike (some 110 with 16,640
_members in 1894, concentrated in the northern parts of the Ruhr), they were'
eventually banned by a éhz_mge in the licensing laws in 1.896.‘e

As such, there is pefhaps little-to distinguish Briggemeier's analysis
from much Anglo-American working-class his_tory', with its stress on popular
creativity and cultural sutonomy in the workplace and wider recreational domain.
However, Briiggemeier's ability to get inside the miner's skin and ground the
discussion of cultural forms in"the subjective and existential, as well as

€9

the material, realities of work and life in thé coalfield is more unusual.

| Likewise, the particular conceptual apparatus of Alltagsgeschichte is also
specific to the German discussion, in ways suggested above. But what is really
distinctive, arguably, is the place of the labour movement in the account. '
Basically, Briuggemeier argues, the trade union and Socialist views of working-class
advancement inserted themselveé between the miners and the fruits of their

everyday experience, in ways which squandered the mobilizing potential of

the informal solidarity structures mentioned above. Thus the au'thorities might

reil aginst the schnaps-casinos as "the real hotbeds of drunkenness, malingering,
brutalization, domestic ruin, and family dist_.r.ess", which corroded the moral
basis of the'resistance to Socialism, but Socialists had prejudices of their |

own about the disorderly roUghneé,s of the miners®' everyday culture (p. 153).

In fact, from a late-twentieth-century vantage-point it is extrasrdinarily
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difficult to get past such ideologicsl encrustations, . deposited b} a century's
schievements and defeats, to recbnstruct the real substratum of political

possibilities that may have lain beneath.

Of course, since the 1960s there has been & wéll-developed literature
on the vitality of rank-and-file movements, Afocused on the unharnessed democratic
potential of the workers' councils in the German Revolution of 1918-20. Another
literature has stre#sed the constitutive importance for the late-nineteenth-century
labour movements of artisanal traditions, in which craft pride and workshop
autonomy became transmuted into a modern ideology of.workers' control. Briggem:ier's
achievement is to have teken these ideas--and others, such as David Cfew's s{ress
on the miners’ occupational coﬁmunity--and grounded them in a sensitive analysis
of the practical.context of social felations in the miniqg industry and mining
communities--of the miners' Alltag in its material and experiential dimensions.
This is explicitly not a romanticized glorification of miners' spontaneity
or their essential militancy (p. 254). On the contrary. In a moving passage
at the very end of the book, . accompanied by a remarkable phoiograph of a8 miner
énd his wife shortly before tﬁe former's death from pﬁeumoconiosis in 1920,
Brﬁggemeier invokes the anonymous thousands of miners who died between 1889 and
1919, for whom the utopian upsurge of the socialization movement of 1919 holds
only an abstract relevance:

Their life story showed no upwards development, and they achieved no
personal high-point. For them, the optimistic dynamic of my account of
the miners' history had no or very little meaning. For them, the
independence and possibilities for action I have described lasted only

for a short time, and were removed by repeated reverses: at times they
1ived in the bitterest poverty, from which there was no escape. Personal
hopes they had abandoned long ago--long before the miners' collective hopes
of early-1919 had been dashed (p. 258).

The point is not the superior virtue of the miners' everyday culture in some




elemental political sense, but first the tension between the "informal" and

*formal” regions of the miners' collective experience, and second the degree
‘to which the former delivered a political capacity which the organized labour
rovement failed to tap, "and which as & result became obscured even for the

vast majority of the miners themselves.

For Bruggemeier, the ;oclalization drive of early-19i9 epitomized this
tragic contradiction. On the one hand, this was a rolling wéve of rank-and-file
rmilitancy which washed across the bureaucratic moderation of the miners' union
and the SPD, whose liﬁited parliamentary~codception of the German Revolution--and
| the larger political history of Weimar ihis ehdowed--has refracted later understading
of what the socia]izafion of the mines could have achieved. On the other hand,
the moveﬁeht grew from precisely the informal solidarity structures Briiggemeier

describes:

Socialization was no mere utopia or abstract construction,' it was also the
sum of [the miners') experfences; not just projection, but also a taking
up of elements and structures grbunded in the everyday; a continuation of
the everyday (p. 251). )

This retdrns us, in fact, to Lidtke's distinction between the alienated realm
of formalized political action and the informal domain of the everyday. It

is remarkable how easily labour leaders assimilated the social fears of the
Ruhr bourgeoisie, chargipg the miners not only with lack of discipline and
immature consciou#ness, but also on occasion 8 generalized lack of "culture".
In this view, the workers' problems uouid start to disappear once the labour
movement had organized, educated, and re-formed them (p. 256). The irony,
Briiggemeier argues, is that the miners already possessed a culture of great
resourcefulness, which both at the pit and in the colony 5upborted a relatively

independent social space, a kind of "semi-public" domain. Where trade union

and pérty leaders saw only roughness, turbulence, and disorder, which lacked
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the discipline for 8 genulne emancipstory movement, Briggemeier finds the

unevenly assembled raw materials of a broader-based and organically rooted
popular movement.

If there is a dramback to the account, it is the sbsence of en analysis
of the SPD itself. For if the labour movement coexisted in such é tense and
problematic relationship with its intended mass constituency, it becomes vitz:
to explore the party's own interior relations to see how far they connected
to workers' everyday experiences and how far noi. Primary sources for this
purpose are notoriously hard to find, but we are fortunate now inthQing Adelheid
von Saldern's study of the SPD in Gﬁttingen, based on the unexpected discover)

of the local party's minute-book for the years 1899-1910, which provides
20

exceptional insight into how the movement conducted its affairs. Of course,

Gottingen was & very different environment from the Ruhr--it was neither s
big-city bastion of SPD strength (like Nuremberg, Hamburg, or Berlin) nor

a major industrialized region (like the Ruhr or Saxony), but a medium-sized
university town with little developed industry. There was little tradition

of populai~democratic politics until the locsl SPD was formed after the liftinc

of the Anti-Socialist Law in 1891. The local party was of modest size--190 med2rs
among some 30,000 inhabitants in 1908--with a relatively poorly developed
"sub-cultural" apparatus--a workers' gymnaﬁtic club formed in 1894 (some 40

members in 1908), a consumers' cooperative more loosely connected to the party

(3,459 members in 1905), a trade-union legal advice office opened in 1913

(counseling 406 people in that year, including 191 not yet organized), two
grievance committees simed at collecting complaints for the construction ingust:
and the factory inspectorate, a youth committee formed in 1909, and a child
protection comnittee formed in 1914. Some industrialization occurred from

the 1890s, notably in the precision tools and optical branches attached to

———
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the uni vefsity, but only the railway‘repair shop and a textile fe:tory‘had
over &40 'e-npl.oyees, and the xest-.-téxtiles and various light ind.:stry--were
small-szale. | | |

0~ the othef hand, for these very reasons Gottingen becomes & very good
example of a partlcular type of Social Democratic environment--smsller semi or
non-industrial provincial towns and country districts, which certainly‘experienced
- the ilr_péct of national industrialization, but within e social structure still
dominzted by more "traditional" features (in this case the university, a
Prussizn garrison, a fragmented .industrial structure, and a iarge small-business
~ sector) which worked» against the rise of a strong labour movement. In this
.situétion--which, following a current usage, von Saldern calis the "Social
Democratic provincé"--ihe typical SPD member was @ poorly-paid craft worker
in & small shop (as opposed to the one large linen mill, the railway works,
or the setter-paid precision engineeringAbranch), whose more sdccessful self-
employed representatives invariably provided the lbcal leadership (in Gottingen
the master-shoemaker Wilhelm Stegen and the Joiner-turned-tobacconist Fritz
Nedemeyer)., d Faced with a difficult environment for recruiting ad building
a iocal movement--an atomized working class, large parts of which sti}ll migrated
betwee- -the town and the surrounding countryside, and a local culture dominated
by 'the universiiy,~ ~with few opportunities for coalition making mith the ronsocialist
parties--the local SPD was thrown back' on its own resources, which, as mentioned
above, were not very largé. This produced a béleaguered mentality familiar
from t== larger literature on the SPD, with its stress on the party's ghettoizec
existe~ce in Imperial-German society and self-contai‘ned isolation in the political
 syster. But unlike the party in bigger cities, the Gottingen SP2 lacked the
"sub-c_ltural" resources that usually went with a broad.er base iﬁ the local

workinz class. Instead, it found itself increasingly dependent o the regional




47z
perty apparatus in Hanover: aside from the internsl routines of tranch life,

its public ectivity was lergely confined to the regionally and nationally

initisted propsgandas and sgitation.

Rs it happened, the Hanover SPD was reformist in political outlook.
But the roots of the reformism in von Saldern's title had an sltozsther deeper
explanation. In fact, the Gottingen Social Democrats were not themselves
"reformists" in any straightforward sense. For one thing, simple reformism
made no sense of their immediate situation. Apart from the limited exception
of the industrial tribunals and public insurance committees, the local working
claés had no Eoncrete reforms or barticipatory opportunities to mitigate the
overriding experience of exclusion, while the Imperial state's te-iff and.
fiscal policies constantly re-emphasized the social inequities pempetuated
by this undemocratic political structure. This constantly recharpsd sense
of disadvantage and injustice fired a radical critique of the sysiem*s class
characteristics, for which Kautsky's official centrist ideology--é philosopty
of socialist inevitability, fueled by the logic of capitalist ac:anlatioh
and crisis, and articulated through a stratégy of legal parliame-tary advance--
proved the perfect expression. VYet despite this class-conscious outlook,
which in its own terms was avowedly revolutionary, the practical parameters
of the Gottingen party's situation encouraged attitudes and pfécti:es thch
ultimately conduced to reformist rather than radical politics. Fcr when it

came to mobilizing & broader base of popular support, whether in the more

stable circumstances before 1914 or in the revolutionary crisis c* 1918-20,

the local party's structural disadvantages sustained a political rsychology

that was extremely disabling.

Faced with the under-development of the local economy, class structure,

and working-class consciousness, the Gottingen Social Democrats :.rned inward,

—;
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compensating for the deficit by an over-developed stress on national politics

and the geneial Cerman situation. Objectively constrained by Gottingen's
provincialism, they overcame the latter subjectively by eppropriating the
édvanced eiperience of others. Frustrated by‘thé immediste circumstances,

they switched their energies to national affairs. As von Saldern says, this
had'the.virtue of providing s cdherent vision of'politics, with a strongly
developed class anaiysls, and constantly pﬁlled party discussions to the national
;and international, as opposed to the local and provincisl, 1levels of politics.

 But cohversely, it also slighted local issues, “and the local party abstained

almost,éompletely from the municipal arena. This was a crucial meakness,
because it deprived the party of an essentiél bridgeheéd to a8 larger potential
7 constituency. It stampéd the local SPD as a socializing agency fdr an existing
core of members, as opbbsed to a campaigning movement of broader popular-democratic
range. The primarily national orientation was not fa&burable to a grass-roots
stylé of community-based agitation. The Gottingen party preferred grand-historical
events to the cultivation of its own local traditions. It also favou£;d a8
strongly centralist organization over one stressing local initiative and
accountability. Fundamentally, this‘betrafezcﬁ;ck of political self-confidence,
which récourse to the suthority and expertise of the higher party bodies naturally
did nothing to overcome.
A major symptom of this lack waé the local party's apbroach-to education.
On the one hand, the SPD's marginality to local politics was dezlt with by
an alternative stress on "culture"--meaning the self-conscious cultivation
of progressive values--and culture for thesé pufposes (particuls-ly given the
local thinness of the recreational and seif—imprOving SPD sub-culture) was
almost wholly subsumed in a conventional conception of "education”. On the

" other hand, the operative notion of the latter was a thoroughly non-subversive
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one, in which educstion meant the "reception of existing educational goods”

(p. 235). Of course, in themselves belief in the libersting power of knowledge

and the desire to overturn the existing monopoly on academic educstion (given,
local fuel by the presence of the university) are hardly to be gainsaid. But
at another level, . such ideas uncritically replicated the existing structure

of values:

The party activists wanted to live worthy, upstanding, moral, roderate,
and disciplined lives--on the one hand, to show the workers who mere not

yet organized a good example; on the other hand, to show bourgeois society .
that one was up to all tasks, that one deserved good standing and respect.

(p. 235)

As we know from the accumulated literature on the subject, the SPO's cultural
politics was positively orienied towards existing "high culture”, whether in
the form of classical liieratu:e, theatre, art, and music, or in the broader
erea of taste, morality, and sensibility. At the level of intentions, the
overall context of political exclusion kept such politics tied to an oppositionally
constituted _c_bu_nte_f-cultural goal. But when the constitutional .cmte\xt changed
and the SPD acquired democratic legitimacy after 1918, the assimilationist
logic of its cultural attitudes was less encumbered by thé earlier oppositional
aims. Instead, the party's political.radicalism became heavily compromised
by its conservative cultural values, on everything from attitudes towards
hierarchy and authbrity, the use of military language, and the fetishizing of
order and discipline, to the latent patriotism, and the patriarchal viewr of
family, childraising, and the place of womer?.z'

Thus the negative side of the pursuit of culture was an almost complete
failure to challenge the hegemonic values, whether by means of a nore subversive

"movement culture", or by building the infrastructure for a much broader

oppositional public. Von Saldern distinguishes between the perioZs before and




after the turn of the century in this respect. in the Gottingen pérty's yduth,
some effort was made to generaté the lsrger momentu~, but this was largely
* 8 matter of stimulating participation of existing rembers (for example, by the

common reading of newspaper and journsl articles, the assignment of political

reports, and the use of a question-box at meetings), and after 1901-02 even
this internsl effort fell away (with barely a single collective reading a year'
during 1904-07, as sgainst eight in 1900 and 1901). There was little attempt
to agitate a wider public: public meetings were held indoors; May-Day was
marked by an inner-party.festivity rather than a psblic rally; meetings were
organized around lectures, with little chanEe for more spontaneous_exchange;
strikes were carefully depoliticized. Above sll, there was no attempt at
integrating the SPD's politics with the personal lives and everyday circuﬁstances
of the membership, let alone with those of the workers at large. There was
gvén a conscious de-politicizing of‘everyday discdurse, ‘most of all on matters
affecting the family, sexuality, and private life. IQ practice, daily life
was measured against the established precepts of party affairs, with a premiur
on the rational ordering of social practices and situations. This left major
areas of working-class conservatism intact, particularly in relation to women
and children, and indeed»dignified them via the quest for respectability,
| while other aspects of ordinary workers® culture--the "rough" ones beyond the
Gﬁftingen pa:t}'s small immediate domain--were attacked or dismissed. This
involved a debilitating neglect of the entire creztive and imaginative realm,
von Saldern argues, with a far-reaching failure to ground the party's socialis:
ideals in any prefigurative approach to the proble-s of everyday life.

where does this leave us? It re-emphasizes thz importance of Ludtke's
argument about the alienated quality of formal worxing-class politics. There

" has been much discussion during the last decade (s73 not just in German history’
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of the need to "disaggregate" the histories of the working class and of the

labour movement as a more sensible basis for putting them back together egain,

and there s now a healthier awareness of the partisl and problematic nature

of socialism's class-representative claim/asﬁiration to express and embody

the class consciousness of the working class 9 " But unless we are tb leave

the social and the political histories of the working class ss discrete endeavours,
or to give up the idea of & "culturalist" grounding of labour history, we need
_.a research strategy and conceptual framewbrk capable 6f specifying the hafure

of the relationshipfhr And it is here that the possibilities of Alltagsgeschichte

are so exciting. Whether we take Bruggemeler's stress on informal solidarity
structureé, or von Saldern's critique of the Gottingen SPD's failure -to connect
the party's practice with the practical, personal, and experiential dimensions
of'orainary working-class 1ife, or Liidtke's more theoretical insistence on

the disjunctive and non-synchronous relationship between the fofmalized political
discourse and the everyday politics of Eigensinn, the Alltag historians are

: extréofdinarily suggestive as to how future discdssion might proceed. If we

are to advance the discussion of working-class formation and working-class
politics--if we are to understand how high degrees of social solidaﬂty, political
cohesion, and wider social influence can be achieved among wage-earning populations
otherwise fragmented by sectional, religious, ethnic, sexval, and cultural

contradictions--it is to the ideas of the Alltagshistoriker that we must partly

loox.

1v

Alltagsgeschichte is a phenomenon of its time. Partly, as roughly indicated

earlier in this essay, this is to do with the uncertainties of the West German

historical profession, in the complex conjuncture of methodological debate,




generational politics, higher educational contraction, énd conservative

Tendenzwende since the late-1970s. Historiogfaphically, the context was

provided by the sequential reception between the mid-1960s énd mid-1970s of

two distinct paradigms--the socisl-science history project of e genefal "history

‘of German society", guided by & revivified Weberian sociology, formed in the
-mould of postwar US social and political ;heory st the sixties high point of

its influence, and explicltly oriented sround "Western" principles of enlightewent
and modernity; and on the other hand, the more cultpralist type of social
history discussed in~this essay, insplred by French and British examples, infared
by post-1968 Marxisms and radical socioloéiés, and with a8 strong anthropological
interest in the inside and underside of social life, which is far more sceptical
about liberal conceptions of progress end modernizstion. Moreover, underlying '
‘the turn to everyday lifevis 8 major uncertainty about the progressive political
agency of the working class, . coming paftly from the integration of the SPD

and trade unions and their growing distance from older traditions of working-class
mobilization, partly from the stnctural dissc’ol&.ion of the working class itself in

the traditional sense of the term. Not only has the labour movement withdrawn
from its original vision of culfurél emancipatibn, but the working class has
ceased to be the self-evident addressee of such a project, and~has even left

the stage as an obvious social force, let alone as an active class-subject.

Alltagsgeschichte has been driven less by the motivating purpose of older labour

history--the belief in the forward march of the working class--than by thg
realization of its opposite, that by the late-1970s the march had stoppeg?'

This has produced a strong sense of the finiteness and historical specificity
| of the working-class culture whose potential had always inspired the social
historians of the Left. In West Germany, of course, there have been particula:

reasons for the weakness and residual quality of the traditional labour movement
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culture since the war--not only the destructive impact of Nazism, whnich set
out systematicélly to disorganize the bases of the latter, but &lso the essential
indifference of the SPD to the their reconstruction after the libe-ation, leading

to the formal preak of the Godesberg Program in 1959. But this stsdonment

of the movement's cultural ambition, while brutally precipitated in the German
case by 1933-45, was already inscribed in the pre-1914 disjunctions between

" labour-movement and everyday culture, and while not inevitable, the 6iminishing
prospects of a genuinely slternative and obpositional working-class culture

were becoming.clearer during the Weimar Republic. The KPD kept ths latter alive, -
"as did the SPD's autonomous cultural movement with its ideas of “cultural soccislism”

(Kultursozialismus) and the "new being" (neue Mensch), elaborated via the

spectacular massed festivals of the later-1920s. But at the same time, the
movement was now bitterly split, with the more militant and inve~tive grass-roots
activity proceeding through the KPD, and the SPD and trade unions channelling
their efforts through training courses for functionaries and the convenfional
educational institutions of thé now;democratic state, while leéving any broader
ambitions to_é separate cultural apparatus'safély removed from "real” politics.
Still more seriously, the labour movement faced entirely nes competition
from the commercial mass-leisure sector, whose accessible technoisgies--"film,
radio, gramophone, photography, travel, traffic, bicyclé“;;praved ihmensely
sppealing to working-class youth. v The new apparatus of the "colture industry®,
from the razzmatazz of the cinema and the burgeoning mass entertaivant media
to the gronth of spectator sports, the star-system, and the mac-Ineries of
advertising and fashion, proved remarkably successful in servicin; the "private
economy of desire”, and arguably occupied precisely the human spz:e of the

everyday that the labour movement had neglected to fill. Moreove:, once the

jinstitutional infrastructure of the labour movement had been smash:d, this
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"private” recreational domain was also'the scene of the fascist stéte's most

- effective cultural effort.?7 The Inter-war Left in Europe was not devoid of
creative response, and the épti4fascist-cum-Popular Front campsigis of the
later-1930s provided the context in which the challenge of the new media began

to be addressed (an opportunity from which the German wofking-cla;s parties

ugré necessarily gxcluded).' But the traditional cultural labour movesent's
difficgltXes in coping with the new culfure of léisure is 8 common theme of

the essays in Friedhelm Boll's collection, not least because the skilled craftsman's
shop-based culture df'work--in a8 real sense the material correlste of the socialist
cultural activity away from work--was also coming under attack through the variegted
rationalization movement.?? Not only was the territory of everyday needs colonizgd
increasingly by a commercial leisure sector beyond the labour movement's political
control, the more limited domain of traditional socialist culture was also

being foreclosgd. As Langewiesche says:

The labour movement's old dream of quasi-natural cultural progress
'foundered on the reality of.the new society, because the expansion of
leisure did not translate into the opportunity for human self-realization.
The labour movement had alwéys seen its cultural organizations as a
prefigurement of society's future as a whole. The capitalist comercializ-
ation of leisure had not included this optimistic view of the future in

its plan?7 ‘ ‘

For'a mixture of historiographical and political reasons, therefore,

Alltagshistoriker are rethinking the labour movement's relationship to the

working class. The sense of coniemporary historical flux, an amzreness of
historic transition, in which the insufficiency of traditional left nostrums

and the restructuring of their economic and sociological assumptions zre widely
acknowledged--in short, the de-centering of a classical vision ef the progressive
agency of the working class--undoubtedly lies behind this social-~istory

revisionism. The flourishing of Alltagsgeschichte is in that sense a2 intellectual
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counterpart to the rise of the new socisl movements. It is no surbrise that

the fiercest response to the new thinking among historians has come from those

who are most heavily invested in the liberal-democratic evolution of the SPD
since 1945, which at snother level is precisely the slienation of the labour
movement 's formalized institutional discourse from the mundane perceptions and
experiences of ordinary workers in the production and reproduction of their
everyday lives that historians such as LGdtke; Briggemeier, and von Saldern
are seeking to explore. Such polemics will surely persist.’oo But the more

important test will be Alltagsgeschichte's ability to follow through on its

own assumptions. One priority will be the puéhing of the analysis forward;

" through the Nazi time to the foundation years of the Federal and Democratic

" - Republics and beyond, to the fractured moment of the 1950s and 1960s in which

the contemporary configuration of West German society and politics was actually
made. Another will be the bringing of gender properly into the.account. for

| neither the social-s;ience nor the Alltag approaches havé currently given it

the §onceptual centrélity it deserves, an omission which the exposition of
this essay also reflects. My own purpose has been more modest, namely,

to have éurveyed an expanding area of German historical work, to have specified

some of the operative preoccupations, and to have pulled out some of the more

interesting potentisls.
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© women's history. But in sheer volume Alltagsgeschichte has been hard to
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FOOTNOTES

A good case could slso be made for the emergence of a separately constituted

match. Moreover, in its motivétlng duestions West German women's history

has much in common with Alltagsgeschichte, even though much of the léttet's

actual production may not be very sensitive to specifically‘uomen's history
concerns. Finélly; some older debates (e.g. concerning the claims of social
history as against traditional forms of diplomatic and political history,

the question of continuity; or the singularity of Nazism) remain as lively
as ever, but withogt exactly generating new departures. For the latest
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ansatzes", in Konfad Jarausch (ed.), Quantifizierung in der Geschichtswisssxsdeft

~‘; ' (ﬁﬁaiﬂdorf, 1976), pp. 232-78. The latter replied in "Sozialer Protest,

Gewalt, Rebellion und die Kritik", Geschichte und Gesellschaft 3 (1977),

. ppa l"e-z‘o
20. Hausen, "Schwierigkeiten", p. 263.

21, Tilly, Tilly, end Tilly, Rebellious Century, p. 15.
22. The quoted phrase is Andrew Charlesworth's in Charlesworth (ed.), An Atlas

of Rural Protest in Britain 1548-1900 (London, 1983), p. 64.

23. Heinrich Volkmann, "“Kategorien des sozialen Protests im Vormarz®, - Geschichte

und Gesellschaft 3 (1977), pp. 164-89. 1In following this direztion, Volkmann

is consistent with the main lihes of social protest research des:endiﬁg from
the wbrks of Hobsawm, Rudé, Thompson, and Charles Tilly.
. 24. Arno Herzig, "Vom sozialen Protest zur Arbieterbewegung. Das Bzispiel des

markisch-westfalischen Industriegebietes (1780-1865)", in Volk-ann and Berg-: n

(eds.), Sozialer Protest, p. 280.

25. Ulrich Engelhardt, "vVon der 'Unruhe' zum 'Strike'. Hauptzielsstzungen und

-erscheinungsformen des sozialen Protests beim ﬁbergang’zur orozrisierten




/>

Aceﬁerkschaftsbewegung 1848/49-1869/70", ibid., pp. 251, 229f., 252.

26. Klaus Tenfelde and Heinrich Volkmann (eds.), Streik. 2Zur Geschichte des

Arbeitskampfes §n Deutschland widhrend der Industialisierung (Munich, 1981).

See salso Volkmann, "Modernisierung des Arbeitskampfes? Zum Formsandel von

Streik und Aussperrung in Deutschland.1864-1975', in Harfmut Kaelble et

8l., Probleme der Modernisierung in Deutschland (Opladen, 1978), pp. 110-70;
and Hartmut Kaelble and Volkmann, "Konjunktur und Streik wadhrend des Ubergangs

zum Organiéierten Kapitalismus in Deutschland", " in Dieter Langewiesche and

Klaus Schinhoven (eds.), Arbeiter in Deutschland. Studien zur Lebensweise

der Arbejterschaft im Zeitalter der Industrislisierung (Paderborn, 1981),

. pp. 267-95.

-

27. Klaus Tenfelde, "Konflikt und Organisation in einigen deutschen Bergbagebieten

1867-1872", Geschichte und Gesellschaft 3 (1977), pp. 212-35.

28. Andreas Griessinger, Das symbolische Kapital der Ehre. Streikbewegungen

und kollektives Bewusstsein deutscher Handwerksaesellen im 18. Jahrhundert

(Frankfurt, 1981).

29. Richard J. Evans, "'Red Wednesday' in Hamburg: Police, Social Democrats

and Lumpenproletariat in the Suff;age Disturbances of 17 January 1906",

Social History & (1979), pp. 1-31; Friedhelm Boll, Massenbewsgungen in

Niedersachsen 1906-1920. Eine sozialgeschichtliche Untersuchung zu den

unterschiedlichen Entwicklungstypen Braunschweig und Hannover (Bonn, 1981);

Dick Geary, "Protest and Strike: Recent Research on 'Collective Action'

in England, Germany, and France", in Tenfelde (ed.), Arbeiter und Arbeiter-

bewequng im Vergleich, pp. 364ff.

30. Ibid., p. 365f.

31, E.g. Hans-Gerhard Husung (on North Germany, 1815-47), Ralner wirtz (Baden,

1815-48), Heinrich Volkmann (Germany as a whole, 1830-32), Manfred Gailus

(Germany as a whole, 1847-49), Jurgen Bergmann (workers in 1848), all
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in Volkmann and Bergmann {(eds.), Sozialer Protest, pp. 21-35, 36-55,

56-75, 76-106, 283-303.
In addition to the essays by Volkmann and Gailus just mentioned, see
Hermann-Josef Rupieper, "Die Sozialstruktpr der Tragerschichten der Revolution

1848/49 am Beispiel Sachsen", in Kaelblé,et al., Probleme der Modernisierung,

pp. 80-109; Ruth Hoppe and Jurgen Kuczynski, "Eine Berufs- bzw. Klassen-

- und Schichtanalyse der Marzgefallenen 1848 in Berlin", Jahrbugh fur Wirtschafts-
'oeschichte (1964), pp. 200-75.
E.q. Bernhard Parisius (on Oldenburg agricultural labourers, 1800-48),
Dirk Blasius (the Konigsberg cholera riot of 1831), Josef Mooser (on the
religious context of rural protests in Minden-Ravensberg in the 1840s),
and Lothar Machtan and René Ott (the South German beer riots of 1873), in

Vlemann and Bergmann (eds.), Sozialer Protest, pp. 198-211, 212-27,

304-24, 128-66. See also Rainer Wirtz's pioneering essay, "Die Begriffsverirnug
der Bauern in Odenwald 1848. Odenwdlder ‘Excesse' und die Sinsheimer republilkanische

Schilderhebung”, in Detlev Puls (ed.), Nahrnehmugg;fdrmen ung Protestverhalten.

Studien zur Lage der Unterschichten im 18. und 19. Jahrhundert (Frankfurt,

1979), pp. 81-104; Dirk Blasius, Burgerliche Gesellschaft und Kriminalitit.

2ur Sozialgescﬁichte Preussens im Vormadrz (Gottingen, 1976); and the essays

in Heinz Reif (ed.), R&uber, Volk und Obrigkeit. Studien zur Geschichte

der Kriminalitat in Deutschland seit dem 18. Jahrhundert (Frankfurt, 1984). ~

7he essays by Husung and Wirtz are especially careful in this respect. Finally,

s number of the authors in the Volkmann/Bergmann volume have also published

full-length books: Husung, Protest und Repression im Vormarz. Norddeutschland

zwischen Restauration und Revolution (Gottingen, 1983); Wirtz, "Widersetzlicheiten

Excesse, Crawalle, Tumulte und Skandale". Soziale Bewequng und gewalthafter

sozialer Protest in Baden 1815-1848 (Frankfurt, 1981); Mooser, L#ndliche
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Klsssengesellschaft 1770-1848. Bauern und Unterschichten, Landwirtschaft un:

Cewerbe im ostlichen Westfalen (Gﬁitingen, 1984); Jirgen Bergmann, Wirtschs‘ts-

krise und Revolution. ‘Handwerker und Arbeiter 1848/49 (Stuttgart, 1986).

VOlkhann's pioneering Habilitetionsschrift, "Die Krise von 1830. Form,

Ursache und Funktion des sozialen Protests im deutschen Vormarz" (Free University

of Berlin; 1975), completed as social protest research in West Germany was

Just getting underway, remains unpublished. Access to the larger literature
and broader Central European context can now be had tﬁrough Helmut Reinalter

(ed.), Demokratische und soziale Protestbewequngen in Mitteleuropa 1815-1846 2

(Frankfurt, 1986). Among the extended references, the following are especielly

suggestive: Josef Mooser, "Rebellion und Loyalitdt 1789-1848. Sozialstrukt.-,

sozialer Protest und pdlltisches Verhalten léndlicher Unterschichten im &stlizen

Westfalen”, in Peter Steinbach (ed.), Probleme politischer Partizipation

im Modernisiergggsprozess'(Stuttgart, 1982), pp. 57-87; Rainer Wirtz,

"Zur Logik plebeischer und birgerlicher Aufstandsbeweghngen--oie gescheiterte

Revolution von 1848", Sozialwissenschaftliche Informationen fir Unterricht

und Studium (SOWI) 8 (1979), pﬁ..BB-SB. For the role of the state and the

social organization_df state power, see Alf Lﬁdtke's q1fficult but pathbreaking
"Gemeirmohl", Polizei und "Festungspraxis". Staatliche Gewaltsamkeit und

innere Verwaltung in Preussen 1815-1850 (Gottingen, 1980), abstracted in

"The Role of State Violence~1n the Period of Transition to Industrial Capitalism:

_the Example of Prussia from 1815 to 1848", Social History & (1979), pp. 17:-221.

‘By now, the "uprooting" thesis has been well and truly beaten into the'gr0un:

by Charles Tilly and his co-thinkers in the context of their anti-Durkheimiar

sociology. See Charles Tilly, As Socioloqy Meets History (New York, 1981),

and “Retrieving European Lives", in Olivier Zunz (ed.), Reliving the Past.

The Worlds of Social History (Chapel Hill, 1985), pp. 17-19. There is a

succinct discussion in David Crew, Jown in the Ruhr. A Social History of -
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Bochus 1860-1914 (New York, 1979), pp. 164-74. The same basi: asrgument

was already developed by Rudé end. Thompson.

As in so many ways, Hobsbawm established the lasting frameworkh for such

analysis. See "Economic Fluctuations and Some Social Movements” (orig. pub.

1952),  in Lebouring Men. Studies in the History of Labour (Loxdon, 1984),

pp. 126-57. There is an excellent summary in Geary, "Protest and Strike",
PP. 373ff. See also the essays by Friedhelm Boll, "“International Strike
Waves: A Critical Assessment”, and James E. Cronin, "Strikes and the»Struggle

for U~ion Organization: Britain and Europe"; in Mommsen and Husung (eds.),

Develcpment, pp. 78-99, 55-77.

Charles Tilly, "Britain Creafes the Social Movement", in Jamss E. Cronin

a&b Jonathan Schneer (eds.), Social Conflict and the Political Order in Modern
Bfitain-(New Brunswick, N.J., 1982), p. 35. |

Lothz:. Machtan and René Ott, "'Batzebier!’ Uberlégquen zur s>zialen Protest-
béwngng in den Jahren nach derAReibhsgrUndung am Béispiel der suddeutschen
Bierk-awalle vom frﬁhjahr 1873", 1in Volkmann and Betgmann (eds.), Sozialer
Prbtest, pp. 128-66. Protests were dfrecfed at landlords and brewers seeking
to rase the price of beer, and took the form of classic food/price actions.

See z.s0 Werner Blessing, "Konsumentenprotest und Arbeitskamp?. vom Bierkrawall

~zum Ezerboykott”, in Tenfelde and Volkmann (eds.), Streik, pp. 109-23,

focusing on the period 1844-50.

These comments are based on James S. Roberts, Drink, Tempers~ce, and the

working Class in Ninéteenth-tentuzy Germany (London, 1984).

Evans, "'Red Wednesday'"; Helmut Bleiber, "Die Moabiter Unr.nen 1910",

Zeite-hrift fir Geschichtswissenschaft 3 (1955), pp. 173-211.

Sympz:hetic work on popular criminality and deviance is usually focused on

"pre-industrial” settings before the labour movement proper ar:ives on the
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scené, ‘lmplying that such phenomena diminish in significance with industrisljz-

ation. E.g. Bernhard Parisius, "'Dass die liebe slte Vorzeit wo moglich

" oldenburgischen Landarbeltern.auf ihren sozialen Abstieg 1800-1848"; Dirk

Blasius, ”Sozialprptest'und Sozialkriminalitét in Deutschland. Eine Problemstudie |
éum Vormarz", 'and Josef Mooser, ”Religion.und sozialer Protest. Erweckungs-

bewegung und léndliche Unterschichten im Vormdrz am Beispiel Minden-Ravensberg”,

‘all in Volkmann and Bergmann (eds.), Soziéief Protest, pp. 198-211, 212-27,

304-24. Where such snalysis has been resumed, it has been mainly on the

Nazi time, when "normal" cultural and soéial life was interrupted, thereby

driving protest and cultural eipression into displaced forms of activity.

Alf Lidtke, "Protest--oder: Die Faszination des Spektakuldren. Zur Analyse

alltiglicher Widersetzlichkeit”, ibid., p. 339.

I originally made this argument in Geoff Eley, "Memories of Under-Development:

Social History in Germany", Social History 2 (1977), pp. 785-92. Discussions
of the 1960s breakthrough and’its-legacy are non legion. The most useful
are: Hans-Ulrich Wehler, "Historiography in Germany Today", in Jurgen Habermas .

(ed.), Observations of "The Spiritual Situation of the Age" (Cazbridge,

' Mass., 1984), pp. 221-59; Georg Iggers, Introduction to Iggers (ed.),

The Social History of Politics. Critical Perspectives in West German Historical

since 1945 (Leamington Spa, 1985), pp. 1-48; Roger Fletcher, Introduction

to Fritz Fischer, From Kaiserreich to Third Reich. Elements of Continuity

in German History (London, 1986), pp. 1-32.

Thompson, Making, p. 12; Tilly, "Retrieving European Lives".
Hans Medick, "The Proto-Industrial Family Econony: The Structural Function

of Household and Family during the Transition from Peasant Society to Industrial

Capitalism”, Social History 1 (1976), pp. 291-315; Peter Kriedte, Hans
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Medick, and Jurgen Schlumbohm, Industrislizstion Before Industrislization.

Rural Industry in the Genesis of Caepitalism (Cembridge, 1981; orig. German

ed., -1977). Among Medick's later essays are: "The Transition from Feudalism

- to Capitalism: Renewal of the Debate", in Raphael Samuel (ed.), People's

History and Socislist Theory (London, 1981), pp. 120-30; “Plebeian Culture

in the Transition to Capitalism", in Raphael Samuel and Gareth Stedman Jones

(eds.), Culture, Ideology and Politics. Essays for Eric Hobsbawm (London,

1983), pp. 84-113.

Lutz Niethammer and Franz-Josef Briggemeier, "Wie wohnten Arbeiter im

Kaiserreich?", Archiv fur Sozialgeschichte XvI (1976), pp. 61-134,

See SOwI 6 (1977), pp. 147-96: "Bedirfnisse, Erfahrung und Verhalten",
eép. Lidtke's guide to reading, "Fundstellen zur historischen Rekonstruktion
des ‘Alltagslebens'", pp. 188-9; Jiirgen Reulecke and Wolfhard Weber (eds.),

Fabrik--fFamilie--Feierabend. Beitrdge zur Sozialgeschichte des Alltags im

Industriezeitalter (Wuppertal, 1978). See also the cognate writings of Dieter

Groh: "Basisprozesse und Organisationsproblem", in Ulrich Engelhardt et

al. (eds.), Soziale Bewegung und politische Verfassung (Stuttgart, 1976),

pp. 415-31; "Die soziale Logik des Alltéglichen: Alltagsleben, Klassenbildung,

politischés Hahdeln“, Arbeitspapiere der Projektgruppe "Basisprozesse und

'Organisationsproblem". No. 20 (University of Konstanz; 1978); "Base-Processes

and the Problem of Organisation: Outline of a Social History Research Project”,

~ Social History 4 (1979), pp. 265-83. Pils (ed.), Wahrnehmungsformen und

Protestverhalten, is also relevant here. At this early stage, the main

centres of activity were the Universities of Essen and Konstanz, and the
Max Planck lnstitute of History in Gottingen.
Alf LUdtke, "“Zur Einleitung", SOWI 6 (1977), p. 147.

For Ernst Bloch, see esp. his The Principle of Hope, 3 vols. (Cambridge,
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Mass., 1986), and Erbschaft dieser Zeit (Zurich, 1935){ and for his place

in the German New Left, see the materisls assembled in Rudi Dutschke, Die

Revblte. Wurzeln und Sburen eines Aufbruchs (Reinbek bei Hamburg, 1983),

pp. 223-63. For Lefebvre, see Mark Poster, Existentisl Mérijsm in Poétwar

France. From Sartre to Althusser (Princeton, 1975), pp. 238-60, 386ff.

Everyday Life in the Modern World (New York, 1971) originated in & number
of texts going back to the 1930s, whose German editions was the twowdiune

Kritik des Alltagslebens (Munich, 1973-75). Much of the German anti-authoritarian

movement focused on Squalityvfrom an early stage, before being overtaken

by the emergence of the women's movement, and was distinctly pre-feminist

in the exuberance of its libertarianism and}slmplicity of its anti-bourgeois
sensibiljty.>v5ee Reimut Reiche, Sexualitét und Klassenkampf (Frankfurt,

1968; Eng: transl. London, 1970).

" See Edward P.vThompson, william Morris: Romantic to Revolutionary (London,

1977), p. 793. See also Barbara Tayldr, Eve and the New Jerusalem (London,
1983); Gareth.Stedmén Jones, "Utopian Socialism Rgconsidered", in Samuel

(ed.), People's History and Socialist Theory, pp. 138-45; Sheila Rowbotham,

Dreams and Dilemmas. Collected Writings (London, 1983), e.g. pp. 216-20.

Hans Medick, "'Missionaries in the Row Boat'? Ethnological Ways of Knowing

as a Challenge to Social Histéry". Comparative Studies in Society and History

| 29 (1987), pp. 76-98, pub. in an earlier version in Geschichte und Gesellschaft

10 (1984), pp. 295-319.

The flagship works of this grouping are the volures generated by the Round

Tables: Robert Berdahl et al., Klassen und Kultur. Sozialanthropologische

Perspektiven in der Geschichtsschreibung (Frankfurt, 1982); Hans Medick

and David Sabean (eds.), Interest and Emotion. Essays on the Study of Family

and Kinship (Cambridge, 1984). The following works have also emerged from
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the sa-= circle: william M. Reddy, The Rise of Market Culture: The Textile

Trade and French Society, 1750-1900 (Cambridge, 1984), and Money and Liberty

in Modern Europe: A Critique of Historical Understanding (Cambridge, 1967);

Gerald ™. Sider, Culture and Class in Anthropology and History: A Newfoundled

I11lustration (Cembridge, 1986); DaVid Warren sabeén, Power in the Blood:

Popular Culture and Village Discourse in Early Modern Germany (Cambridge,

1984).

Hans Medick and David Warren Sabean, "“Introduction", in Medick and Sabean

(eds.), Interest and Emotion, p. 1.

Medick, "'Missionaries'", p. 82f.

Iggers, "Introduction", p. 41.

Medick and Sabean, "Introduction", p. 2.A

The issues df Das Argument devoted to ihis discussion were: 30 (1964); 32

(1965); 33 (1965); 41 (1966); 47 (1968); 58 (1970). The best-known

contribution from an English-language point of vies, and the most influential

in the longer term for historians, was undoubtedly Tim Mason's "Der Primat

der Politik--Politik und wirtschaft imlNationalsozialismus", 41 (1966),

pp. 473-94, and the subsequent exchange with the GOR historiané, Eberhard
Czichon and Dietrich Eichholtz/Kurt Gossweiler in 47 (1968), pp. 167-227.
Mason's essay was_translated as "The Primacy'df Politics--Politics and Economics

in National Socialist Germany", in Stuart woolf (ed.), The Nature of Fascis~

(London, 1968), pp. 165-95.

For Lﬁdtké, . see the following: "Zur Kontinujtatsfrage", Das Argument 70
(1972), pp. 105-16; "Staatsstreich oder Krieg--Zum Deutschen Kaiserreich

von 1871", Neue Politische Literatur 18 (1973), pp. 309-58; "Faschismus-

Potentiale und faschistische Herrschaft oder Theorie-Defizite und antifaschist'sche

Strategie", Gesellschaft. Beitrdge zur Marxschen Theorie 6 (Frankfurt, 197%¢;,
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pb. 194-241; “Gemginwohlﬁlf Polizel und "Festungspraxis"; "Role of Stste

violence"; “The State and Socisl Domination in Eighteenth and Nineteenth-teﬁury

Prussia”, in Samuel (ed.), People's History and Socialist Theory, pp. 98-105;
"'Formferung der Massen' oder: Mitmachen und Hinnehmen? ‘'Alltagsgeschichte’

und Faschismusanalyse", in Gerstenberger and Schmidt (eds.), Normalitét

~ oder Normalisierung?, pp. 15-34; "Hinnehmen und ‘'Durchkommen': Arbeitererfarungen
vor und im deutschen Faschismus--oder: Historische Subjekte im alltagsgeschichtlice:
Perspektive"»,. in LUdtke (ed.), Alltagsgeschichte: Zur Rekonstruktion histor:sches _

~ Erfahrungen und Lebensweisen (Frankfurt, 1988), forthcoming. For Niethamme::

Angepasster Faschismus. Politische Praxis der N°0 (Frankfurt, 1969);

. Entnazifizierung in Bayern. S&uberung und Rehabilitierung unter amerikanischer

Besatzung (Frankfurt, 1972; repub. as bie Mitliduferfabrik, Berlin/Bonn,

1982); with Ulrich Borsdorf and Peter Brandt (eds.), Arbeiterinitiative 1945

(Wuppertal, 1976); with Briggemeier, "Wie uohnfen Arbeiter?", and
' "schlafginger, Schnapskasinos und schwerindustrielle Kolonie", in Reulecke

and Weber (eds.), Fabrik, Familie, Felerabend,. pp. 135-75 (now transl.

in Iggers [ed.), Social History of Politics, pp. 217-58); with Alexander

von Plato (eds.), Lebensgeschichte und Sozialstruktur im Ruhrgebiet 1930-196C,

3 vols. (2nd ed., Bonn, 1986); "Zum Wandel der Kontinuit&tsdiskussion”,

in Ludolf Herbst (ed.), Westdeutschland 1945-1955 (Munich, 1986), pp. 65-8;

n'Normalisierung' im Westen. Erinnerungsspuren in die 50er Jahre", in Dan

~ Diner (ed.), Ist der Nationalsozialismus Geschichte? 2u Historisierung und

Historikerstreit (Frankfurt, 1987), pp. 153-8¢.

In this sense, Lidtke's essay, "Faschismus-Potentiale und faschistische
Herrschaft", becomes simultaneously a concluding expression of the earlier
debate and a bridge to current aétivity. Among the latter, the work of Detlev

Peukert and Ulrich Herbert deserves particular rention: Peukert, Die
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Edelweisspiraten. Protestbewegungen jugendlicher Arbeiter im Dritten Reich.

Eine Dokumentation (Cologne, 1980); Peukert, Inside Nazi Germany. Conformity

and Opposition in Everyday Life (London, 1987; orig. German, Cologne,

1982); Peukert and Jirgen Reulecke (eds.), Die Reihen fasttgeschlossen.'

Beitr@gg'zur Geschichte des Alltags unterm Nationalsozislismus (wWuppertal,

1981); Herbert, Fremdarbeiter. Politik und Praxis des "Ausldnder-Einsatzes”

in der Kriegwirtschaft des Dritten Reiches (Bonn, 1985); Herbert, "Zur

Entwicklung der Ruhrarbeiterschaft 1930 bis 1960 sus erfahrungsgeschichtlicher

Perspektive", in Niethammer and von Plato (eds.), Lebensgeschichte und

Sozialkultur, Vol. 3: "wWir kriegen jetzt andere Zeiten". Auf der Suche

nach der Erfahrung deé Volkes in nachfaschistischen Léndern, pp. 19-52;
Peukert, "Alltag und Barberei. Zur Normalitét des Dritten Reiches", and

Herbert, “Arbeit und Vernichtung. Okonomische Interesse und Primat der

'Ngltanschauung' im Nationalsozialismus“, in Diner (ed.), Ist der Natiomlsvialign
Geschichte?, pp. 51-61,' and 198-236; Péukert, "Youth in the Third Reich",

and Herbert, "Good Times, Bad Times: Memories of the Third Reich", in

Richard Bessel (ed.), Life in the Third Reich (Oxford, 1987), pp. 25-40,

see, for instance, the debate between Peukert and Ludtke: Peukert,

»arbeiteralltag--Mode oder Methode?", in Heiko Haumann (ed.), Arbeiteralltsg

in Stadt und Land (Berlin, 1982), pp. 8-39; Lidtke, "'Kolonisierung der

Lebenswelt'--oder: Geschichte als Einbahnstrasse?", Das Arqument 140 (1983),

pp. 536-41; Peukert, "Glanz und Elend der ‘Bartwichserei'. tEine Replik
auf Alf Ludtke", 1ibid., pp. 542-9. Tﬁe programmatic statements for. and
against are now legion, and these references make no pretense at a complete

bib]iogréphy. Among the most salient of recent contrributions are: Lutz

Niethamwer, “Anmerkungen zur Alltagsgeschichte", in Klaus Bergmann and Rolf
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| Jones (eds.), Culture, Ideology end Politics, pp. 84-113; Lictke (ed.),

. in Niethammer and von Plato (eds.), "wir kriegen jétzt andere Zeiten", pp.
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Schorken (eds.), Geschichte im Alltag--Allteg in der Geschichte (DUsseldorf,

1982), .pp.-11-29; Medick “'Missionaries'"; Alf Lidtke, "The Kistoriography

of Everyday Life: The Personal and the Political”, in Samuel & Stedman.

Alltagsgeschichte (with essays by Lidtke, Peter Schﬁitler. Dorothea Wierling,

Wolfgang Kaschuba, Harald Dehne, and.Niethammer); Niethammer, "Fragen--

Antworten--Fragen. Methodische Erfahfungen und Erwdgungen zur 0:al History"”,

392-445. Wolgang Kaschuba, "Volkskultur--Themen, Publikationen, Perspektiven.

Ein Forsch&ngsﬁberblick aus volkSkundllcher-Sicht", Archiv fur Sozialgeschichte

Xxvl (1986), pp. 361-98. For the main attacks, each of which now subsumes a

number of earlier critiques, see Hans-Ulrich Wehler, '"Kﬁnigsweg zZu neuen
Ufern oder Irrgarten dei illusionen? Die westdeutsche Alltagsgeschichte:
Geséhichte 'von innen' und 'von'unten'; in Fran;_Brﬁggemeier and Jurgen Kocka

(eds.), "Geschichte Von unten--GCeschichte von innen". Kontroversen um die

Alltagsgeschichte (Hagen, 1985), pp.'17fa7; JUrgén Kocka, Sczialgeschichte.

Begriff, Entwicklung, Probleme (2nd ed., Gottingen, 1986), pp. 132-76,

and "Sozialgeschichte zwischen Strukturgeschichte und Erfahrungsjeschichte",

in Wolfgang Schieder and VOiker Sellin (eds.), Sozialgeschichte in Deutschland.

* Entwicklungen und Perspektiven im internationalen Zusammenhang, vol. I:

Die Sozialgeschichte innerhalb der Geschichtswissenschaft (Gottingen, 1986),

pp. 67-85. See also Klaus Tenfelde; "Schwierigkeiten mit dem-llltag",

- Geschichte und Gesellschaft 10 (1984), pp. 376-94; Eve Rosenh:z‘t, "History,

Anthropology, and the Study of Everyday Life", Comparative StuZies in Society

and History 29 (1987), pp. 99-105.
For the relationship to Volkskunde, see Kaschuba, "Volkskultu:®, and the

same author's "Volkskultur und Arbeiterkultur als symbolische O:3aungen.

volkskundliche Anmerkungen zur Debatte um Alltags- und Kulturgeszhichte",
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in Lidtke (ed.), Alltagsgeschichte; Martin Scharfe, "Towards & Cultural

History: Notes on Contemporary Volkskunde (folklore) in Germs--speaking

countries", Socisl History &4 (1979), pp. 333-£3; Helmut Fielhauver and

Olef Bockhorn (eds.), Die andere Kultur. Volkskunde, Sozislsissenschaften

und Arbeiterkultur. Ein Tagungsbericht (vienna, 1982). For & critical but

sympathetic labour-history view, see Michael Schneider, "In Search of @
‘New' Historical Subject: The End of Working-Class Culture, the Labour Movemnt,

and the Proletariat”, International Labor and Working-Class History 32 (1987),

pp. 46-58. For the History Nprkshop mévement, see Peter Scho:tler, "Die
Geschichtswerkstatt e. V.: Zu einem Versuch, basisdemokratiszne Geschichts- .

initiativen und -forschungen zu 'vernetzen'", "Geschichte und Gesellschaft

10 (1984), pp. 421-4; Alfred Georg Frei, "Alltag--Region--Ptliiik:

Ahmerkungen zur ‘néuen Geschichtsbewegung'", Geschichtsdidaktix 9 (1984),

pp. 107-20; Anthony McElligott, “The German History Workshop Festival in

~ Berlin, May-June 1984", German History 2 (198%), pp. 21-9; and the various

issues of the newsletter/jburnal,' Geschichtswerkstatt (1983--:, inqluding

Geschichtswerkstatt Berlin (ed.), Die Nation sls Ausstellungsstick, which

doubled as no. 11.

In the early Alltagsgeschichte initiatives, 1waﬁen were notable mainly by

their absence--e.g. none of the contributors to SOWI € (1977) c: Berdahl et

al., Klassen und Kultur; two out the sixteen to Reulecke anc weber (eds.),

. Fabrik, Familie, Feierabend; one out of twenty-two in Peuker: and Reulecke

(eds.), Die Reihen fast geschlossen; two out of fifteen in &-cther early

collection, Gerhard Huck (ed.), Sozialgeschichte der Freizei:. Untersuchungen

zum Wande) der Alltagskultur in Deutschland (Wuppertal, 1980). Women's history

themes have also been introduced to a great extent from the ouiside by an
independently developing women's history. See frauengruppe Fe::hismusforschung,

Mutterkreuz und Arbeitsbuch. Zur Geschichte der Frauen in der seimarer Republik
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und im Nationalsozislismus (Frankfurt, 1981); Karin Héuseh (ed.), Frauen

suchen fhre Geschichte. Historische Studien zum 19. und 20, Jahrhundert

(Munich, 1983); and in English, Renate Bridenthal, Atina Grossmann, and

Marion Kaplan (eds.), When Bioiqu,@gcame-oestiny. Women in Weimar and Nazi

_Germany (New York, 1984). Of course, this had as much to do with the

discriminatory structures of the profession as with any fnsensitivities of

the Alltagshistoriker themselves, and while the numbers of women remain

low (e.g. five out of seventeen contributors in cerstenbergér and Schmidt

[eds.]), Normalitét oder Normalisierung?), gender has become much more central

to current discussion. See Dorothea wietling; "Alltagsgeschichte und Geschichte
der céschlechterbeziehungen--ﬁber historische und historiographische Vertéltnisse",

in Lidtke (ed.), Alltggggééchichte; and the general contents of Niethammer

and von Plato (eds.), Lebensgeschichte und Sozialkultur, 3 vols.

E.g..compare‘the tone of Kocka, Sdzig;geschichte, with that of his early

pronouncements on thé subject, such as "Klassen oder Kultur? Durchbriche

und Sackgassen in der'Alltégsgeschichte", Merkur 36'(1982), PP. 955-65,

and "Historisch-anthfopologische Fragestellungen--ein Defizit der Historischen
Sozialwissenschaft? Thesen zur Diskussion"; in Hans Sissmuth (ed.), Historische

Anthropologie: Der Mensch in der Geschichte (Gottingen, 1984), pp. 73-83.

Rpart from the works cited in footnotes 58 and 60, see the following essays

by LUdtke: "Zum Problem des kulturellen Wandels im 19. Jahrhundert”, Archiv
fir Sozialgeschichte XIV (1974), pp. 623-30; "Alltagswirklichkeit, Lebebsweise

" und Bedirfnisartikulation”, in Gesellschaft. Beitrége zur Marxschen Theorie 11

(Framkfurt, 1978), pp. 311-50; "Erfahrung von Industriearbeitern--Thesen
2u einer vernachlédssigten Dimension der Abeitergeschichte", in werner Conze

and Ulrich Engelhardt (eds.), Arbeiter im Industrialisierungsprozess (Stuttgart,

1979), PP. 49:-512; “Arbeitsbeginn, Arbeitspausen, Arbeitsende. Skizzen
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zu Bedurfnisbefriedigung und Industriearbeit im 19. und frihen 20. Jshrhundert™,

in Huck (ed.), Sozialgeschichte der Freizeit, pp. §5-122; “"Genesis und

Durchsetzung des 'modernen Staates'. Zur Analyse von Herrschaft und Vermaltung",

Archiv fir Sozialgeschichte XX (1980), - pp. 470-91; "Geschichtswissenschaft

und Offentlichkeit. Zu den Wirkungen und Barrieren eines Wissenschaftsbetriebes

in der_Bundesrepublik", in Mentalitdten und Lebensverhdltnisse. Beiggjele :

aus der Sozialgeschichte der Neuzeit (Gottingen, 1982), pp. 416-38; "Gewalt

im Alltag: Herrschaft, Leiden, 'Korpersprache'? Formen direkter und ‘sanfter’

‘Gewalt in der burgerlichen Gesellschaft", ‘in Jorg Calliess (ed.), Gewalt in

der Geschichte. Beitridge zur Gewaltaufkldrung im Dienste des Friedens (Disseldorf,

1983), pp. 271-95; "Organizational Order or Eigensinn? Workers' Privacy
and Workers' Politics in Imperial Germany", in Sean Wilentz (ed.), Rites

of Power: Symbolism, Ritual, and Polifics since the Middle Ages (Philadelphia,

1985), pp. 303-33; "Protest--oder: Die Faszination des Spektakularen.
Zur Analyse alltdglicher Widesetzlichkeit", in VOIkmann and Bergmann (eds.),

Sozialer Protest, pp. 325-41; "'Deutsche Qualitatsarbeit', ‘'Spielereien’

am Arbeitsplatz und ‘Fliehen' aus der Fabrik: Industrielle Arbeitsprozesse
und Arbeiterverhalten in den 1920er Jahren--Aspekte eines of fenen Forschungsfeldes",

inBoll (ed.), Arbeiterkulturen zwischen Alltag und Politik, pp. 155-97;

wi'Fghrt ins Dunkle?' Erfahrung des Fremden und historische Rekonstruktion”,

in U. A. J. Becher and Klaus Bergﬁann (eds.), Geschichte--Nutéen odér Nachteil

fur das Leben? (Disseldorf, 1986), bp. 69-78; "Betriebe als Kanpffeld:

Kontrolle, Notwendigkeits-Kooperation und 'Eigensinn’. Beispiele aus dem

Maschinenbau, 1890-1940", in R. Seltz, U. Mill, and E. Hildebrandt (eds.),

Organisation als soziales System. Kontrolle und Kommunikationstechnologie

in Arbeitsorganisation (Berlin, 1986), pp. 103-39; "Zu den Chancen einer

'visuellen Geschichte' . Industriearbeit in historischen Fotografien”, Journal
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fir Geschichte, 3/1986, pp. 25-31; "Arbeitérpolitlk versus Politik der

Arbeiter. Zu Unternehmensstrategien und Arbeiterverhalten in deutschén

Grosébetriebeh zwischen 1890 und 1914/20", in Jirgen Kocka (ed.), Arbeiter

und B@Lger im 19. Jahrhundert. Varienten fhres vVerhdltnisses im européischen
vergleich (Munich, 1986), pp. 202-12; "Cash, Coffee Breaks, Horseplay:
Eigensinn and Politics among Factory Workers in Germany circa 1906", in

Michael Hanagan and Charles Stephenson (eds.), Confrontation, Class m'aﬁiousnsss.

and the Labour Process (New York, 1986), pp. 65-95; "Hunger in der Grossen
Depression. Hungererfahrungen und Hungerpolitik am Ende der Heimarer_Republik'.

Archiv_fir Sozislgeschichte Xxv1I (1987), pp. 145-76.

Lﬁdtke, "'Alltagsgeschichte': Verfihrung oder Chance? Zur Erforschung der
Praxis historischer Subjekte", unpublished papér. p. 1.

Ibid., pb. 0, 2. | |

Lidtke, "Zur Einleftung”, SOWI 6 (1977}," p. 147,

On the othef hand, Lidtke rightly boints out that "taking the subject seriously”
does not 1nev1tably mean uncritipal jdentification with ;eople in the past,

as some critics polemically claim. In fact, getting inside the skin of

Nazis is just as important as imaginatively recreating the outlook of an
anti-Nazi worker. See "'Alltagsgeschichte'", p. 14, '

See "Organizational Order or Eigensinn?”, p. 305: “...the creative regprqriztion
of the conditions of daily life implied a striving for time and space of one's
own". Ludtke contrasts "horsepiay".and other forms of enjoyable timewasting

at work (from walking around to gossiping and daydreaming), all of which

were forms of self-affirmation at the bosses’ expense, with the entitled
breaks, which were used practically and soberly for recharging one's energies.
Physical horseplay--ritualized practical jokes or initiation acts--was especizlly

important, as it carved a niche of worktime and shopfloor space for workers’

A
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self-zirected activity. Such demonstrative expression of "being-by-oneself
and w2th one's workmates" allowed an 1ndependen£ shopfloor culture to form,

8 CUi:ure with unpleasant--masculinist, hierarchicsl, agist--features as
well z< democratic and egalifarian ones. Ibid,, pp. 311ff. For the classic

analyzis of this kind: Paul Willis, Learning to Labour: How Working-Class

Kids Set Working-Class Jobs (2nd. ed., New York, 1981).

"Orgzmizational Order or Eigensinn?", p. 322.
"Betr:ebe als Kampffeld", p. 132. Lidtke uses the example of Social Democratic

skill=d workers at Krupp, who survived the Nazi time by withdrasxing into
precisely sbch an informal culture of work, which at one lével incorporated
some sense of pride in and on the job. At the same time, such skilled workers
were drawn inexorably into the Nazi system during tne war with the mass influx
of fcrced foreign workers, whom they necessarily faced in supervisory and
semi-managerial roles, and in whose exploitation they structurally shared.

In tris sense, Eigensinn ensured survival and conplicity.

-Medicé, vi'Missionaries'", p. 98.

See F=ter L. Berger and Thomas Luckman, The Social Conétruction of Reality

‘ (Harmondsworth, 1971); Alfred Schutz, The Phénomenolqg;,of the Social World

(Eva~ston, 1ll., 1967); Harold Garfinkel, Studies in Ethnomsthodology

(Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1967); Jack D. Douglas (ed.), Understanding

Everyday Life: Toward a Reconstruction of Sociological Knowledse (Chicago,

1970. . For German references: Arbeitsgruppe Bielefelder Soziologen (ed.),

Alltzoswissen, Interaktion und gesellschaftliche Wirklichkelit, 2 vols.

(Rei~oek bei Hamburg, 1973); "Alltag", Kursbuch 41 (1975); Thomas Leithduser,

Formz-. des Alltagsbewusstseins (Frankfurt, 1976); E. weingarten, F. Sack,

and .. Schenkein (eds.), Ethnomethodologie. Beitrdge zu einer Sozioloaie

des £:1tagshandelns (Frankfurt, 1976); K. Hammerich and M. Klein (eds.),
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Materialfen zur Soziologie des Alltags (Oplsden, 1978); Negt and Kluge,

Of fent)ichkeit und Erféhrqu. See also Agnes Heller, Everyday Life (London,

1984), and the brilliant discussions in Patrick Wright, On Living in an

0ld Country. The National Past in Contemporary Britain (London, 1985),

esp. pp. 1-32. For the larger theoretical frame, see Stuart Hall, "The |
Hinterland of Science: Ideology and the 'Sociology of Knowledge'", lh

Centre for Contemporary Cultural Studies (ed.), On Ideologx (London, 1978),
Pp. 94}2 (esp. 19-21), and "Cultural Studies and.thé Centre: Some Problematics

and Problems", in Stuart Hall, Dorothy Hobson, Andrew Low, &1d Paul Willis

(eds.), Culture, Media, Language (London, 1980), pp. 15-47 (esp. 22-24).

See Willis, Learning to Labour; Hall, "Cultural Studies and the Centre".

‘Lefebvre, Everyday Life, pp. 61, 182, As suggested above, much of the

_theoretical Inspiration was mediafed'via Negt and Kluge's Offentlichkeit und

'Erfahrung. See also their more recent intervention: Oskar Negt and Rlexander

Kluge, Geschichte und Eigensinn (Frankfurt, 1980).

- See the following essays in Tenfelde (ed.), Arbeiter und Arbeiterbewegung

im Vergleich: Klaus Tenfelde, "Sozialgeschichte und vergleicheade Geschichte

der Arbeiter", pp. 13-62; David F. Crew, "“Class and Community. Local
Research on Working-Class History in Four Countries", pp. 279-236; Vernon
Lidtke, "Recent Literature on Workers' Culture in Germany and England”,

pp. 337-62 (esp. 340-4). See also Jirgen Kuczynski, Geschichte des Alltags

des deutschen Volkes, 4 vols. (Cologne, 1981-2). More genera.ly, Tenfelde's

~ volume is a magnificant critical compilation, which is necessazily somewhat

uneven in its general European coverage.
See the citations in footnote 60 above.

Ludtke, “Protest--oder: Die Faszination des Spektakulﬁren".

The literature on British'miners is non enormous. For an introcuction,
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see Raphael Samuel (ed.), Miners, Quarrymen snd Saltworkers (London, 1977);

.Samdel, Barbara Bloomfield, and Guy Boanas (eds.), The Enemy Within, Pit

villages and the Miners' Strike of 1984-5 (Londbn, 1986); and for fine

regional study, Hywel Francis and David Smith; -The Fed. A History of the

‘South Wales Miners in the Twentieth Century (London, 1980).

Crew, Jown in the Ruhr; Erhard Lucas, Zwel Formen von'Radikalismus in

der.deutschen Arbeiterbewequng (Frankfurt, 1976), end Marzrevelution 1920,

3 vols. (Frankfurt, 1973, 1974, 1978); Klaus Tenfelde, Sozialgeschichte

der Beggarbeiterschaft; Hickey, Workérs in Imperial Germégx; Bruggemeier,

Leben vor Ort; 'Tenfelde and Trischler (eds.), Bis vor die Stufen. The
fullness of current research may be apprdéched yia Mommsen and qusdorf (eds.),

Gliick auf Kameraden!; and Niethammer and von Plato (eds.), LeSensgeschichte

und Sozialkultur.

Aside from the various works already cited, Tenfelde is the author of a

major community study, Proletarische Provinz. Radikalisierung und Widerstand

in Penzberg/Oberbayern 1900 bis 1945 (Munich, 1981), and many important

essays. Sée in particular: "Bergarbeiterkultur in Deutschland. Ein Uberblick",

Geschichte und Gesellschaft 5 (1979), pp. 12-53; "The Herne Riots of 1899",

in Iggers (ed.), Social History of Politics, pp. 282-312. Trischler is

the author of a dissertation on colliery overmen: Helmuth Trischler, "Technische

Angestellte im deutschen Bergbau. Sozialgeschichte der Steiger 1815-1945",

,'University of Munich, PhD, 1986.

See esp. Tenfelde and Trischler (eds.), B8is vor die Stufen, p;. 27-31.

The phrase "transition to modernity" is taken fro- note 90 on p. 43, where
the phrase "habitus of appeal" is also used, thsreby formally iﬁvoking Pierre

Bourdieu, whose Outline of a Theory of Practice’(Cambridge, 1377) has become

an essential text for the Alltagshistoriker.
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~ Briiggemefer, Leben vog Ort, pp. 52-74, 142-61; Briggemeier and Niethammer,
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Hickey, workers. . pp. 165-8.
ibid., pp. 24, 35.

Franz-Josef Briggemeier, "Ruhr Miners and their Historfans", in Samuel (ed.),

People's History and Socislist Theory, b; 329.
Hickey, Workers, p. 292.
Crew, Town in the Ruhr, esp. pp. 186-94.

"Schlafginger®, pp. 158-65.

Anglo-American work is still surprisingly dominatedreither by wnion-centred
studies or by éocial-control perspectives.centred‘on campaigns to organize
and dominate the public recreatiohal sphere, up to the mass commercialization
of leisure in the twentieth century. In this sense, Hickey is much closer
to thé Anglo-American mainstream--not surprisingly, as he'deliberately,set
out in the early-1970s to.ihtroduce then-unfamiliar British social history
approaches into the German dfscussion. A stronger body of work similar to

Briggemeier's can be found in women's history: compare, e.g., Judith L. .

Newton, Mary P. Ryan, and Judith R. Walkowitz (eds.), Sex and Class in Women's

History (London, 1983). Forhan excellent example from within the established

union-centred paradigm,‘,see Royden Harrison (ed.), Independent Collier.

" The Coal Miner as Archetypal Proletarian Reconsidered (London, 1978); and

for really radical reconsidérations of the "archetypal proletarian", Beatrix

~ Campbell, "Baths and Bosses: the Miners", in wigan Pier Revisited. Poverty

and Politics in the Eighties (London, 1984), pp.97-115. For the shifting

 of perspectives via recent poiitical experiences, see Samuel, Bloomfield,

and Boanas (eds.), Enemy Within; and esp. Vicky Seddon (ed.), The Cutting

Edge: Women and the Pit Strike (London, 1986), esp. Beatrix Campbell,

"Proletarian Patriarchs and the Real Radicals", pp. 249-82.
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von Saldern, Auf dem Wege. See also the same suthor's essays: "Wilhelminischs

Gesellschaft und Arbeiterklasse: Emanzipations- und Integrationsprozesse

im kulturellen und sozialen Bereich", Internationale wissenschaftliche Karresondsw

zur Ceschichte der deutschen Arbeiterbewequng (IWK) 13 (1977), pp. 469-505;

"Die Gemeinde in Theorie und Praxis der deutschen Arbeiterorganisationen
1863-1920. Ein Uberblick", IWK 12 (1976), pp. 295-352; "Sozialdemokratische
Kommunalpolitik in wilhelminischer Zeit. Die Bedeutung der Kbmmunalpolltik '
fir die Durchsetzung des Reformismus in der SPD", in Karl-Heinz Nassmacher

'(ed.), Kommunalpolitik und Sozieldemokratie. Der Beitrag des demokratischen

Soiialismus zur_kommunalen Selbstverwaltung (Bonn, 1977), pp. 18-62;

"Arbeiterkultur in sozialdemokratischer Provinz (1890-1914)", in Peter E.

Stiidemann and Martin Rector (eds.), Arbeiterbewequng und kulturelle Identitat
(Frankfurt, 1983), pp. 10-34; “Arbeiterradikalismus--Arbeiterreformismus.
Zum politischen Prof11 der sozialdemokratischen Parteibasis im Deutschen
Kaiserreich. Methodi§ch-inhaltliche Bemerkungen zu Vergléichsstﬁdien",

1yk 20 (1984), pp. 483-98; "Arbeiterkulturbewegung in Deutschland in der

Zwischenkriegszeit", in Boll (ed.), Arbeiterkulturen, pp. 29-70. Von

Saldern's first book was a study of social and political change in Gottingen:

vom Einwohner zum Birger. Emanzipation der stiddtischen Unterschicht 1890-192C

(Berlin, 1973). She is currently working on the relationship between housin:
policies and working-class.culture between the 1920s and 1960s: "Sozialdsmiazie
und komunale Wohnungsbaupolitik in den 20er Jahren--ar Beispiel von Hamburg

und Wien", Archiv fiir Sozialgeschichte Xxv (1985), pp. 183-237; "wWorkers'

Movement and Cultural Patterns in Urban Housing Estates and Rural Settlements

in the 1920s", unpub]ished'paper, 1986.

von Saldern provides a valuable appendix of 54 potted local SPD biographies

(pp. 290-300). The term Provinz has an important place in much Alltagsgeschiz-te
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and Green-oriented politics, implying the return’tb a certain kind of .

grassroots ectivity and the simultaneous validétion of rural and small-town

concerns and aspirations historically neglected-(and'frequently dembnized)

by the more orthodox (and metropolitan) Left as "provincialism". Given the

hisforic associations of the latter, and the fascist proclivities ascribed
~to the provincial mentality by the Left, this has been a key departure.

See Dieter Bellmann, Wolfgang Hein, Werner Trapp, and Gert 2ang, "'Provinz
- als politisches Problem", Kursbuch 39 (1975), pp. 81-127; and for the

major historiographicél achievemént of the perspective, see Gert Zang (ed.),

Prdvinzialisierung einer Region. Regionale Unterentwicklung und liberale

Politik in der Stadt und im Kreis Konstanz im 19. Jahrhundert. Untersuchungen

‘zur_Entstehung der biirgerlichen Cesellschaft in der Provinz (Frankfurt, 1978).

For a more recent statement: Zang, Die unaufhaltsame Anndherung an das Einzelne:

Reflexionen iiber den theoretischen und praktischen Nutzen der Regional- und

Alltagsgeschichte (Konstanz, 1985).

92. This contrast between the Imperial and Weimar situations is made strongly
in von Saldern's contribution to tﬁe Boll volﬁme, "Afbeiterkulturbewegung",
p. 34f. . ‘

93.  The literature relevant to this point is now vast. See the citations in
footnote § above. Otherwise, I have discussed the issues further in Geoff
€Eley, "“Edward Thompson, Social History; and Political Culture: The Making
of a wWorking-Class Public, 1780-1850", in Harvey J. Kaye and Keith McCIelland

(eds.), E. P. Thompson: Critical Debates (Cambridge, 1989), forthcoming.

O~ the theoretical front, see Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe, Hegemony

ad Socialist Strateqy: Towards a Radical Democratic Politics (London,

1985); Barry Hindess, Politics and Class Analysis (Oxford, 1987). Ffor

some of the connections between history and politics, and across national
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historjographies, see Jane Caplan, “Myths, Models and Missing Revolutions:

Comments on 8 Debate in German History", Radical History Review 34 (1986),

pp.87-93.

for‘al] its importance, thg "iingulstic turn" of socisl history, which
has become so important in the English-speaking world, is ultimately evasive
on this issue. See Gareth Stedman Jones' widely discussed Languages of Class.

Studies in Enqlish Working-Class History 1832-1982 (Cambridge, 1983); end

Joan W. Scott, "On Language, Gender, and Working-Class History", Internati:nal

Labor and Working-Class History 31 (1987), pp. 1-13, which radicalizes

the evasion. The best response to Stedman Jones has been Robert Gray, "The

Deconstruction of the English Working Class", Social History 11 (1986),
pps 363-73. For an excellent study argUing for the abandonment of cultural
an&lysls in favour of a locélly specified framework of working-class interests

and working-class politics: Michael Savage, The Dynamics of Working-Class

Politics. The Labour Movement in Preston, 1880-1940 (Cambridge, 1987).

See Eric J. Hobsbawm et al., The Forward March of Labour Halted? (London,

1981); and for the German equivalent, Rolf Ebbighausen and Friedrich Tieman-

| (eds.), Das Ende der Arbeiterbewegung in Deutschland? Ein Diskussionsband

fir Theo Pirker (Opladen, 1984). For the fuller German context, see Schneio:r,

"In Search of & 'New' Historical Subject”.

von Saldern, “Arbeiterkulturbewegung", p. 59.

E.g. Victoria de Grazia, The Culture of Consent: Mass Organization of Leisit:

in Fascist Italy (Cambridge, 1981); Luisa Passerini, Fascis~ in Popular

Memory: The Cultural Experience of the Turin Working Class (Ca=bridge, 1987::

Tracy H. Koon, Believe, Obey, Fight. Political Socialization of Youth in

Fascist Jtaly, 1922-1943 (Chapel Hill, 1985); Tim Mason, “The Workers'

Opposition in Nazi Germany", History Workshop Journal 11 (1981), pp. 120-37;
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Tim Mason, "Die Bandigung der Arbeiterklasse im nationalsozisiistischen
Deutschland. Eine Einleitung", ~8nd Hasso Spode, "Arbeiterurlzs im Dritten
Reich”, in Carola Sachse, Tilla Siegel, Hasso'Spode. and W:ifgang Spohn, 1

Angst, Belohnung, Zucht ‘'und Ordnung: Herrschaftsmechanismen im Naticalsozialismus

(Opleden, 1982), pp. 1153, and 275-326. |
See Boll's own Introduction, "Vefgleichende Aspekte europdischsr Arbeiteriultre”, |

inBoll (ed.), Arbeiterkulturen. The essays by Stefano Musso, "Skilled

Metal Kﬁrkers and Fascist.uhions in Turin in the 1930s"(pp. 133-42), Noélle
Gérome, "Das Sankt-Eligios-Fest in den Schmieden der Renault-Ectriebe von
Billancourt. Industrielle Kultur und Kléssenkémpfe" (pp. 143-5%), and Lidtke,
"'Deutsche Qualitétsarbeit'", deal directly with the culture ¢ work and

its erosion. Madeleine Rébérioux, "Arbeiterbewusstsein und Ardeiterkultur

in Frankreich zwischen deﬁ beiden Weltkriegen™ (pp. 17-28), ma<es the point

fhat the culture of work per se was more important to the working class in
france before 1914, as a centrally organized socialist sub-cuiture did not
exist. For the same reason, Danielle Tartakowsky suggests, t-e Commuﬁist
Party was much quicker to respond to the challenge of the mass entertainment
media (such as film) in France than in Germany: see "Von der A-lehnung donire.er
Kultur zu ihrer prodpktiveﬁ Verﬁnderung.' Die Entwicklung der K.lturpolitik

der KPF in der Zwischenkriegszeit? (pp. 123-32). The most extreme way in

which the culture of work was undermined wés,. of course, the rass unemployment
of 1929-33: for a brilliant treatment of its effects on the pz:sible forms

of working-class culture in Berlin, see Eve Rosenhaft, "The tremployed

in the Neighbourhood: Social Dislocation and Political Mobilizztion in Germany

1929-33", in Richard J. Evans and Dick Geary (eds.), The Ger-:1 Unemployed.

ExperienceSEand Consequences of Mass Unemployment from the Weirzr Republic

to the Third Reich (London, 1987), pp. 194-227. For some ge~zral reflections
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on the shifting historiography and problematic of working-class culture,
~ see Leon Fink, "Looking Backmard: Reflections on Workers' Culture and the

Conceptual Dilemmas of the New Labor History", unpublished paper.

Dieter Langewiesche, 2Zur Freizeit des Arbeiters. Bildungsbestrebungen und

Freizeitgestaltung dsterreichischer Arbeiter im Kaiserreich und in der ersten

Republ §k (Stuttgart, 1979), p. 300.
100. See the works cited in footnote 60 above.'
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