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Abstract

Against the Tideinvestigates systematically for the first time horgsistances to
methodologies advanced by historians belonginghtoAnnalesSchool, one of the most
influential twentieth-century schools of historicabught, came to exist in England, France,
Germany, Italy and the United States between 19@D1®870. It defines ‘methodology’ in
broad terms as the practice of history and posesias of questions about resistances: who or
what created them? What constituted them? Did tetre on a particular methodology,
Annales historian or the Annales School as a whole? And what did opposition to
methodologies incorporate: technical debates itatiem or wider issues such as politics,
religion and philosophy? The dissertation usesraerdisciplinary conceptual framework,
drawing together ideas advanced in the history aénee, sociology of education and
knowledge, and comparative history, in order towsrsthese questions. The responses
offered refer to and draw on a selection of souroee hundred and nine scholars’ private
archives, the articles, books, critical reviews guiblished letters of a variety of historians
and segments of the growing literature both abdwt Annales School and about the
institutions within which the historical disciplir@perated during the twentieth century. They
suggest that resistances played an important panei international dissemination Ahnales
historians’ methodologies, that resistors heldedéht ideas about thennalesSchool from
those of its creators and divergent methodologicahmitments, but that they likknnales
historians often sought to enhance historical mebeand sometimes worked on the same
subjects but in different and occasionally equaflyentive ways. Overall, the findings
illustrate a limited but important part énnales’own history and thereby help to cast the
School in new light on terms other than its ownplgcing it in the transnational context of
twentieth-century transatlantic historiography.
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Note on the Text

| have translated all quotations in the body of e that originate from foreign-language
publications into English. The emphasis in eachicaes the original, unless indicated
otherwise. Anything appearing between square btadkes been added or altered by me, and
original words are included where they have prowdfiicult to render in English.
Responsibility for changes in punctuation and ditthecessary to make the sense clear, and
for every error, rests on my shoulders. In addjtibmise sentence-style capitalization for
foreign-language titles, obeying conventions toitedipe common nouns in German where
necessary, but | capitalize the names of all unsbihs.

The references observe certain conventions. | bewen the complete page references
followed by the particular page from which quotasariginate when referring to articles in
learned journals. | give the page numbers for titeeearticle only if | signal its total content.
When archival collections are cited, | refer to ttwlection using labels detailed in the
bibliography. Scholars wishing to consult the letten the Braudel and Cantimori archives
should assume that they can be found in the fdidaring the surname and first name, in that
order, of the correspondent to whom, or from whtme, letter is addressed, or received. All
papers from the Leuilliot archive are containedwo catalogued boxes marked ‘Archive des
Annales.” The remainder of that archive consistsripatalogued press cuttings.

The following abbreviations in the footnotes refer dictionaries, newspapers and
periodicals:

AAAG Annals of the American Association of Gedgeap

AAAPSS Annals of the American Academy of PoliéindlSocial Sciences
AAP Atti della Accademia Pontaniana
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AJFS Australian Journal for French Studies

AM Atlantic Monthly
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As Année sociologique

Asi Archivio storico italiano

AsMO Archivio sardo del Movimento Operaio contadenautonomistico
AsSi Archivio storico di Svizzera italiana

B Belfagor

BAAAS Bulletin of the American Academy of Arts &ciences

BB Berliner Borienzeitung
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BGHI Bulletin of the German Historical Instituté/éshington D. C.)

BJSE British Journal of Sociology of Education
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Introduction 1

Introduction

I.1 The Subject
Cursory inspection of its title suggests that thitoo short a dissertation for a large subject —
the AnnalesSchool, ‘the most influential such school in twettiicentury historiography. 1t
is, however, neither so vast a field of inquiry sach a limited format in view of the specific
task here undertaken. The dissertation’s poinbiprovide a synoptic not comprehensive
investigation of a specific aspect Ahnaleshistoriography: the ways in which resistances to
methodologies advanced by historians belongindgp@dnhnalesSchool during its pre-history
and ascent to international prominence between 48001970 emerged in Western European
and North American nations. Its intention is ndigrefore, exhaustively to analyze all the
features of the School.

It is unmistakable that th&nnalesSchool had already gained international recogmitio
by the time a majority of historians in America bago follow it after 1970, if not before.
Thelnternational Handbook of Historical Studie§ 1979 testifies to the extent of recognition
because it included more referencesAtmalesthan to any other subject except Marx and
Marxism, as Joyce Appleby, Lynn Hunt and Margaestob pointed out.Historians looking
back thereafter remarked that ‘it [was] at thatetithat we entered the era of the School of
French historiography’, discussed the rise of addem’ or the nature of a historiographical
‘current’, and catalogued the bibliography of amtfales movement’Recognition of a

“new history’ (social and economic) now spreadirfigpm its centre in France in

! John BurrowA History of Histories. Epics, Chronicles, Roman&dsiquiries from Herodotus and Thucydides
to the Twentieth CenturfLondon, 2007), 478; see also Gustav Seibt, ‘Herdder Langsamen. Franzésische
Historiographie im 20. Jahrhundert’, in Verena wdsr Heyden-Rynsch, eWjve la littérature! Franzésische
Literatur der GegenwartMunich, 1988), 234-37.

2 Joyce Appleby, Lynn Hunt, Margaret Jac@blling the Truth About HistorfNew York, 1994), 83.

% Peter Schéttler, ‘Zur Geschichte d&nnalesRezeption in Deutschland (West), in Matthias Mitidand
Steffen Sammler, edg\lles gewordene hat Geschichte: Die Schule der ANE$AIn ihren Texten, 1929-1992
(Leipzig, 1994), 40; Lynn Hunt, ‘French History the Last Twenty Years: The Rise and Fall of #males
Paradigm’,JCH, 21 (1986): 209-24; Christian Delacroix, ‘Le morheie I'histoire-science sociale des années
1920 aux années 1940’, in Christian Delacroix, Eoés\Dosse and Patrick Garcia, €ldss courants historiques
en France, XIXXX siécle(Paris, 2005), 200-95; Jean-Pierre V. M. HerutiEhe Annales Movement’ and Its
Historiography: A Selective BibliographyrHS, 18 (1993): 346-55.
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‘revolutionary’ conquests throughout the intellesdtworld’ in this way captured historians’
attention?

But it is equally clear thata nouvelle histoireas it has sometimes been called, is at
least as famous, as French, and as controversia asuvelle cuising® Paolo Renzi, for
example, reported that a conference on French tatidn historiography held at tHecole
Francaise de Romeoncluded that historians in Italy felt that theaunterparts in France had
overstated the importance Ahnalesto Italian historiography.Others working in England’s
universities levelled similar accusations with nege English historiography, and sometimes
became enraged by, in the case of Geoffrey Eltioa, ‘meaningless verbiage’ that they
thoughtAnnaleshistorians portended.

Controversy of this kind makes peremptory the ipeis scientific demand for a
suitable analytical overview of a complex matteheTchoice is problematic. Yet the
dissertation’s titular imagery, resistances toAmmalestide, has its own logic because it is
suggested by the primary and secondary materith@subjectAnnalesis used as shorthand
to refer to the intellectual forbears of, and tlatdbutors and institutional complex centring
on, theAnnales d’histoire économique et socjaleeated in 1929 by Lucien Febvre and Marc
Bloch, and incarnate thereafter Asnales d’histoire social€1939-41),Mélanges d’histoire
sociale (1942-44), Annales d’histoire socialg1945) andAnnales. Economies, Sociétés,
Civilisations (1946-93). The idea of aAnnales‘tide’ draws together varied depictions of
Annalesas a ‘movement’, ‘paradigm’ or ‘current’, which abntain imagery comparable in
symbolism to that of a powerful motion created hg sea swelling.In addition, Robert

Mandrou, anAnnalessecretary,used a similar notion when he characterized htystib

* Garrett Mattingly, review of Braudel,a Méditerranée et le monde méditerranéen a I'épode Philippe ||
AHR, 55 (1950): 349-51, 350.

® Peter BurkeThe French Historical Revolution: The Annales S¢hb®29-89(Stanford, 1990), 4, 1.

® Paolo Renzi, ‘Degli incontri marginali di un nuotipo, ovvero le ‘Annales’ e la storiografia itatia, NRS 63
(1979): 635-67, 636.

" Geoffrey Elton, ‘Historians Against HistoryGR 18 Nov. 1983: 203-205, 203.

8 Delacroix, ‘Le moment de I'histoire-science soeigllacesAnnalesas one amongst several other currents.
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Annalesin a letter to Fernand Braudel in 1952 as ‘@ithalescurrents of thought.Febvre
deployed the tragedy of Bloch’s execution by Gerrmsaldiers in 1944 for collaboration with
the Résistance intérieure francaige cross-fertilizeAnnales’own image as a combatants’
review, which fought what he called ‘resistancesni ‘traditional’ history® And Fernand
Braudel discussed historiography in terms of ‘ides of history** SoAnnalesis envisaged
here as a tide of thought encountering resistarmés of respect for its originators’
understanding of their enterprise and its progress.

Annaleshistorians’ emphasis on their transformation of pinectice of history in turn
directed the dissertation’s focus toward methodglétenri Berr, central to the pre-history of
the AnnalesSchool, insisted that he ‘had tried to set outesti that articulated in a positive
fashion the work of historians” Bloch famously described ‘how and why a historian
practises hisnétiet in response to his son’s questions about histbfebvre characterized
history as a ‘science of man in time’, in pursuitaich historians used a ‘critical method’
incorporating the theories and techniques advamedll academic disciplin€$. Braudel
highlighted method as the ‘only guarantee of aget, and indicated that from his
perspective it constituted ‘a collectionroBtiersand points of view® Charles Morazé added

that ‘the concern to understand rather than to kisawe golden rule of th&nnalesas it is of

°® Mandrou to Braudel, 28 Dec. 1952, Braudel MSS.

19 0n Bloch’s republicanism, see Massimo Mastrogregbue ‘Carnets’ inediti di Marc Bloch (1917-1943)
Quelques notes de lectue Med, RS| 110 (1998):1005-44, and, on the relationship between Bloch’s
republicanismRésistancectivities and his love of France and her histege Peter Schéttler, ‘Marc Bloch, die
Lehren der Geschichte und die Mdglichkeit histdrésc Prognosen’OZG, 16 (2005): 104-25 and Peter
Schéttler, ‘After the Deluge: The Impact of the T¥orld Wars on the Historical Work of Henri Pirenared
Marc Bloch’, in Stefan Berger and Chris Lorenz, Bdtionalizing the Past. Historians as Nation Buitlén
Modern Europe(Basingstoke, 2010), 424-25; Lucien Febvre, ‘MatodA: Dix ans aprés’AESG 9 (1954):
145-47, 146.

" Fernand Braudel,a Méditerranée et le monde méditerranéen a I'égodgi Philippe I(Paris, 1949), 17.

2 Henri Berr,L'Histoire traditionnelle et Synthése historiq(Raris, 1921), 55.

13 Marc Bloch,Apologie pour I'histoire, ou métier d’historierdited by Etienne Bloch (Paris, 2007; originally
published in 1949), 43.

% Lucien Febvre, ‘Vers une autre histoir@MM, 63 (1949): 225-47, 233, 229.

> Fernand Braudel, ‘Présence de Lucien Febvre’, ém&nd Braudel, edEventail de I'histoire vivante:
Hommage a Lucien Febvre offert par I'amitié d’his¢ms, linguistes, géographes, économistes, sapies,
ethnologueg?2 vols; Paris, 1953), i. 21; Fernand Braudel, tbii® et science sociales: La longue durd&SG

13 (1958): 725-53, 734.
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the Revue de Synthésg In specific terms, Emmanual Le Roy Ladurie alsokgpofAnnales
historians’ ‘silent, mathematical resurrection afentire past’ in contrast to the ‘resounding,
action-packed history of the nineteenth centdfyNames and variations could be added to
the list, but even in its abbreviated form it doses that methodology, broadly-defined,
presented a central issue in the work ofAhealesSchool.

Methodology is used here, therefore, as a ruboicanprescriptive definition. It is
conceived of as signifying the actions that histasi carry out in the conception of, research
towards and presentation of the relevant data tregutom, research projects about the past.
Because historians associated with AmmalesSchool engaged numerous techniques in their
careers, the dissertation does not seek to resttehtion to misreceptions of one in
particular. Rather it is concerned to expose thg wawhich the variety of techniques
advanced byAnnaleshistorians synchronically have encountered criticiand provoked
debate from multifarious sources in different coi@st at certain moments, as well as
diachronically, across time. The dissertation thragbes the complex connection between the
practice of history and the community of historiaesponsible for it. In other words, the
‘social praxis’, in Michel De Certeau’s words, ohat Karl Mannheim described as ‘the
conditions of collective life’ out of which ‘new fms of knowledge, in the last analysis,
grow.’®

The conceptual scope ascribed to ‘resistance$’alsb remain open to question. The
substantive noun is used, following Febvre’'s deplegt of the term, for the breadth of
meaning it summons, from doubt and debate thropglosition and contention to obstruction
and instransigence. Such synonyms shall appeaiefdine, throughout the dissertation in

order precisely to evoke the resistances at workarticular cases. The use of a plural-

16 Charles Morazé, ‘Lucien Febvre et I'Histoire vi'enRH, 217 (1957): 1-19, 5.

" Emmanuel Le Roy Laduri¢,e Carnaval de Romans: De la Chandeleur au meatediCendres, 1579-1580
(Paris, 1979), 223.

18 Michel de Certeaul.écriture de I'histoire (Paris, 1975), 49-56; Karl Mannheirtgeology and Utopia
translated by Louis Wirth and Edward SHil®ndon, 1936; originally published in German ir299, 259.
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substantive noun also indicataspriori that obstacles encountered Bynaleshistorians’
methodologies are not assumed to exhibit any coratidn, unity or homogeneity in nature,
intention or scope. On the contrary, the analyseks to answer questions about resistances.
First amongst them are those concerning agency: whavhat created resistances —
individuals, groups or impersonal factors? To whgdmeration did individuals or groups
belong? For what reasons did obstructions arise@ with what results? Enquiries about
substance will feature: what constituted resistadeid they find expression in textual, oral
or other forms? Or did dissent on cultural, ideatalj linguistic, national, class, gender or
ethnic grounds create tensions by impairing hiatei comprehension of methodologies that
Annaleshistorians proposed? How specific were resistan@éisieh procedures encountered
hostility? Did confrontations occur over methodedi®nly byAnnaleshistorians or instead
because of ‘family resemblances’ between them dher distorians’ approaches formulated
outside the Schod!®Is it possible to generalize about or categorigistances? And finally,
analysis of content will occur: did hostility to oejection of Annaleshistorians’ methods
suffuse resistances, or did obstruction accompartycad appropriation of particular
proposals? Did debate respond to explicit aspduts,conceptual’ content, or to perceived
implications, the ‘symbolic’ element, of techniqueessociated with thAnnalesSchool?° Or
did historians’ expression of reservation simpist the durability of inventive techniques out
of respect for a belief in the essential contesitglaf intellectual inquiry?

Efforts to study resistances with these questiansmind as complications, not
blemishes or damnation of t#mnalesSchool, are undertaken here in order to demonstrate

the complexity of receptions accordedAnnaleshistorians’ methodological proposals, and,

9| borrow Wittgenstein’s term, in Ludwig Wittgenste Philosophical Investigationgranslated by G. E. M.
Anscombe (Oxford, 2001; originally published in @an in 1953), 866-77, 27-31.

% Ricoeur makes this distinction between conceppsimary, literal, manifest meaning’, and symbolic
expression, ‘inferences’, in Paul RicoeDe l'interprétation, essai sur FreugParis, 1966), 8-9.
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to borrow Tocqueville’s words, ‘is written to favono particular views, and with [...] no

design of serving or attacking any pary.’

[.2 The ProblemAnnalesand Western Historiographies
The scope of the problematic, resistances in Edglarance, Germany, Italy and the United
States, resembles that of Maurice Aymard’s workichvistudied the ‘impact’ oAnnalesin a
variety of Mediterranean countries, and of an bty Peter Burke that examin@ainalesin
a ‘global context®? The task attempted, however, is to investigat®sipipns as part of what
Aymard calls ‘a complex network of multilateral éemges’, not, as does Burke, ‘to ask the

question ‘How new is the new history®’

(a) The Choice of Countries
A justification for studying the difficulties encoted byAnnaleshistorians’ methodological
formulations in England, France, Germany, Italy #mel United States both requires that the
case to study them in multinational perspectivestaged and demands an explanation of the
rationale behind the selection of those natiorzaiticular.

The existing literature on th&nnalesSchool suggests the need further to study the
transmission of its methodologies across bordensed important books, which have gained
international readerships, demonstrate #ianalesmethods have been investigated. Traian
Stoinaovich’s monograptirench Historical Method: The Annales Paradigprovided an
early exploration in 1976, ‘limited for the mostrpto the period after 1946’, and concluding
thatAnnalesconstituted ‘an inquiry into how one of the sysseofi a society functions or how

a whole collectivity functions in terms of its miple temporal, spatial, human, social,

2 plexis de TocquevilleDe la démocratie en Amériqi vols; Paris, 1848), i. 26.

22 Maurice Aymard, ‘The Impact of thennalesSchool in Mediterranean Countrie®, 1 (1978): 56-64; Peter
Burke, ‘TheAnnalesin Global Context’JRSH 35 (1990): 421-32.

% Aymard, ‘The Impact of thAnnaleg 56; Burke, ‘TheAnnales 421.
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economic, cultural, and evenemental dimensi6hsOver a decade later, Massimo
Mastrogregori examinednnalesmethodologies with reference to the work of Malodh
and Lucien Febvre, but, instead of a singular pgradfound a plurality of formations, some
of which he has since investigated furtfieidndré Burgiére’s intellectual history of the
AnnalesSchool dissects a particular method, collectiveeggntations, and its cosmology.
Burguiere, like Stoianovich before him, affirms thentinued relevance of the enterprise,
explaining ‘we can still cite Marc Bloch toda¥.’ So without naming or analyzing all
analogous investigations of this s@tnalesmethodologies continue to attract attention.
Although scholars have begun to investigate howltinational recognition for
Annaleshistorians’ techniquegrew as part of internationAinnalesreceptions, they focus on
one or two national contexts; rarely several, iWlymard’s aforementioned synopsis of the
Mediterranean countries’ responses. The resultanktsiform a large literature on receptions,
not described here other than in relation to depaind misreceptions. Paolo Zocchi reported
in 1981 the ways in which the ‘varied work’ Ahnalesscholars became a central reference
point for historian’s ‘epistemological reflectionin an ‘ongoing debate’ in Italian
historiography’’ And John L. Harvey set national-institutional ajsitle intellectual
receptions in a ‘microhistory’ of Bloch and Febwefforts between 1920 and 1926 to secure
American funding for their journal, in order to veal how scholars who crafted modern
historiographical practices actually executed thstract principles of organization, research,
and thought® Lutz Raphael and Peter Schéttler's work Annalesreceptions in turn

incorporated a range of intellectual, institutignpersonal and collective exchanges and

4 Trajan StoianovichErench Historical Method. The Annales Paradiginondon, 1976), 20, 236.

% Massimo Mastrogregoril Genio dello storico. Le considerazione sullarigtadi Marc Bloch e Lucien Febvre
e la tradizione metodologica france@¢aples, 1987), 28.

% André BurguiéreThe Annales School. An Intellectual Histomanslated by Jane Marie Todd (Cornell, 2009;
originally published in French in 2006), 258, 1-2.

2" Paolo Zocchi, ‘La Discussione sulle ‘Annales’ fiab1960’,RSSM 2, 2-3 (1981): 101-27, 112, 101-102.

2 John L. Harvey, ‘An Americainnale® The AHA and th&Revue internationale d’histoire économigoie
Lucien Febvre and Marc BlochJMH, 76 (2004): 578-621, 580.
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comparisons, with reference to Franco-German teasSf The need still exists, however, to
colligate national investigations into a multinaia study ofAnnales in order to extend
understandings of the global impact of its methodi@s, using extant scholarly contributions
as a basis.

To this general justification for multinational dyuof Annalesmethodologies must be
added specific elucidation of this dissertatiom8anale. First, why focus on resistances? The
immediate response is that challengesAtmaleshistorians’ methods have not received a
systematic comparative examination. It would bk i suggest that they have been ignored —
they have not — and Burke and Georg Iggers, fomgka, record and analyze particular
Annalesopponents’ critical responses, especially in theopeafter 196G° Opponents have
also sometimes been confronted in the name of laei{aeclared) allegiance #nnalesas
Bernard Bailyn notes with respect to Stoianovictiefence of certain of Braudel's ideas:
chapter four ofFfrench Historical MethodBailyn notes, discusses ‘Braudel’s three levels o
rhythms of history, [...] a notion that Braudel hidiskas now qualified almost out of
existence but which is here stoutly defend@dThis dissertation, by contrast, offers a
concerted study of resistances in order to examim&alesmethodologies on terms other than
their own, and, therefore, to add nuance and hbnetltthe School’s history. It not only
enhances understanding of oppositions, but remlizahat misreceptions played a part in
Annalesreceptions which have changed the historical dis@pln this endeavour, the author
has a personal advantage in that, unlike Stoiahositd Burgiére, he is not ‘intimately

involved’ with Annales®

% Lutz RaphaelDie Erben von Bloch und Febvre. Annales-Geschichtsibung und nouvelle histoire in
Frankreich 1945-198(Stuttgart, 1994); Schéttler, ‘Zur Geschichte demalesRezeption’. The many other
works on the topic by both authors find inclusiardafter.

%0 Burke, French Historical Revolution112-30; Georg lIggers, ‘Die ‘Annales’ und ihre tie@r. Probleme
moderner franzdsischer SozialgeschichtZ, 219 (1974): 578-608.

31 Bernard Bailyn, review of Stoianovichrench Historical MethodJEH, 37 (1977): 1028-34, 1031.

%2 Timothy Tackett, foreword to Burgiéréhe Annales Schqot.



Introduction 9

The second explanation concerns the choice ofcgodati national historiographies.
England, France, Germany, Italy and the UnitedeState all western nations, geographically
at least. But the dissertation does not claim to\stesistances to thennalesSchool in the
West because it omits many countries. Spain anduar are absent, and beyond them
Belgium, the Netherlands, Luxemburg, Switzerlam| the Scandinavian states are excluded.
Nor does the dissertation seek comprehensivenegedort that a study of confrontations
betweenAnnalesand detractors throughout the West would yieldtelad it examines them in
important national historiographies in which scin®laave focused principally on receptions
rather than contentions. The decision to includéylis in this sense unprecedentestause
Italian-language literature on thnnalesreception has not attracted considerable attention
outside ltaly — Aymard’s article on Mediterraneaargpectives remains one of the few
attempts by a non-Italian scholar to commentAmmalesand Italy. Yet in Italy emerged an
array of misconceptions abolhnaleshistorians’ methodologies, so it is included here.

Two further qualifications concerning the courgrighosen present themselves. The
first concerns Germany. Resistances in the Gernealerl Republic (F.R.G.) provide the
focus for the period after 1945 until 1970 becanfspersonnel and institutional continuity in
the historical discipline there from the pre-194%ipd that Jan Eckel has sho#rContinuity
was not straightforward — a younger generationbeigin to fill the ranks of the professoriate
—, but the introduction of markedly different histal practices in the German Democratic
Republic (G.D.R.) would compromise the synoptic rakter of the seventy-year long
comparison undertaken heéfeG.D.R. historiography will not be totally excludémm the
period 1945-1970, therefore, but it will not be ttahto it either.

The second qualification relates to the inclusidrnthee United States, an apparent

anomaly in a selection of European historiographi&sbriele Lingelbach’s conclusion that

3 Jan EckelGeist der Zeit. Deutsche Geisteswissenschafted 88@i(Gottingen, 2008), 90-93.
34 Notker Hammerstein, ‘Universities and War in theehtieth Century’, in Walter Riiegg, edl,History of the
University in Europg4 vols; Cambridge, 1992-2010), iii. 666.
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nineteenth-century appropriations of styles ofiingbnalization originating in France, not
direct borrowings from Europe, played the decigiole in American historiography makes
this a singularly odd feature because it suggebts imperviousness to European
developments of universities in AmeritaBut the choice has historical precedent given the
connection of American and European intellectuaeglthat both struck twentieth-century
commentators and captures the attention of higmaphy's students. Certain English
historians perceived a transatlantic arc, whiclelsiéd the influence of their work: ‘Ever
since | came to America | have been impressedeainttuence, organized and unorganized,
that Germany is exercising in America’, ‘and whatvery amazing is the way Germany has
officially cultivated this differencé® A secondary literature confirms contemporary
impressions” And German influences are not the only Europeanutitin the American
historical discipline, which has also borrowed pssional concepts from England as well as
France and ltaly, facilitated in part by the arkigamigrant scholars dispossessed by the two
World Wars®® This transatlantic connection brought popularity Annalesscholarship in
America, particularly after the English translatioh Fernand Braudel'da Méditérranée
appeared in 1972-73 simultaneous with the printihghe famous December 1932urnal of
Modern Historyissue on Braudel’ and the inaugural conferencenohdnuel Wallerstein’s
Fernand Braudel Center for the Study of Econontitstorical Systems, and Civilizations in

19773° In addition, the development of European histarphies examined here benefited

% Gabriele Lingelbachlio macht Karriere: Die Institutionalisierung déBeschichtswissenschaft in Frankreich
und den USA in der zweiten Halfte des 19. Jahrhas@dottingen, 2003), 625-85.

% Harold Laski to H.A.L. Fisher, 20 Jan. 1917, MyrMSS 133/5.

37 peter Novick,That Noble Dream: ‘The Objectivity Question’ ande thmerican Historical Profession
(Cambridge, 1988), 21-46; see also important gérstudies, Jurgen Herbsthe German Historical School in
American Scholarship(lthaca, 1965), Laurence R. Veyseyhe Emergence of the American University
(Chicago, 1965), 125-33 and a case-study, PaulaBérand James Turner, ‘The ‘German Model’ and the
Graduate School: The University of Michigan and @egin Myth of the American UniversityHHEA, 13
(1993): 69-83.

% Jonathon R. ColéThe Great American University: Its Rise to Preemie Its Indispensible National Role,
Why It Must be ProtectegdNew York, 2009), 77-85.

%1t had also already arrived, untranslated, bel®®2, see John A. Marino, ‘The Exile and his Kingdd he
Reception of Braudel'Mediterraneary JMH, 76 (2004): 622-52, 624.
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from substantial United States aid, making the twe#im on that count an American century.

The difficulties their ‘colleagues [experienced] securing adequate equipment and recent
scientific works published in the English languageinpelled historians in the United States
to secure financial assistance for Européargo European and American receptions of, and

therefore resistances #nnalesfor these reasons require synchronized analysis.

(b) The Choice of Period
Because antagonisms encounteredAoyales methodologies in multinational perspective
during its pre-history and history to 1970 form gubject of the dissertation and because no
concerted or comparative analysis of resistanaesdy exists, the events Ahnales’own
history determine the dissertation’s chronologiiraits.

Henri Berr founded th&evue de Synthese historigunel900, the point of departure
here. Scholarly consensus regards this deed aguraufor Annales’ pre-history. And,
consensus further hints, thereafter ensued an targoperiod of intellectual formation for
Bloch and Febvre requiring attention in order taderstand their foundation dknnales

4! Berr is, with the sociologist Emile Durkheim are tgeographer Vidal de la Blache,

itsel
customarily taken as an important inspiration te Amnalesproject, as Francois Dosse and
others have showftf. But the importance of Berr is, according to Burgjégreater to the
Annalesfounders than that of Durkheim or Blache for ‘bimghical’ and ‘intrinsic’ reasons:

Bloch and Febvre enjoyed Berr's confidence andchitship. And Berr's assembly of like-

minded individuals, who shared intellectual asjirat to reorganize accepted understandings

“0Douglas Johnson to W. D. Johnston, 29 Apr. 192%nd MSS 39/5.

1 Stoianovich,French Historical Method 194; Luciano Allegra and Angelo Horrd,a Nascita della storia
sociale in Francia dalla Commune alle Annal@&urin, 1977), 79-84, 95-101, 119-25; Stuart Claikhe
AnnalesHistorians’, in Quentin Skinner, edhe Return of Grand Theory in the Human ScieriCasnbridge,
1985), 181; Georg Iggerblew Directions in European Historiograplilyondon, 1985), 51-56; Mastrogregdlti,
Genio dello storicp 45-80, 97-124; Morazé, ‘Lucien Febvre’, 3; LutapRael, Geschichtswissenschaft im
Zeitalter des Extreme. Theorien, Methoden, Tenderaa 1900 bis zur Gegenwdi¥lunich, 2003), 100-101;
Burgiére,The Annales Schqdl3-22.

“2 Francois Dossd, Histoire en miettes: Des ‘Annales’ & la ‘nouveliestoire’ (Paris, 1987), 3; Burkésrench
Historical Revolution 11, 109-10;Peter Schdéttler, ‘Henri Berr et I'Allemagne’, in A@s Biard, Dominique
Bourel and Eric Brian, eds{enri Berr et la culture du X3&iécle(Paris, 1997), 189-203.
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of the project of history in thbelle époqueappealed more to them than Durkheim’s desire
that sociology should lead all other human scieneediverse disciplines, ranging from
anthropology through ethnology to linguistics, dexbto the study of any aspect of human as
opposed to natural or extra-terrestrial fifeLetters exchanged between Bloch, Febvre and
Berr render Burgiére's appraisal cogé&htSo the legitimacy of 1900 as beginning of a
movement is imposing, and, in order to examinestasces that that movement confronted, it
must here too serve as a point of departure.

The occurrences between which it stands recomrt®i@d asterminus ad quemAn
argument exists for taking 1975 as an end dateusecéhe Sixth Section of thEcole
Pratiqgue des Hautes Etudéisat Lucien Febvre directed after 1947 becamendegendent
grand établissemenentitled by law to award degreEsThat, however, looks like a new
beginning, which Braudel himself associated with gfovernment’s response to demands that
students made in May and June 1968 for particigedoademic governance, encapsulated in
the Loi Faureand a finance bill of 4 June 1989These laws achieved much of wiamales
scholars had proposed about interdisciplinary gnagearch. 1968, therefore, also presents
itself as a moment of closure. Indeed Braudel tfet Annalesscholars ‘were heretics until
almost 1968 [...] compelled, willy-nilly, to fight eselessly for each concessiéhte also
stepped down in that year as editor of the jouArataleslending further weight to the case
for 1968. But change had been afootAainalessince the late 1950s when the editorial
committee planned reform and a ‘new style’ for 1861 issue&® After 1968, and into the

1970s, such a variety of techniques and reseamtiaizms congregated around thenales

“3 Burguiére,The Annales Schqd0.

4 Jacqueline Pluet and Gilles Candar, édsjien Febvre. Lettres & Henri BefParis, 1997); Jacqueline Pluet-
Despatin, edMarc Bloch. Ecrire La Société féodale: Lettres anH@err 1924-1943Paris, 1992).

% Jacques Revel and Nathan Wachtel, ‘Une école [esusciences sociales’, in Jacques Revel and Nathan
Wachtel, edsUne école pour les sciences sociales. De faSéction a I'Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences
SocialegParis, 1996), 23-24.

“% Antoine ProstHistoire de I'enseignement et de I'éducati@taris, 2004), 352.

" Fernand Braudel, preface to Stoianovietrench Historical Methogd16.

“8 Robert Mandrou to Fernand Braudel, 18 Jul. 1968u8el MSS.
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School, andAnnaleshistorians came under intense criticism from Fré@msse and Hervé
Coutau-Bégarie amongst others for allegedly fratuthe coherence of the past by analyzing
its parts anatomically, that Braudel's retiremesiteditor could equally well mark the end of
an era”? So it is difficult to discern fromAnnales’chronology where taraw the line in a
study of resistances. 1970 falls in the midst ofraportant juncture just before world-wide
pre-eminence had been consolidated and after ase=pin France in the advent of 1968. For
this reason it offers a provisional chronologicgbdathesis in the first extended study of
resistances.

The analytical terms reflect these chronologicalehsionsAnnaleshistorians will be
designated as protmnalistesand annalistes ‘Proto-annaliste connotes historians, and less
frequently certain geographers or sociologistsp@ated with Henri Berr during the period of
Annales pre-history from 1900 until 1929Ahnalistes are historians associated with the
journal and/or affiliated institutions from 1929tiii 970, but who may also have been proto-

annalistes Bloch and Febvre’s career exemplifies such amape

1.3 The Approach: Comparative Historiography
A historiographical investigation of resistancedloiws hereafter. A specific, not general,
understanding of historiography orients the appgmoat is not envisaged as analysis of
competing philosophies of history animating disputBor will it attempt to practice the
philosophy of history by, for example, relating is¢@nces to large-scale often intangible
forces in the way that Hegel charts the unfoldirignorld history®® Nor does it place

historiography under the auspices of intellectuatdny as, for example, Isabel Noronha-

49 Matthias Middell, ‘Die unendliche Geschichte’, Middell and Sammler, edsAlles gewordene hat
Geschichte16; Dosse and Coutau-Bégarie do not, howevelpgammparable lines of argument, see Dosse,
L'Histoire en Miettesand Hervé Coutau-Bégariee Phénomeéne ‘nouvelle histoire’: Grandeur et déxad de
I'école des ‘Annales(Paris, 1989).

0 Theodor Litt, edGeorg Hegel, Philosophie der Geschictuttgart, 1961).
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DiVanna does in her recent book on French histesiglyy>® The dissertation instead
understands historiography in James Westfall Thampsiarry Elmer Barnes or Michael
Bentley's sense as the history of historical wgtior the *history of historiography’, which
does not necessarily provide original readingsistohians’ work but strives to connect and
compare them in an original manriér. It refuses to restrict its enquiries to disciplin
history alone because, in Georg Igger’'s wordsgelsoe, and this includes historical science,
can never be reduced to a series of disembodiedegges of thought internal to the
discipline.?® It also does not seek exhaustively to analyzecamiment upon the secondary
literature relating to past historians’ publishedoks and articles. Instead the history of
historiography engages with secondary material e/herelates explicitly to points under
consideration.

For these reasons, factors internal and externdhéohistorical discipline require
assessment. A tripartite method capable of invastig debates within the discipline,
contextualizing them within the institutional-cuitil context of the particular country in
which they occur, and comparing them in multi aangnational perspective is therefore
required in order to avoid the temptation to unciamtextualize processes attendant on the
spread of concepts that Christoph Conrad and SabaSbnrad identified as characteristic in

some studies of comparative historiography.

(a) The Historical Discipline: Methodological Trédns
Philosophers of science have provided ways of wtaeding the processes governing

scientists’ work, broadly conceived as the activfyany researcher involved in creating

*! |sabel Noronha-DiVannalriting History in the Third RepubligtNewcastle-upon-Tyne, 2010), 6.

%2 James Westfall Thompso, History of Historical Writing(2 vols; New York, 1942), i. viii; James T.
Shotwell, The History of History(2 vols; New York, 1939), i. viii-ix; Michael Belaty, Modern Historiography.
An Introduction(London, 1999), x.

% Georg IggersHistoriography in the Twentieth Century: From Stciin Objectivity to the Postmodern
Challenge with a New Epilogy#liddletown CT, 2008), 18.

** Christoph Conrad and Sebastian Conrad, ‘Wie vistglenan Historiographien?’ in Christoph Conrad and
Sebastian Conrad, ed3ije Nation schreiben: Geschichtswissenschaft iraridtionalen VergleiclfGoéttingen,
2002), 42.
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organized bodies of knowledge thereby includinganians. Thomas Kuhn’s characterization
of research as determined by a ruling ‘paradignat &a ‘enormous impact’, and Stoianovich
and others used it in their work @émnalesmethodologies® Stoianovich showed that events
of the post-1945 period conformed to a Kuhnian argit about change in historical practice:
Annaleshistorians cast doubt on the value of extant aggres to history, ‘normal science’,
by showing that historians only investigated lirditaspects of past populations’ lives.
‘Anomalies’ between evidence historians used aral ttieories theirAnnalescolleagues
formulated about what history ought to be in thsyvarose; rules determining standards of
evidence and interpretation thus became fragmensaryan era of chaos or ‘crisis science’
ensued as historians became unsure how to prosbeutenvestigations — in Kuhn’s words,
the paradigm’s interpretive power declined; finalhew Annalesmethodologies provided
fresh insight, both attracting historians in a mamef ‘revolutionary science’ and
inaugurating a period during which the historicadfpssion accepted @mnalesparadignr?
The new paradigm, like any according to Kuhn, cleghghat historians ‘see and do’ because
its adoption changed the way they construed thereat world>’

Kuhn’s work, however, has attracted criticism, d&adry Laudan’s work on ‘research
traditions’ has since provided a way to concepngakcientific activity that captures its
diversity. Laudan objected to Kuhn's work becausenthant paradigms do not tolerate
competitors; they either rule or fafl Laudan argued instead that plural research teaitco-
exist and direct research at any time, both irefsiific and other forms of intellectual inquiry’
such as history’ Research traditions are, Laudan added, entergdriseswhich a variety of

theories and techniques arise. A historian’s pcactioes not necessarily attach her to one

5 paul Hoyningen-HueneReconstructing Scientific Revolutions: Thomas Shr¥ai Philosophy of Science
(Chicago, 1993), 12. Other scholars who use ‘pgratinclude Delacroix, ‘Le moment de I'histoire-soice
sociale’, 241, Dossd,'Histoire en miettes128-62 and Hunt, ‘French History in the Last Teye¥ears’, 209-
24.

* Thomas S. KuhriThe Structure of Scientific Revolutiq@hicago, 1962), 52, 43, 66-76, 90.

" Kuhn, The Structurg110.

%8 Larry LaudanpProgress and its Problems. Toward a Theory of SifietGrowth (Berkeley, 1977), 4.

%9 Larry LaudanBeyond Positivism and Relativism: Theory, Method BuidencgOxford, 1996), 85.



Introduction 16

tradition either, because investigating or ‘purguinertain methodologies does not signal
‘acceptance’ of one tradition to the exclusion tifers. Scholars take up particular methods
for their problem-solving capacities and the resulthigh rate of progress’ they yield for the
study of particular objecfS. The tradition always for that reason relates te thsearch
specialism within history.

Laudan is not alone in responding to Kuhn and hiasself been the subject of
criticism, but this does no detract from the assis¢ his concept of research traditions can
provide to historiographical analysis of resistanc€&he basic idea of Laudan’s research
traditions resembles Imre Lakatos’'s ‘research magne’, also formulated in response to
Kuhn®' But Lakatos's research programmes have a hard aodea soft outer edge, and
changes in them arise from alterations in the oetigle not the corf®.This precludes the idea
of a total methodological change because the emgluéntre implies essential continuity,
whereas Laudan'’s theorization of traditions alldvesh for total and partial adjustments. The
work of Bruno Latour and Stephen WoolgaiLeboratory Life: The Constitution of Scientific
Facts published two years after Laudan’s bd@togress and its Problemsalso questioned
the importance of Laudan’s proposal. Latour and Myaroenvisioned a research community
as an autonomous body which constructs the factthefdiscipline in which it works.
Subjects become, therefore, conflicts of differéadt constructions in which the winning
version becomes immune to challenge from rival Bokb contentions not ‘true’ with
recourse to research obje®td.atour and Woolgar thus broke the connection bemne real
object of investigation external to researchersa @ad conclusions based on it because they

ascribe scholarly outcomes to scholars’ agency.daais idea of research traditions, by

% bid., 84-85.

®L Imre Lakatos, ‘Falsification and the MethodolodySaientific Research Programmes’, Imre Lakatos Alach
Musgrave, ed<Criticism and the Growth of Knowledg€ambridge, 1970), 92.

%2 bid., 133-38.

% Bruno Latour and Stephen Woolgamboratory Life: The Construction of Scientific Ea¢Beverly Hills,
1979), 114-29.
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contrast, preserves researchers’ role in detergpikimowledge as part of the sequence of
examining and evaluating independent objects adystdemonstrating David Bloor’s point
that it is possible to insert sociological relasanto an understanding of academic practice
without suggesting that they are its sole determsfd In short, despite the growing
awareness of the sociological determinants of rekgacholars still think of themselves as
making truth-claim§?

Laudan’s nuanced theorization of academic resaardherefore, useful for studying
resistances because it provides the conceptuaktwvank through which to considénnales
historians’methods as co-existing with alternatives which betteive and rival them, and as
responsive to objects of research independent ludlas. It also accommodates historians
who may practise but not accept techniques eman&tim theAnnalesSchool. Research
traditions, or what | shall call methodological diteons, in this way avoid a monolithic
conceptualization of historical research by capwirihe variety and vitality extant in the

profession between 1900 and 1970.

(b) The University Field: Elites, Institutions akiierarchies
To contextualize disciplinary debates about metldtheir national and transnational
spheres, the work of sociologist Pierre Bourdieu fogld theory offers instruction.
Contextualization both avoids a danger that SedrasGonrad has identified, abstracting
method either from what historians said in theirkvor the context in which they formulated
its tenets, and facilitates an assessment of thaembion between intellectual-disciplinary
debates and the national-institutional context hicl they took plac€® A note of caution

prefaces this part of the approach because usesofialogist's work would not necessarily

% David Bloor, ‘Anti-Latour’, SHPS 30 (1999): 81-112, 99, 104.

% Karl Maton, ‘Languages of Legitimation: The Sturing Significance for Intellectual Fields of Segic
Knowledge Claims’BJSE 21 (2000): 147-67, 154, 163-64.

% Sebastian Conrad;he Quest for the Lost Nation: Writing History imArica and Japan in the American
Century translated by Alan Nothnagle (Berkeley, 2010gioilly published in German in 1999), 8.
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meet withAnnaleshistorians’ approval: in the 1980s, for exampleawtel openly criticized
Bourdieu for using ‘sociological’, by which he imfed ‘general’, ideas to explain specific
events, whilst others questioned the extent to hvhidstory constituted a ‘social
construction®’ Other historians have, however, already used ffedry as a tool with which
to investigate academic developments with usesllte. Christophe Charle deployed it in a
book published in 1994 in order to analyze Frenaivaersity education and its relationship
with sources of political, economic and social poffein another publication of that year,
Raphael used field theory to conceptualize theohest’s milieu, the Historikerfeld and the
cultural field® In both books, fields are evaluated in part thiotige use of statistics to
profile, for example, the age of professors andrnttmber of theses produced in particular
subjects. Here, by contrast, because the dissertdcuses on resistances, the field
contextualizes the competition of methodologicatitions within their institutional context
rather than presenting an object of study requimmiginal statistical research in itself;
existing literature provides sufficient data.

Fields signify social spaces, and Bourdieu fitdized the term in an article entitled
‘Champ intellectuel et projet créateur’, about twerk of two literary scholars, Roland
Barthes and Raymond Picdft Bourdieu’s work since that article developed theiain
characteristics. First, fields are pervious; induals are involved in several and move freely
across them' Second, people can acquire different forms ofteifiom their activities in a
field. There are four types of capital on offeroeomic (money and assets), cultural (forms of
knowledge and aesthetic-cultural preferences),asdconnexion through family, religious,

cultural and other social networks) and symbolicedentials, including educational

7 Dosse,L'Histoire en miettes 88; Lutz Raphael and Pierre Bourdieu, ‘Uber dieziBhungen zwischen
Geschichte und Soziologie in Frankreich und Deldsah, GG, 26 (1996): 62-89.

% Christophe Charld,a République des universitaires, 1870-19R@ris, 1994), 291-342.

% RaphaelDie Erben 48-49, 243-94, 147-49.

O Pierre Bourdieu, ‘Champ intellectuel et projetatedir’, TM, 246 (1966): 856-906.

"L Pierre Bourdieu, ‘Some Properties of Fields’, iarRe BourdieuSociology in Questigriranslated by Richard
Nice (London, 1993; originally published in Frerinhil984), 72.
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qualifications that can be exchanged for other syplecapital)’” The greater the amount of
capital possessed, the more power one has inda Tikird, every field has its own rules or
unquestioned ‘shared beliefs’, doxa, whether eithlistated or nof2 So involvement with a
particular field, whether through professional ep@ational activity, produces a distinctive
habitus, ‘away of being, a habitual stat@especially of the body) and, in particular, a
predisposition, tendency, propensity or inclinati6hlt is therefore possible to say of a
scientist that (s)he, ‘is a scientific field madesh, an agent whose cognitive structures are
homologous with the structure of the field.Fourth, fields are relational in so far as
exchanges between them frequently occur: for exantpe type of employment attained in
the job market may relate to educational qualifosa, or, within a field, the views of one
individual with a particular portfolio of economaapital resemble those held by a similarly
capitalized persoff. And fifth, all fields are related to and shapeddbfield of power’, which
determines doxa and desirable incarnations of &aah of capital. All fields have as a result
‘distinction’, avante gardeglite versus popular tastes that correlate loosétly notions of
social clasg!

Resistances té&nnaleshistorians’ techniques accordingly will be conteatized in
university systems because pratmaalisteand annalistespractised their profession in that
world, or in what Bourdieu called a ‘cosmd8.University systems in each country, parts of
the university field, represent social spaces oetlipy university teachers. The university

field also contains within it the sum of all disknes, but the focus here remains on history

departments the discipline of history. But it press the possibility that historians may on

2 Pierre Bourdieu, ‘The Forms of Capital’, in Hugluder, Phillip Brown, Jo-Anne Dillabough and A. H.
Halsey, edsEducation, Globalization and Social Chan@éxford, 2006), 105-106.

'3 pierre BourdieuPascalian Meditationstranslated by Richard Nigg.ondon, 2000; originally published in
French in 1997), 96-97.

" Pierre BourdieuEsquisse d’une théorie de la pratique: Précédérdis Btudes d’ethnologie kaby(&eneva,
1972), 175.

> Pierre BourdieuEsquisse pour une auto-analy&aris, 2004), 52.

" pierre Bourdieul,.a Distinction. Critique sociale de jugeméPRaris, 1979), 31-36.

" bid., 16-17.

8 Pierre Bourdieul.es Structures sociales de I'éconorfiaris, 2000), 5-7.
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occasion take inspiration from colleagues in otkéciplines when opposing\nnales
historians’ methodologies or that non-historiansymantribute in some way to resistances.
This captures the reality of historical work, whias Jack Hexter argued, is conducted in ‘the
society of professional historians’, but not alwaysly professional historiarié.Because
university systems provide context they will beere¢d to as part of the investigation of a
given instance of resistances within the historastipline.

Care will be taken to avoid compromising ‘histolig@pecific’ resistances by treating
them as ‘formally similar,” a criticism of Bourdisusociology made by sociologists and
philosophers alike. Craig Calhoun, a sociologisguad that field theory does not allow for
the exercise of individual will because it insists the primacy of environmental factors in
determining a person’s habitus and resultant asffbdacques Ranciére added that in
principle, from his perspective as a philosophhbis prevents people from changing their
circumstances because they are trapped by corslitieyond their control, as Charlotte
Nordmann has showH. So, without detailing the arguments either CalhaunRanciére
advance, one can say that experts qualified toya@aBourdieu’s theory express concern
about field determinism, which the dissertation sitm mitigate by counterbalancing aspects
of the field and historians’ agency in creatingstsices.

The use of field theory will, finally, require @msideration of the role of the field of
academic power in creating oppositiGAsThis is important because Braudel claimed that
Annaleshistorianswere treated like ‘heretics’ before 1970, so a weration of resistors’
connections with leading university élites will peo poignant. It also impinges because

‘national questions’ dealt with by political groups whom historians were sometimes close

9 J. H. HexterPoing History(London, 1971), 81.

8 Craig Calhoun, ‘Habitus, Field, Capital: The Qimstof Historical Specificity’, in Craig Calhoun,dard
LiPuma and Moishe Postone, eBsurdieu: Critical Perspective@ambridge, 1993), 71.

81 Charlotte NordmanrBourdieu/Ranciére. La politique entre sociologigpktlosophie(Paris, 2006), 107, 187.
Nordmann, however, criticizes both Bourdieu anddRene for arguing in favour of ‘immovable systenibid.,
207, 209, 223, 225.

8 pierre BourdieuHomo Academicu@Paris, 1984), 18.
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may feature as one constituent amongst othersableciges tcAnnalesmethodologies as they
have in other aspects of twentieth-century hisgbrscholarshif® Such issues often emerged
in relation to the ways in which historians orgauaizheir written histories, for example as
national history, which is important in many wags, Stefan Berger and Chris LorenZlise
Contested Natiordemonstrate’ But, because methodology provides the focus hae,
overriding aim of the analytical connection betwettre historical discipline and the
university field remains throughout to probe howeirelations between truth-claims and
intellectual debates shaped resistances in comdamnawith elements of sociological,
institutional and political reality.

The university systems in question constituted hecent field between 1900 and
1970. Such systems do not here encompass assoiiatiégtions equivalent in function or
level of qualification awarded, such as Englandistirer Education Colleges or the United
States’ Community Colleges, which provide vocatldrening as an alternative to university
qualifications. Across universities in the courgrisoncerned, worked a growing number of
historians: in England, 201 men and 40 women oeclipositions in 1928 rising to 406 men
and 68 women by 1955; in France, 121 men and omeamnon 1928 grew to 234 men and ten
women in 1955; in Germany, 157 men and two womemoak in 1928 expanded to 312 men
and 24 women in 1955; and in ltaly in 1928, 67 raad one woman contrasted with 90 and
three in 195%°> Women occupied a minor role on the face of therég, but behind the
scenes, as researchers for their husbands, asatomasand interpreters and as editors and
guardians of dead historians’ posthumous publinatiand private archives, they continued

throughout the twentieth century to exert an imgatrinfluence on the profession, as Bonnie

8 Glenda Sluga, ‘The Nation and Comparative Imagpmatin Deborah Cohen and Maura O’Connor, eds,
Comparison and History: Europe in Cross-Nationat$pective(London, 2004), 31.

8 Stefan Berger and Chris Lorenz, efise Contested Nation: Ethnicity, Class, Religiod &ender in National
Histories(Basingstoke, 2008); see also Conrad and Coridig, vergleicht man Historiographien?’, 45.

8 |laria Porciani and Lutz Raphael, eddlas of European Historiography: The Making of eofession 1800-
2005(Basingstoke, 2010), 169, 135, 162, 118.
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G. Smith has shown they had until 1924tudent populations also expandéénd, as time
went on, students’ socio-economic provenance dieds by mid-century in America, for
example, 27% originated from the households of evhdllar professionals or executives,
21% from those of people employed in small busir@sgechnical occupations, 11% from
families of clerical, sales or service industry émgpes, 14% agricultural and only six per
cent unskilled®

Informal hierarchies, classifying universities lyesitific standing, ossified across the
period. In England, Oxford and Cambridge followsadthe University of London, both as an
examination and teaching university, domindteth France, where selecti@randes Ecoles
coexisted with public-funded non-selective univiagsi the most prestigious institutions of
both sorts were congregated around the lle de Erasgion in and outside ParfsBerlin,
closely followed by Munich and Leipzig, stood aettop of the pyramid in Germary.
Rome, Naples and Pisa occupied pre-eminent posifioitaly amongst a group of leading
universities including Bologna, Cagliari, Genoad®a Palermo, Pavia and TuffnAnd in
America 12 universities stood out by mid-centurgliforia-Berkeley, California Institute of
Technology, Chicago, Columbia, Cornell, Harvardjndlis, Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, Michigan, Princeton, Wisconsin and Y4&le

A growing demand for secondary school teachersi@fsubject in part stimulated the
increase in numbers enrolling for degrees in hystbut the expansion of access to and
funding for historical research also played a pHne diversification of research is evident in

the fact that the number of historical journaldelis by the catalogue of the Library of

8 Bonnie G. SmithThe Gender of History: Men, Women, and Historicaldéice (Harvard, 1998), 6-8, 213-15.
8 Hartmut Kaelble Soziale Mobilitat und Chancengleichheit im 19. @@ Jahrhunder{Gottingen, 1983),
200-202.

8 Bernard BerelsorGraduate Education in the United Statdew York, 1960), 133.

8 Robert AndersorBritish Universities Past and Presefttondon, 2006), 84-85.

% Fritz Ringer,Education and Society in Modern Eurap@ndon, 1979), 124.

1 Matthias Middell, ‘Germany’, in Porciani and Raghatlas 162.

92 Giuseppe Ricuperati, ‘Per una storia dellunivigrsialiana da Gentile a Bottai: Appunti e discassi, in
llaria Porciani, edl.'universita tra Otto e Novocento: | modelli eurdjgeil caso italiano(Naples, 1994), 324.

% BerelsonGraduate Education280-81.
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Congress in 2000 stood at 6,58@ut nowhere did ‘mass’ higher education arriveiluafter
the Second World War, if not 1960. The Robbins RejpmoENngland in 1963, thieoi Faurein
France in 1968, the liberalization of universityess in Italy in 1969 and in Germany since
1945 extended what the Veterans’ Bill of 1944 hadum in England and what already had
happened in America by the end of the 1950s astref the ‘G-I Bill' that hypothecated
tax revenues to fund war veterans’ university ssith The launch ofSputnikin 1957 also
added to impulses in America to diversify and edtaniversity research first in science, but
across the range of disciplines too, in order tantaa what politicians considered an
intellectual pre-eminence befitting a Western Sppeser?®

Similarity cannot, however, mask the variationspeed and detail of developments.
The ministries of education in France, Germany léalg selected and remunerated historians,
who thus became civil servaritsin England and America, by contrast, universitiesined
almost complete autonomy over appointmént&ngland’s University Grants Commission,
founded in 1919, set university budgets, but ditddiect allocations, whereas in France the
Caisse nationale de la recherche scientifigtmunded in 1924, only funded projects that
ministry-allotted university budgets could not sapp® The existence of private universities

in the United States presented a greater depaitome ‘Europeandirigismé in academic

% Matthias Middell, ‘Vom allgemeinhistorischen Joatreur spezialisierten Liste im H-Net. Gedanken zur
Geschichte der Zeitschriften als Elementen derititigtnalisierung moderner Geschichtswissenschait’,
Matthias Middell, edHistorische Zeitschriften im internationalen Veiigle(Leipzig, 1999), 16.

% Anderson, British Universities 113; Bourdieu,Homo Academicys156; Guido Martinotti and Alberto
Giasinti, ‘The Robed Baron: The Academic Professiorthe Italian University’, in Philip G. Altbached,
Comparative Perspectives on the Academic Profegdlew York, 1977), 24-26; Hartmut Boockmanfjssen
und Widerstand: Geschichte der Universi(Berlin, 1999), 262; Gérard Chaix, ‘De la fascioatallemande a
l'ouverture européene. Die franzdsische Geschichtetbung im 20. Jahrhundert’, in Heinz Ducchaett,
Nationale Geschichtskulturen — Bilanz, AusstrahluEgropabezogenhe({iMainz, 2006), 115; Roger Geiger,
‘Research, Graduate Education, and the EcologyhefAmerican Universities: An Interpretive Historyh
Sheldon Rothblatt and Bjorn Wittrock, ed$ie European and American University Since 1808tdiiical and
Sociological Essay€Cambridge, 1993), 248; Martin Trow, ‘Comparativergpectives on British and American
Higher Education’ in ibid., 298.

% Geiger, ‘American Universities’, 253.

% Porciani and Raphael, edsas 131, 162, 118.

% Ringer,Education and Societp48.

% AndersonBritish Universities 113.
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affairs’® The figures suggest decline between 1900 and 1868, 93% to 48%, in the
proportion of students educated at privately-funishstitutions in America, but the expansion
of public-sector universities offsets any real e@ase in student numbéfs. In addition,
American universities ‘could look to a regular,ugent source of support for the expenses of
conducting organized reaseach’ from philanthropigisindations and less often private
industry after 1920, unparalleled in Europe exéspGerman companies such as Volkswagen
and their efforts to support academic research 26452

Variations also emerge from the point of view adtbry curricula. William Stubbs and
J. R. Seeley made it possible to take a historyedeo England by the 1870s; the doctorate
gained currency around 1919 mainly to attract tprestudents, and remained a prerequisite
only for the lower social orders until mid-centdf§.In Italy, by contrast, theConsiglio
Nazionale delle Ricerchdounded by the Fascist government in 1923, fatiedcorrall
professors’ divergent research enterprises int@ler@nt programme on which to base a
teaching schedule. Indeed, no official doctoralgpamme existed there until legal reforms
took effect between 1978 and 1986.Schools or departments of history also had no
monopoly of historical teaching and research: acréise countries in question, law
departments and professors directed research ah hegfory, for example, often in isolation
from economic historians working in department&odnomics or ecclesiastical historians in
theological faculties. Professional guilds and esdmns mitigated such divisions in varying
degrees. The historical profession in Germany heddjular historians’ meetings,

105

Historikertage > But, in America, outside the American Historicadsdciation, professional

19 Trow, ‘British and American Higher Education’, 298

191 BerelsonGraduate Educations.

192 Geiger, ‘American universities’, 248.

193 Ringer,Education and Societp17.

194 Mauro Moretti and llaria Porciani, ‘Italy’, in Pciani and Raphael, edatlas 119, 121.

195 Matthias Middell, ‘Die ersten Historikertage in lschland, 1893-1913G, 5-6 (1996): 21-43.
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bodies uniting historians working in one or moresea@ch specialism remained under-
developed, reliant in greater measure on persdfuate'®

The overriding structure, direction and profesal@ation process exhibited by each
university system confirms, however, the practiligbof using a unifying theory like field
theory as a conceptual tool with which to situasistances ténnalesmethodologies. The
chapters that follow will illustrate the extent which these university systems within the
university field are not simply similar and diffestebut in fact interrelated through personnel,

institutions and intellectual agenda running thtoug the historical profession. National

variations and transnational processes thus und#rpiuniversity field.

(c) The Discipline and the Field in Comparativedpective
The potential for comparison also exists in Bourtlidield theory.Homo AcademicuandLa
noblesse d’état: Grandes écoles et esprit de ¢gupblished in 1984 and 1989 respectively,
both show how it can expose the inner workings miversity systems, in both cases in
France. They also suggest that field theory canpewenthe ‘historical tradition’ of one
university system with that of another, or othdrg revealing ‘systematic transfers’ between
systems across the fieltf. Derek Robbins later echoed Bourdieu, adding thaur@ieu’s
work on the French education system has not redesignificant attention from British
sociologists of education when it is, he insisggoksible to apply its analytical framework to
educational contexts other than in FratfeAnd educational sociologists have used it more
recently as a ‘thinking tool’ useful to study unisiies in different countries. Rajani Naidoo’s

study of South African universities thus vindicatks feasibility of Bourdieu and Robbins’s

1% Trow, ‘British and American Higher Education’, 2283.

197 Bourdieu,Homo Academicyvi.

1% Derek Robbins, ‘The Transcultural TransferrabitifyBourdieu’s Sociology of EducatiorBJSE 25 (2004):
415-40, 426, 428.
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suggestiont®® So Bourdieu’s field theory is suited both to coctirey disciplinary resistances
to Annaleswith their national-institutional determinants aad a basis for multinational
comparison.

The outlined approach as a result achieves the ‘f@ured functions’ required of a
comparative analytical framework, as outlined bygda Kocka. It identifies ‘units of
comparison’: resistances Amnaleshistorians’methods. It makes it possible to identify the
idiosyncrasies of each unit by contextualizing thaotording to chronology, context and
detail; in doing so it ‘explains’ their origins, tui@e and results; and it is a determinate sort of
comparison because it thinks across time and sSpacBy restricting its focus to
methodology, the comparison also heeds Rolf Todstlels prescription that ‘when we
compare historiography of all sorts between coastit has to be the presuppositions they are
constructed from that are compared’ because of dbmplexity of historiographical
investigation in generaf?

Unqualified comparative methodology would, howeuss, unwise in view of recent
scholarship. Two examples of historian’s recentad® imply that the technique continues to
refine itself. Jirgen Kocka outlined in 2004 thathough comparison has provided historians
with descriptive, analytical and paradigmatic toalshas also attracted criticism from those
emphasizing mutual influence between phenomena tmesnomies of similarities and
differences:* This echoes Charle’s warning with regard to thenparative history of
intellectuals that multilateral comparison is calcboth ‘to avoid creating simplistic

antitheses’ and to reflect the multi or transnatlohorizons within which intellectuals

199 Rajani Naidoo, ‘Fields and Institutional Strate@ourdieu on the Relationship Between Higher Edooat
Inequality and SocietyBJSE 25 (2004): 457-71, 468.

10 Jiirgen Kocka, ‘Historische Komparistik in Deutsofd’, in Heinz-Gerhard Haupt and Jirgen Kocka, eds,
Geschichte und Vergleich: Ansatze und Ergebnisgernational vergleichender Geschichtsschreibung
(Frankfurt-am-Main, 1996), 56.

11 Rolf Torstendahl, ‘Assessing Professional Develepts: Historiography in Comparative Perspective’, i
Rolf Torstendahl, edAn Assessment of Twentieth-Century Historiograptgfessionalism, Methodologies,
Writings (Stockholm, 2000), 9.

12 jiirgen Kocka, ‘Comparison and Beyortd&T, 42 (2003): 39-44, 41-42.
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worked!*® Hartmut Kaelble’s distinction between differenpég of historical comparison re-
enforces both Charle and Kocka’'s precision by datong that comparison has different
applications yielding analysis, explanation, untierding or identificatiort**

The dissertation assumes a transnational comyaragpproach in light of these
admonitions by adopting a particular structure. Tite# chapter profiles thAnnalesSchool,
providing a representative survey of their methodwlal discourses between 1900 and 1970
in order to present the objects in counteractiowloth resistances occurred. The subsequent
five chapters examine difficulties encounteredAnnaleshistorians’ methodologiewithin
historical disciplines contextualized in the unsigr systems of England, France, Germany,
Italy and the United States throughout the peri®d0lto 1970, paying heed to chronological
change, continuity and discontinuity. Integratedecatudies will demonstrate the way in
which historians’ pursuits of various methodologitaditions, development of specialisms in
certain areas of historical research and instimaiaffiliations interacted with disciplinary
debates and transnational discourses to geneffégeedi forms of dispute and misreception.
A concluding chapter will then assess the impaatlis€iplinary, national and transnational
factors in determining the nature of resistancesAtmalesin a more ‘hemispheric
perspective’, looking thematically at processes antlural tendencies that feature in the
national chapters: This both allows sustained comparison designechrding to Kaelble’s
typology, to ‘understand’ the nature of resistancas well as facilitating detection of

‘entanglement’ whether by transnational debategrofessional associations, to use Michael

13 Christophe Charle, ‘L'Histoire comparée des imtefliels en Europe. Quelques points de méthode et
propositions de recherche’, in Michel Trebitsch &arie-Christine Granjon, ed®our une histoire comparée
des intellectueléParis, 1998), 58.

14 Hartmut Kaelble Der historisch Vergleich. Eine Einfiihrung zum 18dw0. Jahrhunder{Frankfurt-am-
Main, 1999), 48-92.

15 Alan Greer, ‘National, Transnational, and Hypeiowal Histories: New France Meets Early American
History’, CaHR 91 (2010): 695-724, 718.
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Werner and Bénédicte Zimmermann'’s vocabulary, arttral influence’, to use that of post-
colonial theorist, Robert J. C. Yourhy.

This reflexive comparison does not seek to provigeontrovertible or uniform
understanding of resistances, just as it does motexhaustively to analyze all disputes
occurring between 1900 and 1970. It, therefordowed Franz Boas’s admonition not to seek
universality by engaging comparative approacfiesThe dissertation’s interdisciplinary
method nevertheless strives to guarantee ‘a temgabiending’ for the comparison, a necessity

Donald Kelley highlighted!®

I.4 The Sources

A composite source-base, designed to prevent gterlagraphical investigation falling into a
‘history of ideas’ mode in which ideas become de¢akcfrom their contexts, forms the factual
basis of the investigation.

It concentrates on the monographs, articles axtbddeks produced between 1900 and
1970 by protaannalistesand annalistesas well as historians opposing them in some way.
The selection began by examinimgnnales historians’ statements about methodology,
focusing on sentiment expressed in their writtestidnies more than in theoretical arguments,
then investigated books and articles in which tasises became perceptible, so as to assess
methods as they gained application and were delvatedr than as articulations of abstract
principles. Not all of the historians whose worlcansidered would today meet the scientific
criterion of scholarly history. In their own lifente they in some way did and for this reason

they have been included.

1% |bid., 64; Michael Werner and Bénédicte Zimmermaguis,De la comparaison a I'histoire croisé@aris,
2004), 24; Robert J. C. YounBpstcolonialism. An Historical Introductigras cited in Kocka, ‘Comparison’,
41.

17 Franz Boas, ‘The Limitations of the Comparativetiel of Anthropology’, in Franz Boa&ace, Culture
and Languagé€Chicago, 1940), 270-80.

18 Donald R. Kelley, ‘Grounds for Compariso8dS 39 (2001): 1-17, 17.
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Research proceeded by scrutinizing book reviewsdoin academic periodicals to
refine an understanding of responseAnaalesin this sphere. ThEnglish Historical Review
Revue historique Historische Zeitschrift Rivista Storica Italianaand The American
Historical Reviewformed the principal objects of inquiry. Learnedurnals provided
important formal channels for international comnmation between scholars in the period
before 1970, after which the publication of pergads entered a period of crisis, ‘because of
their inability to use existing information systerasd the bibliographical apparatus for the
identification and retrieval of their content tocammodate the growing volume [of
submissions]™° As Lingelbach remarked of themerican Historical Reviewfurthermore, it
‘[was] the central organ of the profession for thethodological and thematic standardization
of the profession, especially through review pracey Edoardo Tortarolo also highlights the
importance of book reviews for the transnationanownication of knowledge and ideas
across the pages of tRivista Storica Italiand®® So analysis of international evaluations of
Annaleshistorians’ work allows some assessment of thengéxtewhichAnnalespublications
reached an international audience. It also permpégial evaluation of whether or not
established methodological traditions associateti,veind propounded by, flagship journals
excluded scholarship produced by members oAt@alesSchool.

One hundred and nine private archives then provasheunderstanding of the extent to
which resistances varied between published, orexteverbal discourses in books, textbooks
and journals and scholars’ private, or internascdirses in correspondence and didfies.
The archival element to the research in this waggnves something of the variety, as well as

deepening an analytical understanding, of oppastitm Annalesmethodologies. Archives

came into play when they contained deposits froentified individuals whose published

19 Margaret SteigThe Origin and Development of Scholarly HistoriPariodicals(Alabama, 1986), 16.

120 Gabriele Lingelbach, ‘Die American Historical Review Griindung und Entwicklung einer
geschichtswissenschaftlicher Institution’, in Mitlded, Historische Zeitschriften52; Edoardo Tortarolo, ‘Die
Rivista Storica Italiana884-1929’, in ibid., 88-90.

121 ouis Althusser, ‘Ideology and the State’, in LedilthusserEssays on Ideologi.ondon, 1984), 56-57.
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work contained traces of oppositional thinking. fénes inevitable numerical disparity in the
number of archives consulted for each country, thig is not significant in the broader
picture!?? Disparities are in part explained by the fact thame historians’ archives simply
do not exist: for example, there is no Gabriel Mibrochive, but multiple holdings of other
scholars’ papers in France and elsewhere contgimifisant portions of his papers. It has also
not always been possible to see archival matenajor parts of Hermann Heimpel's archive
are, for example, closed by law until 21 Decemt@¥&*% Unfinished catalogues precluded
examination of the majority of Walter Maturi ando@cchino Volpe’s archiv&* Cataloguing
in progress complicated consultation of Lucien Fetsvarchive'” And minimizing these
setbacks by using publications of archival docurmigm is not always possible given the
state of the literature.

Finally, the findings of a significant portion ¢iie secondary literature ohnnales
have also received attention in parallel with thigartite undertaking. The dissertation draws
on the secondary literature in places where it ségekcomplement and extend the existing
state of knowledge about tienalesSchool. Consultation of the secondary sources prove

decisive in representingnnalesmethodologies in chapter one because this is &cubgell-

documented by other scholars.

12251 American, 22 English, 33 French, 17 Germaniahttalian archival deposits were probed.

123 Barbel Mund, Niederséchsiche Staats- und Uniisgitbliothek Géttingen, electronic correspondenith
the author, 10 Apr. 2008.

124 Emanuele Faccenda, Biblioteca del Museo NaziodeleRisorgimento Italiano, electronic corresponaenc
with the author, 3 Jul. 2008; Pier Angelo FontaBdhlioteca Comunale ‘Antonio Baldini’, electronic
correspondence with the author, 24 Jun. 2008.

125 g6goléne Barbiche, Archives nationales francaésgistolary correspondence with the author, 22 RRGS.
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1. TheAnnalesSchool, 1900-1970

This preliminary chapter provides a representasiuevey of the methodologies advance by
members of thénnalesSchool between 1900 and 1970. It incorporates i wf a variety

of historians but, whilst each has his or her palér interest, attention is directed towards an
overview ofannalistes’methodological proposals in order understand thgeand depth of
their techniques, some of which met with resistare® subsequent chapters will show. The
chapter does not, therefore, offer an exhaustiveowat of all Annales historians’
methodologies nor a general history of the Schedijch other scholars have already
attempted. It lays bare the construction ofAsimalesmethodological tradition, which relates
as much to disciplinary as institutional contexdsuing from the French university sytem.
And it pays attention to the way in which pra@tonalistesandannalisteshave constructed a
version of their own history because this autodiédin, as Matthias Middell and Raphael
noted, reveals the way in which thdigseminated the idea that they had changed Haatori
methodology:

‘School’ is used here in referenceAnnalesas a collective noun signifying a group of
historians formulating methodological proposalsaasommunity, whether by referring to
each others work or striving together to completsearch as a group, not as a suggestion of
uniformity. Annalistesdid not claim to act as a school. Berr never fashdne in any sense,
and Febvre conceived ddnnalesas a journal with related institutions all open rtew
methods and ide&sBraudel suggested that neither Bloch nor Febvteviiahed to create a
school® Armando Sapori, a friend to Febvre, and Braudatsuaintance, Hugh Trevor-

Roper, both describefinnalesas an ‘esprit’ in order to lend nuance to the igkean ‘Annales

! Middell, ‘Die unendliche Geschichte’, 19-2RaphaelDie Erben 17-22.

2 Martin Fugler, ‘Fondateurs et collaborateurs, débuts de l&Revue de synthése historique (1900-1910)
Biard, Boureland Brian, eds{lenri Berr, 188.

® Fernand Braudel, ‘Leannalescontinuent...’ AESG 12 (1957): 1-2, 1.
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School.* But, in the 1930s, historians perceived tuaalistesconstituted a ‘social school.’
Mention of a ‘school of French historians’, ‘thensol of Lucien Febvre’ or ‘Lucien Febvre’s
school’ and ‘the refined methods of a school ofnEre scholars’ also appeared scattered
amongst international reviews of, and books coringrrFrench historiography after 1950.
Reviewers suggested thahnaliste’swork ‘brings honour to the whole French historical
school.” And Annaleshistorians do exhibit continuity in elements ofettanguage they have
used and the concepts they have employed’, as Gggegs argue® Method is central to this
cohesion, as Stoianovich, Mastrogregori and Bueggéaforementioned books shdwt.is for
those reasons fitting to think of afAirinalesSchool’ in a dissertation about its methodology.
The chapter has four sections. The first exampres-annalistehistorians’methods
and the second undertakes the same with regarahnalistes’ procedures. Section 1.3
considers the institutions peopled Bynaleshistorians in order to demonstrate how they
shaped methodological debates. And the fourth addsAnnales’role in the print media and
its popularity amongst the educated reading publfrance, the wider resonancesfoinales
methodologies. Throughout, method is examined stetans applied it in books and articles,
not as the axiomatic proposals of any methodoldgiczatise in isolation. Probing of
historical practice can in this way avoid assumauherence where none exists as, for

example, in the case of Marc Bloch his work madéestents about method but his coherent

* Armando Sapori, ‘Necrologio: Lucien Febvre 187&19 Asi, 65 (1957): 131-132, 131; Hugh Trevor-Roper,
‘Fernand Braudel, thAnnalesand the MediterranearAHR, 44 (1972): 468-479, 468.

® Philippe Sagnac, ‘Sur la Révolutiorf™lecon’, in unpublished notebook, ‘Cours et leca886-37’, Sagnac
MSS AB/XIX/3526.

® Beatrice F. Hyslop, review of Blochpologie pour I'histoire AHR 55 (1950): 866-868, 868; A. J. P. Taylor,
review of RenouvinHistoire des Relations InternationaleSHR, 70 (1955): 503-504, 504; A. J. P. Taylor,
review of Schieder,Staat und GesellschafEHR 76 (1959): 754; Hermann HeimpeGeschichte und
Geschichtswissenschaft in unsere Z€ibttingen, 1959), 20; Robert Forster, review aflurie,Les Paysans de
LanguedocAHR, 72 (1967): 596-597, 596.

" Henri Lapeyre, review of Chaunu and Chau®Béyille et I'Atlantique (1504-1650RH, 218 (1957): 370-74,
374; Harold Perkins, review of Labrousse, [etlistoire Sociale EHR, 85 (1970): 216.

8 |ggers Historiography in the Twentieth Centy§1-52.

? See Introduction, §l.ii.a.
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account on the subjecBpologie pour Ihistoire appeared only after his deathThe
transnational diffusion adinnalistes’'methodologies, which became widespread between 1950
and 1970 but began during the pre-history of Aim@alesSchool in 1900, is in this chapter

only hinted at; the national chapters that folloaka it clearer still.

1.1 Pre-history: Sciences of Society, Nature amshBmics, 1900-1928

The AnnalesSchool’s pre-history extends from 1900 until 1928toannalistescame from a
range of disciplines and their activities centredRaris. Berr, Emile Durkheim and Vidal de
la Blache inspired their efforts to improve theghi@e of history and showed how historical
methodologies could cross-fertilize techniques thun all the human sciences from
anthropology to psychology. These debates bothblestad the precepts of afinnales
methodological tradition and informed Marc Blochddrucien Febvre’s early work.

Protoannalistedebates related to historians’ efforts to professiiae the study of
history after 1860. Alphonse Aulard, Numa Denys télu®e Coulanges, Charles-Victor
Langlois, Ernest Lavisse, Gabriel Monod and Cha$ssgnobos argued that history’s
scientific status ‘depend[ed] on a method to predemrrect results’ in contrast to the work of
amateur historians, many of whom were women, vgitirstory for the wider public in the
spirit of the Enlightenment — mixing literary elega with a casual attitude toward factual
correctitude’* Their concern to formulate a singular ‘méthodeméyise’ earned this group of
historians the appellatiométhodique which captures the spirit but not the individual

differences amongst a group comprising varied dijpms'? Their attempt to ‘scientize’

19 Massimo Mastrogregori, ‘Il genio dello storico:i Geritti teorici di Marc Bloch a StrasburgdkS| 99 (1987):
51-80, 74.

Y pivanna,Writing History, 239; SmithGender of History71-83; NovickNoble Dream40-46.

12 Scholars disagree both about the extent and degreehich méthodiquemethod arose from historians’
political and religious commitments. A selection oéws are found in, William R. KeylorAcademy and
Community. The Foundation of the French HistoriPabfession(Cambridge [Mass.], 1975), 68-74, 172-73,;
Guy Bourdé, ‘L’école méthodique’, in Guy Bourdé andrvé Martin, edd,.es écoles historique®aris, 1983),
181-214; Charles-Olivier CarboneHistoire et historiens: Une mutation idéologiquesdastoriens francais,
1865-1885(Toulouse, 1976), 409-18; Antoine ProBlpuze lecons sur l'histoirgParis, 1996), 93; Patrick
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history, thus they hoped lending its results cogencthe thirty years from 1880 until 1910,
aimed to ensure that history could rival the sdienstatus both of natural science, which
commanded respect in the age when Claude Bernasg@srimental medicine improved
personal health, and the perceived pre-eminend@eofan historical practice after 18%71.
They also believed that method legitimized hist@rieducation, which historians and
politicians in the French Third Republic hoped wbdbster a ‘cultural revolution’ by
presenting France’s future generations with inaomrtible evidence of the historic
importance of French republicanisth.

The Dreyfus Affair brought public recognition forfarm of historical method, but
also damaged its claim to ideological neutralityoridd, Seignobos and Lavisse overcame
their initial reluctance to participate in the Affaand, between 1894 and 1906, examined
evidence presented in court using the principleanpfartial documentary analysis Public
notoriety popularized history: one third of all do@l dissertations submitted to t8erbonne
came from history students, each hopeful of ohtgina secure career in Igcée or
university’® And the emphasis on method spread throughouti®arssientific institutions,
reaching their summit when the Marquis Arconatiedisti inaugurated a chair devoted to it
at theCollége de Francen 19057 But, as the twentieth century progressebthodique
historians’ involvement with Dreyfus made their giree look ‘totally outdated and harmful’
to protoannalistesbecause it appeared to serve politfc®rotoannalistesregarded it in

Alice Gérard’s wordsas ‘the emblem of the rationalist camp’, used agjathose who

Garcia, ‘Le moment méthodique’, in Delacroix, Dgssed Garcia, ed$,es courants historique96-199, 172-
76; DiVannaWriting History, 1-8.

13 Gabriel Monod, ‘Les études historiques en FrarReE, 18 (1889): 571-94, 588.

14 paul Bert, ‘Rapport sur le conseil supérieure '@esttuction publique’, as cited in Claudine Wolikp
‘Centenaire dans le Bicentenaire: 1891-19®dlard et la transformation du ‘cours’ en ‘chaire’ d’hiseode la
Révolution francaise a la SorbonnahRf 286 (1991): 431-58, 444.

15 Madeleine Rebérioux, ‘Histoire, historiens et dusjsme’,RH, 518 (1976): 407-32, 407-409.

16 Gérard Noiriel, ‘Naissance du métier d’historie®;,1 Sep. 1990: 58-85, 63.

" carbonell Histoire et Historiens418-35.

18 Febvre to Berr, 3 Dec. 1930, in Pluet-Despatin @addar, edd,ettres & Henri Berr410.
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‘mourned the passing of thancien régime in order to extol the virtues of liberal
democracy?

Berr's proposal of historical synthesis built m@thodiqualebates. The foundation of
the Revue de Synthése historigpeovided the main forum in which protonalistes
contemplated ‘rescuing’ human sciences and thethogefrom impoverishment through the
reduction of research hours by the ‘routine and igorpm’ of teaching demands and
ideologizatior?® In it, Berr welcomedméthodiquehistorians’ works: he, for example,
heralded Alphonse Aulardimagnum opuystheHistoire politique de la Révolution francajse
as equivalent to the ‘probing and fertile model safience’ for the revolutionary era as
Seignobos'dHistoire politique de I'Europe contemporaifieProtoannalistesdid not attack
historical method for its hyper-scientism in thermear of conservative scholars associated
with Action francaiseinstead they disparaged the dislocation of thmroanity of scholars
by excessive research specializaibrBerr had encompassed synthesis in his doctoral
dissertation and further developed the idedanSynthése en histojrevhich defined it as a
form of ‘philosophical reflection’, a way ‘to undgand life’ by drawing together knowledge
in full awareness of its historical evolution, aindthat way to ‘situate the individual within
Humanity, the totality of the Red® Human sciences must, he added, adopt the ‘axi@bgi
neutrality’ of natural sciences and use a varidétynethods in order to assess the multiplicity
of reality?® And Berr practised the interdisciplinarity implidgy his vision through his

‘volontarist editorial strategy’, the appeal to andlusion of articles by scholars working in

19 Alice Gérard, ‘A I'origine du combat des Annal@ositivisme historique et systéme universitaine’Charles-
Olivier Carbonell and Georges Livet, eds berceau des Annales: Le Milieu strasbourgedigstbire en
France au début du X$iécle(Toulouse, 1983), 82; Lavisse to Ferdinand LdDc2. 1912, Lot MSS 3708/506.
2 Henri Berr, ‘Sur notre programmédSH 1 (1900): 1-8, 2.

2L Henri Berr, review of AulardHistoire politique de la Révolution francajsRSH 2 (1902): 243-51, 251.

22 Jean Capot de Quissac, ‘L'Action francaise a Bassle la Sorbonne historienne’, in Carbonell aivet, eds,
Au berceau des Annalekr0.

% Henri Berr,La Synthése en histoi(aris, 1911), 308.

4 Delacroix, ‘Le moment de I'histoire-science soeiaP35.
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any and every disciplin@. Contributor numbers attested to Berr's successtptians wrote
43%, philosophers 19% atittéraires 17% of the articles included between 1900 and £910.
Francois Simiand’s contributions attested to BeweWitorial generosity. Simiand,
unlike Berr, criticized Seignobos and other higtos for focusing on individual rather than
general facts, which, Simiand argued, revealedpdst by exposing the beliefs on which
communities built shared ‘representations’ of theorld, an idea Simiand found in Emile
Durkheim’s treatise on sociological methddSimiand proposed a universal method designed
to be widely used, which, as Gérard Noiriel pointg, was not merely Durkheimigh.
According to Simiand, sociology created generall@axations using a historical method: the
discernment of facts through reading documé&hBut, unlike historians, sociologists then
generated and tested hypotheses constructed orgcofered information; historians, by
contrast, assumed that they must examine polifaak, narrowly construed as individual
people and events, and construct specific undelisign of transient occurrences. So
sociologists unlike historians used historical moettwith scientific precisiod® And their
empirical examinations of groups of people and ottwlectives, including assessments of
similarity and difference between phenomena actioss and place in order to offer causal
laws as explanations, extended still further tkeientific advantage over historiattsNor did
sociologists’ formulation of abstract hypothesesegythe problem of arbitrary subjectivity,

which troubled historians because it confoundedr tblaims of objective technique: it

% Burgiére, The Annales Schadl9.

% Fugler, ‘Fondateurs et collaborateurs’, 182.

" Emile Durkheim/es régles de la méthode sociologigBaris, 1895), vii-viii, 5-19.

2 Gérard Noiriel Penser avec, penser contre: Itinéraire d’un higtariParis, 2003), 69.

% Francois Simiand, ‘Méthode historique et sciermeiade: Etude critique d’aprés les ouvrages récdati/.

Lacombe et de M. Seignobo&SH 2 (1902): 1-22; 128-77, 1.

%0 |bid., 144; Francois Simiantla méthode positive en science économ{@aeis, 1912), 57, 80-81.

31 Francois Simiand, ‘La causalité en histoil®SfP, 6 (1906): 247-74, 252; on Simiand’s empiricisee slso
Massimo Mastrogregori, ‘Note su Simiand metodoldgsiste una terza via tra storicismo e empirismBa3|

101 (1989): 237-50, 243.
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constituted a realistic way, given the quotidiamoatments of academic life, for ‘objective’
social scientists to apply ‘well-reasoned methd.’

Sociologists’ ideas about method played an imporgant in the thought-world of
historians in these yearS&Simiand’s analytical vocabulary, ‘histoire hist@ige’, which
signified a dated methodology, gained acceptdhdeaul Lacombe argued that scientific
history should base itself on methods renewed Isjokagy>* Berr too criticized historians’
errors — specifically those of Eduard Meyer and idnGrotenfelt —, in the process
distinguishing as historical two related tasksutgtion’, the collection of facts, and ‘science’,
the colligation of individual and collective soci@cts into a ‘genetic process.” Executed in
tandem, the procedures both replicated past ektnd confirmed the reciprocity of history
to sociology because they revealed the interrelaifccollective and individual phenometra.
He saw, therefore, no reason for Meyer to havededuwn the individual personalities of
political history or for him to have denied thastoiry could be scientifit> But Berr's critique
stopped at the point of demonstrating how sociolagg history should co-exist. He did not,
like some Durkheimians, propose that sociology woeNventually ‘replace’ history, which
would one day have retrieved all information stoiredlocuments, because only sociologists
could interpret factd’

Method for Durkheim in fact derived from the study institutional history”

Institutions, he alleged, comprised ‘all beliefsdaall modes of behaviour instituted by the

32 Simiand, ‘Méthode historique’, 3, 143-44.

% |bid., 140; the name echoes Taine’s identificatibrraison raisonnante’ as the revolutionary Jacatast of
mind, detached from reality and destructive, in pdilyte TaineLes Origines de la France contemporaifg
vols; Paris, 1875-93), iii. 250.

3 paul LacombeDe I'histoire considérée comme scier{Baris, 1894), 354.

% Henri Berr, ‘L™ancienne’ et la ‘nouvelle écoleheHistoire d’aprés M. Arvid GrotenfeltRSH 8 (1904): 380-
87, 383; he made the same point in Henri Berr,ttilig traditionnelle et synthése historiqueSH 23 (1911):
121-30, 122.

% Henri Berr, review of MeyerZur Theorie und Methodik der Geschichte. Geschitfitlssophische
UntersuchungerRSH 6 (1903): 371-76, 373.

3" Berr to Durkheim, 10 Jul. n.d. 1910?, Berr MSS BRRL-01.3-60.

38 Emile DurkheimDe la division du travail sociglParis, 1893), 360.
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collectivity. Sociology can, therefore, be defiresithe science of institution.Fustel, who
taught Durkheim at thEcole Normale Supérieur@nspired the definition, and the preface to
the Année sociologiqueconfirmed sociologists’ interest in historical medologies,
mentioning no other discipline besides history aodiology’® Like Simiand, Durkheim
attacked ‘traditional’ history, particularly Gaeta®alvemini’'s work, as harmful because it
claimed that historians analyzed individual fééténstead, Durkheim argued, any scientific
method should investigate what he and Marcel Maadked the social fact, a particular
community’s world revealed by detached scholarlylgsis of custom, ritual and other
‘simple and elementary forms of an institutiéh.This had a radical animus, though
Durkheim insisted that his ‘method [was] not retinary.”** Durkheim wanted to reveal the
creative evolution of mankind rather than to enmilais méthodiqudorbears’ preference to
trace a linear dissent from 1789 to the Third Réip{B And, like Georges Sorel, he and his
circle used sociology in order to show that exgstaocial histories did not represent the total
experience of French society and that consequesdtyal inequalities and iniquities had
become inscribed in French I&WSome sociologists thus aimed to stimulate demicdesgal
reform. They also grappled with French versionsaftemporary transatlantic problems such
as the need to incorporate industrial workers antoass society in order to socialize industry,
to integrate it into extant social configuratididurkheim’s disciples Henri Hubert, Robert

Hertz and Céléstin Bouglé promoted this reformestearch, arguing that ‘all sociology

39 Durkheim,Les régles137-38.

“0 Emile Durkheim, ‘PréfaceAs 1 (1896): iv-vii.

! Emile Durkheim, review of Salvemiria storia considerata come scienza 6 (1901): 123-25, 125.

2 Marcel Mauss and Henri Hube8acrifice: Its Nature and Functigtranslated by W. D. Halid.ondon, 1964;
originally published in French in 1899), 7.

3 Durkheim,Les réglesvi.

4 Emile Durkheim, ‘Quid Secundatus politicae sciaatinstituendaeRHpg 1 (1937): 405-63.

> Emile Durkheim, ‘Les principes de 1789 et la stmgte’, RIE, 19 (1890): 450-56; Georges Sorel, ‘Essai sur la
philosophie de ProudhorRp, 17 (1892): 622-38.

“® Rod Kedwardla vie en bleu: France and the French Since 1@@hdon, 2005), 30-31.
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requires a historical preparation’ in order to gitgetheories spatio-temporal determination,
without which they floated ‘in the aif”

Febvre’s bookMartin Luther: Un destindrew on sociological approaches proposed
by protoannalistesto provide not a biography but a ‘judgement onheut*® It stands in
near-total isolation in French-language historitatature on Luther between 1900 and 1970,
to the extent that Febvre did not revise it priorre-edition in 1944 or 195%. Luther
appeared in it as a man in time, not in the paging under certain ‘daily conditions’ and
societal factors encountered by married men. Hisevbecame one amongst others of its
milieu, competing with an array of alternatives issuingnf the ‘theZusammenhangf
social discourse. It in that way appeared in cdntexa new light, rather than as that of an
intellectual detached from his wonl.Febvre hoped thereby to remind scholars, ‘not to
impoverish excessively by brutal simplification® thuanced richness of an oeuvre that was
not melodic, but [...] polyphonic?

Bloch also investigated the interaction of sociatoms and psychologies investigated
together as a collectivmentalité a recurring object iAnnaleshistorians’ work that dated
back to the age of Voltaire and that Michel Vove#eer introduced to the general pubfic.
Les rois thaumaturgesvhich followed the publication in 1920 of an aged version of his

doctoral dissertatiorRois et serfs. Un chapitre d’histoire capétiensieared Febvre’s interest

*" Robert Hertz, ‘Contribution & une étude sur laéspntation collective de la mor&s 10 (1905): 48-137, 49-
50, 104; Henri Hubert,es Celtes depuis I'époque de la Téne et la catibs celtique(Paris, 1932), 156, 248;
Céléstin Bouglé, review of Paul Mantowstistoire et sociologieAs 8 (1903): 162-64, 163 éléstin Bouglé,
Qu’est-ce que la sociologigParis, 1939), 1-2.

“8 Lucien FebvreMartin Luther: Un destir(Paris, 1928), i.

9 Henri Strohl,Luther jusqu’'en 152QParis, 1962), 17.

* Lucien Febvre, ‘Une question mal posée: Les oeigide la Réforme francaise et le probléme génésl d
causes de la RéformdRH, 161 (1929): 26-27. Febvre’'s approach resembleslétyDostoevsky’s treatment of
fictional characters in his novels, as identifigdNdikhail Bakhtin in the same year as Febvre’scietappeared
in print. See, Mikhail BakhtinProblems of Dostoevsky’s Poetitganslated by Caryl Emerson (Minneapolis,
1984; originally published in Russian in 1929)46:6, 98, 156.

*L Febvre Martin Luther, vii.

2 Michel Vovelle,Idéologies et Mentalité&aris, 1982).
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in the way in which collective representations ltised past realitie. Bloch found that the
English and French populace believed in the idaattieir monarchs had miraculous healing
powers because they felt miracles to be a necegsaiyre of life: ‘that which created faith in
the miracle was the idea that there must necegdmih miracle™ Here were ‘psycho-social
phenomena’, which necessitated the use of an ‘acalynethod that by analysis extends to
scientific synthesis’, designed to understand tlest pconstrued as a ‘collection of
experiences>® The impetus came from war-time experiences of lumsychology in the
trenches, where, interrupting his ascent throughréimks oflycéeteachers, Bloch observed
how memory and anguish formed knowledge in theradesef information, thus fostering his
interest in social mechanismfsThe emergence of psychanalysis in the 1930s whither
refined psychology also extended Bloch’s awarertdsthe possibility to transform social
psychology into a sub-category of historical inigations>’ Bloch, therefore, followed Fustel
and Durkheim’s sociological method, like them cdesing himself an ‘historian of
institutions.” He also privately paid homage in 1921 to thisitiawl, as it was then practised
by a teacher who had facilitated Bloch’s early egrenediaeval historian Ferdinand L°8t.
Alongside sociologists, geographers also shapetdjarmalistes'methods. Paul Vidal
de la Blache demonstrated the importance of gebgralptechniques in th&ableau de la
géographie de la Frangcevhich Ernest Lavisse commissioned. According tacBe, man’s
use of a place transformed it into one type of gaplgical entity not otherwise extant ‘in

advance, courtesy of nature’ nor the result of fdenconsiderations of climate and

>3 Febvre praised the project, see Lucien Febvrditifiee royale ou civilisation frangaise? La contudu Midi
par la langue francaiseRSH 38 (1924): 37-53, 51.

>* Marc Bloch, The Royal Touch: Sacred Monarchy and Scrofula igl&rd and Francetranslated by J. E.
Anderson(London, 1973; originally published in French in29, 243.

5 Marc Bloch, ‘Méthodologie historique’, unpublishedtes, n.d. 1920s? Bloch MSS AB/XIX/3849.

%% Marc Bloch, ‘Reflections d’un historien sur lesigses nouvelles de la guerf@SH 33 (1921): 13-35; Ulrich
Raulff, Ein Historiker im 20. Jahrhundert: Marc Blodfrrankfurt-am-Main, 1995), 72-73.

" See also, Peter Schéttler, ‘Mentalitatengeschiohté Psychoanalyse: Lucien Febvres begegnung oijuda
Lacan 1937/38'0ZG, 11 (2000): 135-46.

8 Marc Bloch,Rois et serfs: Un chapitre d’histoire capétier(faris, 1920), iii.

9 Bloch to Lot, 25 Aug. 1921, Lot MSS 7306/346.



TheAnnalesSchool, 1900-1970 41

geology.®® Blache in this way replaced Friedrich Ratzel's graphical determinism, which
assimilated human activity to its geographical eahtwith a ‘level-headed determinisfi}.’
His students then disseminated this vision of hurgangraphy: Albert Demangeon its
relevance to regional history in a series of moaphs and Lucien Gallois directed the
Annales de géographiewhich Blache and Marcel Dubois founded in 1891, whilst
contributing with Louis Raveneau to tBébliographie géographiqu& A school of thought
emphasizing man’s power to determine geographyetber emerged at the same time as
French politicians and intellectuals demanded thetr country’s fortunes would improve
once colonial expansion had taken pl&te.

Geography both became history’s equal inabetgation d’histoire et géographand
its principles shaped pro@mnaliste historians’ method®' Febvre’s work exemplified the
point. His doctoral supervisor, Monod, deemed spare indispensable explanatory
category’®> Before the First World War, Febvre followed suitst by writing a history of
France’s regions, then, in his doctoral dissematidefining a region as a ‘political
individuality’, ‘less as a certain region at a Sfiedate than at a determinate moment in its
evolution as a collective historical personalifydm the investigation of which he sought to
‘find contemporary conditions of existeri€®.Political history impinged only because it
resulted from, and therefore revealed, deeper gpbgral and material factors determining
popular experienceé¥.Febvre’s co-authorship with Lionel Bataillon lod terre et I'évolution
humaine: Introduction géographique a I'histoiteok geographical approaches to a wider

audience. Febvre had long considered communicagbneen geographers and historians, ‘a

€ paul Vidal de la Blachd&ableau de la géographie de la Fran@aris, 1903), 20.

¢ Vincent Berdoulayl.a formation de I'école francaise de géographie7@-d914)(Paris, 1981), 217.

®2bid., 66-67.

%3 bid., 46-60.

®*Ibid., 106-108.

% Gabriel MonodLa Méthode en histoir@Paris, 1910), 42.

% |ucien Febvrel.es Régions de la Fran¢Paris, 1905)Notes et documents sur la Réforme et I'Inquisigan
Franche-Comté&Paris, 1911) andPhilippe Il et la Franche Comté: Etude d’histoireliique, religieuse et
sociale(Paris, 1912), 1, i.

" Febvre Philippe 11, 1.
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relationship [...] difficult to realize’, so the bogkesented ‘simply a critical discussion’ of
competing methodologi€é. It evaluated sociologists’ conceptions of geograptvich
understood geographical facts as constituents @alsmorphology, as well as ‘the error of
Ratzel' that Blache had displac&dlt rejected Simiand's retribution of Demangeon for
geographical determinism on the grounds that Sichettacked an ‘image of geography he
had in mind’ rather than his victim’s emphasishad tmutual reciprocity of elements of human
and natural world§’ And it dismissed Simiand’s argument that geogreahifeatures
determined one aspect of peoples’ representatiotieeio world. Febvre and Bataillon instead
emphasized chance in man’s relations with the eartrated by ‘the idea’ of their natural
environment that people came fortuitously to Hdlwith co-author Demangeon, Febvre later
explained how such ‘collective imaginings’ coulceavtransform the Rhine from mere valley
into a border region — a potentially poignant obggon at a time when the Third Reich
sought to alter the Versailles settlement of 1&18.

Bloch used a variant geographical technique. Hectegl that Febvre and Bataillon’s
book did not include a chapter on ‘geographical ugdsenecessities’, features people
misperceive as something they are not: Febvre igas to argue that a river is not a natural
frontier but he should have added that it couldifbgeople thought of it thu§ Bloch by
implication understood geographical unity as ‘angfmgeographic’ cohesion, his own
definition of a ‘region.”* As he had in his first bookie de France: Les pays autour de Paris

Bloch insisted that Simiand had reason to asset ¢feographers ought to investigate

® Febvre to Pierre Caron, 4 Oct. 1928, Caron MSSXARA404; Lucien Febvre and Lionel Batailloba terre
et 'Evolution humain: Introduction géographique’Bistoire (Paris, 1922), 419.

% Febvre and Bataillon,a terre 79, 80-84.

©bid., 101-105.

" bid., 257, 425.

2 Lucien Febvre and Albert Demangedee, Rhin: Problémes d’histoire et d’éconon(iaris, 1935), x, 126-50,
293.

3 Marc Bloch, review of Febvréa Terre et I'Evolution humaindRH, 145 (1924): 235-40, 238.

" Bloch, review of Febvrd,a terre, 239.



TheAnnalesSchool, 1900-1970 43

sociological in tandem with geographical aspects akgion”™ The point resounded with
Henri Sée, socio-economic historian marginal tagemnalistediscourse, who agreed that
Bloch’s ‘observations on L. Febvre’s book appearay fair [...] Basically, history
(economic and social history above all) must sigdemore to sociology than to geography;
and the sociological method, which Durkheim defiriedn large part a historical methdd.’
Bloch in his turn formulated a comparative methody| useful both to economic and
social history. He conceived of it during work dretmediaeval economy, and its genesis
attested to his intellectual proximity to Henriétine. The latter had spoken of the need for a
comparative method both because the ‘growing amotitistorical literature’ endangered
any possibility of synthetic conclusions without nq@arison and because it proved
indispensable in his research concerning the oglship between Renaissance mercantilism
and mediaeval town<. Indeed, at the Brussels congress of 1923, Pirdrate not only
endorsed this part of their method but also proth&mch and Febvre’s effort to found an
international journal for economic histofy/Bloch’s understanding of comparison resembled
Fustel’s: they both thought it helpful for determig the constants of human nature so long as
scholars avoided creating a false analogy betwéféeraht chronological periodS. Bloch
therefore used comparison to explain agrarian gseE=in different regions of Europe studied

at the same moment in tiri.

1.2 Two Generations of Scholars and Studies, 1929-1970
Bloch and Febvre’s foundation of a review for seeamnomic history in 1929 marked the

end of the prot@nnalisteperiod in the history of thAnnalesSchool and the beginning of the

S Marc Bloch,lle de France: Les pays autour de Paizaris, 1913), 69.

® Sée to Bloch, n.d. 1924? Bloch MSS AB/XIX/3849.

" Henri PirennePe la méthode comparative en histofRruxelles, 1923), 12-13; Henri Pirennes villes du
Moyen-Age: Essai d’histoire économique et sodBleissels, 1927), 126-28, 135.

8 Olivier Dumoulin,Marc Bloch(Paris, 2000), 92.

® Numa Denys Fustel de Coulanges, ‘Questions rorsaiire Numa Denys Fustel de Coulang€sjestions
historiques edited by Camille Jullian (Paris, 1893), 418.

8 Marc Bloch, ‘Pour une histoire comparée des sésiétiropéenesRSH 46 (1928): 15-50, 23-24.



TheAnnalesSchool, 1900-1970 44

annaliste period. This section examines in profile the fitgto ‘generations’ ofAnnales
historians’ methodologies. This categorization digg the period from 1929 to 1970 in two:
the first generation, centred on Bloch and Febdogpinated between 1929 and 1947, and the
second generation centring on Braudel, Ernest lLets® and Pierre Goubert led until the end
of the period considered in this dissertation. $aisohave suggested that generational
categorizations such as these are both ‘uncertalrsamewhat ridiculous’, but they are used
here in the interest of clarity rather than conidlely to classifyAnnaleshistorians®® The
analysis explains both generations’ methods in derof their economic, social and
civilizational content, a framework mindful of theexpressions of interest in these areas
through their journal between 1929 and 1970.

Historians of the first generaticadopted Simiand’s hypothesizing method by posing
guestions. They formulated problems about the [@ssi@a function of Humanity’s present
needs’; without problems they insisted, historyseehto exist, and, as a resuMpnales
historians de-emphasized the differences betweemalst and the preséfitQuestions such
as ‘when’, ‘why’ ‘how’ and ‘to what extent’ orgared their work, and they saw this as a way
of escaping the only two options available to eathistorians: either to sketch a stasibleau
of a given event or to create a dynamic but eventred narrative. Articles iAnnales
concerning price history and the economic deprassibthe 1930s based on statistical
assessments in the style of Earl J. Hamilton abagethe special issue on Germany in 1937,
which precipitated the break in relations with AmdaColin, signalled the power of problem-

led history to explain the present as well as thgt$ It is not possible, however, to accept

8 Burgiére, The Annales Schad.

82 |ucien Febvre, ‘A nos lecteurs, & nos amis. Faceemt: Manifeste deSnnalesnouvelles’ AESG 1 (1946):
1-8, 4, 8; Febvre, ‘Vers une autre histoire’, 24d¢ien Febvre, ‘Propos d'initiation: Vivre I'hista’, MHS, 3
(1943): 5-18, 8; on the de-emphasis of past-prewstations, see Lutz Raphael, ‘The Present as debiga for
the Historian: The Contemporary World in the ‘ArgmE. S. C.’, 1929-19495dS 21 (1992): 25-44.

8 Lucien Febvre, ‘Le probléme des pri®Hés 1 (1929): 67; Lucie Varga, ‘Le genése du natiesmdialisme.
Note d’'analyse socialeAHés 9 (1937):529-46 — Armand Colin, a conservative publishingd®in the 1930s,
objected to Varga’'s overtly anti-Nazi lead artidiebvre and Bloch in any case referred to Nazi Gesras a
forum of ‘rationalized fanaticism’, see Peter Stledj ‘Rationalisierter Fanatismus, archaische MEtéten:
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Johann Heilbron’s suggestion that economic criiey 4929 provided the solaison d’étre
because the journal also continued sociologeftferts to make society a historical category,
something that appeared necessary at the time ghercontingency of social structures
revealed by the Russian Revolution of 1917, as Riliérget has showf So Seignobos,
along with Julian Benda, came under critical exatiam from Febvre: Benda for falsely
alleging that past people always wanted to formaaon; Seignobos for writing national
history with an unjustified organizational stru@ur political events first, population and
society next and only then economicsinnaleshistoriansalso criticized Berr's son-in-law,
Louis Halphen, for omitting ‘concrete realities’csuas society altogether, as well as other
scholars’ faults such as imposing value judgem®nts.

Annaleshistoriansalso engaged economic methods to investigate hhieseunity’ of
the real in order to create a ‘universal hist§ABloch and Febvre rejected Marxist economic
materialism as formulated by philosophers Georgesdfann and Henri Wallon because
they suspected it of reducing multifarious phenoaném singular material causes. They
preferred that method should remain ‘positive’, dfiid of ‘real facts’, in the tradition of
pioneer historians of economic history in Francepf@es d’Avenel and Natalis de Waiff.
Annaliste economism followed Simiand’'s lead by tempering ecoic analysis with

sociological investigation of ‘psychological tendas’ that both responded to and were

Marc Bloch und Lucien Febvre als Kritiker des natitsozialistischen DeutschlantieG 14 (1996): 5-21; Earl
J. Hamilton American Treasure and the Price Revolution in Sphh®1-1650Cambridge [Mass.], 1934).

8 Johann Heilbron, ‘Les métamorphoses du durkheimjsi820-1940'RfS 26 (1985): 203-37; René Pillorget,
‘From a Classical to a Serial and Quantitative $tofl History: Some New Directions in French Histadi
Research’DUJ, 149 (1976-77): 207-16, 208.

% Lucien Febvre, ‘Entre I'histoire & thése et I'nise manual; deux esquisses récentes d’histoireraece: M.
Benda, M. SeignobosRS 5 (1933): 205-36; Lucien Febvre, ‘Une histoirditipue de la Russie moderne:
Histoire-tableau ou synthése historiquRS 7 (1934): 29-36.

8 Marc Bloch, ‘Manuals ou synthésesHés 5 (1933): 67-7170; Lucien Febvre, ‘Pro domo nostra: A quoi sert
la critique?’,AHés 8 (1936): 54-56, 55; Lucien Febvre, review of @erDesmoulins,Le vieux Cordelier
AHEés 8 (1936): 394-95; Marc Bloch, review of Germaibebel, Histoire administrative, économique et
financiére de I'abbaye de Saint-Denis, étudiée sp@ment dans la province ecclésiastique de Send,181 a
1346 AHés 9 (1937): 80-85.

87 Marc Bloch and Lucien Febvre, ‘Au bout d’un aAHés 2 (1930): 1-4, 3.

8 pillorget, ‘Some New Directions’, 207; Henri Ség¢atérialisme historique et interprétation économéoge
I'histoire (Paris, 1927); Lucien Febvre, ‘Techniques, scieratenarxisme’AHés 7 (1935): 615-23, 617, 622.
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determined by the material constraints on peoeistencé” It meant using the methods of
class analysis but in order to establish how sauniaéu, ‘power, authority and the means to
action in a given society’, interacted with and [t other development$.So first-
generatiorhistorians likenednnalesto theNuova Rivista Storigavhich economic historian
Corrado Barbagallo founded in 1917, because beibwes strove to construct a history made
universal at once by its sensitivity to economied #s ecumenical attitude.

Bloch’s economic research exemplified these methbes Caractéres originaux de
I'histoire rurale francaiseexplored the state of French agriculture thatltedun the delay of
France’s agrarian revolution until the eighteengintary. It included comparative elements,
investigating French, English and German regionsrder to reconstruct France’s field
system’? La Société féodajevhich explained how feudal bonds related to peakoelations
created manorialism and how forms of government dedined the feudal regime through
class structure evolved, presented an analogotsvachent” It focused on the personalized
‘vassal bond’ as an integral determinant in thedéeconomy? And it did so in order to
embellish the notions created by historians whoocBlomitted to name that feudalism had
been ‘an event that arrived once in the world’ bgicating that in fact a feudal ‘phase’
occurred, characterized by types of social fornmatithat future scholars should seek to
compare across countries around the gfgbe.

Economic analysis also informed the statisticalthmeés developed by historians
belonging to the second-generation. Pierre and EltgyChaunu, like Braudel and Romano,

produced collaborative investigations of mercastili They re-affirmed Bloch’s comparative

8 Marc Bloch, review of Simiand,e Salaire, évolution sociale et la monnaie: Esfmithéorie expérimentale
RH, 153 (1934): 1-31, 25.

% Marc Bloch, review of SimiandZours d’économie politiquéRSH 51 (1931): 253-56, 256.

1 Marc Bloch, ‘Problémes d’EuropeAHés 35 (1935): 471-80, 473; Lucien Febvre, ‘Tours aidiions
mondiaux ou européend\Hés 41 (1936): 580-82, 581; Marc Bloch and Lucien\Feb'A nos lecteurs’AHés
54 (1938): 481-82, 481.

92 Marc Bloch,Les Caractéres originaux de I'histoire rurale fraaige (Paris, 1931), 21-65.

9 Marc Bloch,La Société féodal@ vols; Paris, 1939-40), i. 223-50, ii. 79-116.

*Ibid., i. 6-11.

*Ibid., ii. 252.
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perspective that ‘there is no such thing as pulatal history’ by demonstrating how the
international economy connected regions and relaeigrocally to social structures and their
mental climates in a way in which past people coubd have detected. Annual series of
statistics could, they believed, convey these deeglities®® Chaunu’s serial history
constituted more than straightforward quantatistany, which Chaunu felt — as a convinced
Christian — failed to represent the total life ohmif it restricted itself to numbers alone; it
sought exhaustive reconstruction of all processesagling past live¥’ In another direction,
Georges Duby’s mediaeval researches complementgdels Le Goff's because, by studying
the western mediaeval economy as a whole, he abedlthat in fact stagnant Carolingian
society gave way around 1000 A.D. to a rapidly exjiag new economy, in which military
élites exploited both resources and peas&nBuby’s book, like Le Goff'sMarchands et
banquiers du moyen agalso exerted widespread influence on studentausecit formed one
in a series of textbooks, which historian of Byzamt Paul Lemerle commissionédin
addition, Labrousse developed statistical techrag@ad models) through his work on the
French Revolution ia Crise de I'économie francaise a la fin de l'acrégime et au début
de la Révolutionwhich went to press in 1944. But, unlike Blochddrebvre, Labrousse’s
economic techniques responded in a ‘critical’ waystmiand’s, as Maria Novella Borghetti
has showrt® Economic trends, Labrousse alleged, formed reiosiaty society by creating
gaps in wealth and the expectations that genesateidl relations and political choices, both

over how political figures responded to situaticarsd how public opinion responded to

% pierre and Huguette Chauréville et I'Atlantique (1504-156@1L2 vols; Paris, 1955-59), i. 6-11; Fernand
Braudel and Ruggiero Romaniavires et marchandises a I'entrée du port de Limeu(1547-1611)Paris,
1951).

" pierre Chaunu, ‘Une histoire religieuse sérielR¥4mg 1 (1965): 5-34, 31.

% Georges Dubyl.’économie rurale et la vie des campagnes dansdi@nt médiéva(2 vols; Paris, 1962), i.
133-37.

¥ Ibid., i. 7-8.

190 Ernest Labrousse, ‘Le prix du blé en France danselconde moitié du X\Alsiécle d'aprés les états
statistiques du Controle GénéraRHés 19 (1931): 133-211; Maria Novella Borghettiiceuvre d’Ernest
Labrousse: Genéses d’'un modéle d’histoire éconoeigaris, 2005), 117-23.
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political action'® He for that reason investigated how growth andy@ss occurred without

lapsing into economic materialism, and this madework acceptable to scholars who, in the
era of Cold War France, tried to navigate a patiweéen Marxist theory and Walt Rostow’s
distinctly non-Marxist five-stage modernization nettP? The statistical verification of
Labrousse’s proposals created a cohort of twengy-doctoral students working between
1960 and 1970 to test their teacher’s findings dach of France’s regiod®® Braudel
encouraged them, appreciative of the ‘fruitful’ mamatical certainty provided by processing
annual data-seridS? As a result, along withJean Meuvret, Pierre Vilar and Maurice
Lombard, Annaleshistoriansdominated the research in, and teaching of, ecandistory
after 1945.%°

Sociological procedures also featured. Febvre digfgérthem as part of the ideal of a
‘human history, total and articulate, both synthetnd alive’, a ‘history of social structural
phenomena’, and, for him, there was only ‘histdmgttis entirely social, by definition®
Febvre’s method, building on Durkheim’s calls tovestigate collective representations,
hypothesized that past people represented theldwasing ‘mental material’ or ‘tools’ such
as language, music and images that historians whgsect in order to understand past
people'®” Febvre accordingly combined Wallon and CharlesnB&'s psychology with
Antoine Melillet's comparative linguistics because laccepted that words signified
constellations of beliefs that could be evaludf&dut this did not amount to a structuralist

reading of history: economic, social and intell@ttunteractions created the impressions of

191 Ernest Labroussé,a Crise de I'économie francaise a la fin de I'awirégime et au début de la Révolution
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193 Frangois Dosse, ‘L’histoire sociale & ‘la frangaia son apogée’, in Delacroix, Dosse, Garkis courants
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cohesive forms, but Febvre also asserted ‘Strugtulteis a fashionable term, | know. It has
spread out all over th&nnales too much so for my tasté’® His Renaissance history trilogy
demonstrated instead that sociological analysisatheled subtle localization of past peoples’
mental tools in their ‘worlds’, their ‘manners dfittking and living.**® The results were
surprising: examination of Rabelais’ oeuvre as padixteenth-century theological discourse
precluded calling him an atheist; situating t8@gmbalum mundamongst reformist and
spiritualist tracts of the 1530s circumscribed raglicalism; and unless historians decoded
Marguerite of Navarre’s vocabulary using sixteecgitury definitions, Febvre protested,
nobody could really understand what she had <aid.

Second-generatiorannalistes added demographic to sociological analysis after
19502 The addition paralleled work by Peter Laslett, tindy ‘Annalist’ in England in his
own opinion, to reconstruct the structure of sgcietior to the Industrial Revolution and
compare its units such as the village community iggdbirth, marital and funereal customs
with twentieth-century constellation® The intention to divest readers of misappreherssion
about the past in order to better understand tlesept fuelled the enterpris¥. Annales’
enquétes collectivese-started in 1961 by Braudel, also studied ademographic issues, the
‘complicated themes’ of a ‘history of material lifleomplete with ‘biological factors’ in order
to bring historical perspective to notions concegrihe social functions and habits of bygone
ages- Pierre Goubert’s doctoral dissertati@eauvais et la Beauvaisis de 1600 & 1@86

Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie’®Paysans de Languedoqublished in 1959 and 1960
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TheAnnalesSchool, 1900-1970 50

respectively, disclosed the methodological contiasithus bolstered. Ladurie explained that
guantitative history provided a framework, but $gated with the formidable obstacle of
mentalités[he] guessed at invisible spiritual frontiers thagre more constraining than any
others.” He preserved first-generation historiat&mpts to recover a social morpholdtfy.
Goubert, by contrast, described his methodologstasstical analysis of demographic as well
as economic and social ‘fluctuations’ based on dather than ‘a case of theory” So
between Ladurie and Goubert sociological procederesloped through the use of statistical
method, but also continued to observe Durkheimraights about the unmeasurability of
beliefs.

Anthropologists prompted members of the seconaigdionto justify, and therefore
bolster, their methodological traditidif Claude Lévi-Strauss presented a representative
grievance. Heejected any ‘methodological parallelism’ demonsteof difference between
history and ethnography and preferred instead legalthat both history and anthropology
investigated the structures of collective life. Bboé added, historians purveyed a mythical
understanding of the past by using evidence aace gxisting in, and so connecting it to, the
present. Lévi-Strauss, by contrast, thought of past present as discontigudts Braudel
replied: ‘sociology and history are one and the esadventure of the mind’, but, because
anthropological methodology analyzed facts over lerts time span, it resembled
microsociology — incapable of factual explanati@tduse it did not contextualize its objects
of study in thelongue duréé®® The republication in 1966 dfa Méditeranée et le monde
méditeranéen a I'époque de Philipperdminded scholars what Braudel meant. Historical

method, according to Braudel, investigated thre¢ually-inclusive durations: the long, of

18 Emmanuel Le Roy Laduriées Paysans de Languedg@vols; Paris, 1966), i. 11.
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geographical and geological structures; the mediomsocio-economic fluctuations or
conjunctures; and the short duration of politicabres™?* Braudel thereby claimed that
historical methods examined structures, but, unkkeat Lévi-Strauss called ‘structural
anthropology’, he did not make structure an enitisieif.*** He in fact responded to structural
analysts like Leévi-Strauss and Georges Gurvitchphyalising historical time into three
layers and showing hownnaleshistorians’ economism and sociological proceduresew
apposite tools for the investigation of the diffar@henomena found in each. The argument
both defended the power of historical approachegrtvide universal explanations and
grounded the clairthat history could provide the ‘corridor’ betwedhthe social science®>
These developments prepared the way famnales historians to use their
methodologies to study civilizations between 194@ 4970, at the moment a younger
generation followed Braudel's dictum that histosy ‘a collection of crafts’ designed to
execute the task’ Charles Morazé and Jacques Le Goff in their studié western
civilization in the modern and mediaeval periodpexgively, as well as Emmanuel Le Roy
Ladurie’s history of climate since 1000 A.D., dersated second-generati@mnalistes’
concern with civilization. Morazé argued that thesno longer held first place amongst its
continental competitors and had become ‘one catiienh amongst others’ having since the
Industrial Revolution ‘lost its authority’ to rivalwith a younger population and better-
developed technological compl&R.He then used his findings in order to argue thse dar
internationalism through human solidarity, an esten of Durkheim’'s democratic
dialoguet?® Le Goff described the West as an economic ‘systevhich progressed from

subsistence to growth between the tenth and thittteeenturies, structured by time and

121 | ucien Febvre, ‘Un livre qui grandit’, review ofr&udel, La Méditeranée et le monde méditeranéen a
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geography but animated by the material world arehtalités?’ Ladurie’s compilation of
climatic data cut across national boundaries toanéilating hypotheses about the possible
connections of human activity and fluctuations ineteorological pattern$® These
civilization analyses brought a global focus to shedy of total history urged by members of
the first generation, and it also reflected a peat-mood in which world war and the Cold
War prompted historians in the West to think abehy their civilization had produced such
conflicts, whilst stimulating recognition of theagving power of non-western civilizatidA?
Preoccupation with civilization became widespreadhe 1960s just as thennales
tide rolled onto American shores and onward to detepglobal recognitionAnnales
historians’ books and articles olnnales’ own history from this period imply that their
methodological innovation was complete. Febvre'sppration for publication in 1949 of
Bloch’s Apologie pour I'histoire, ou métier d’historieposthumously associated Bloch’s
name and historical method with their new thinkiBgaudel’s argument deployed against
Lévi-Strauss that only beginning with the long dima could understanding a particular
phenomenon become possible drew on Francois Sifeiaodtique of Seignobos’s
preoccupation with short-term political events ndafter 1903. So Braudel’s choice to re-
publish Simiand’s article in 1960 to help younge@shers ‘better understand this dialogue
between history and the social sciences’ was paiginaboth timing and content’ Equally,
Braudel’'s essay fohnnales’thirtieth anniversary described a continuity ofgmse since Berr
to unite history and neighbouring human and sosi@ences at the high-point of the

confrontation with anthropology! And Braudel on Febvre after his death, like Fetome

127 Jacques Le Goff,a Civilisation de I'Occident médiévéParis, 1964), 1-7.

128 Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurié]istoire du climat depuis I'an m{R vols; Paris, 1967), i. 216-37.
129 Bentley,Modern Historiography128-30.

130 Francois Simiand, ‘Méthode historique et sciermzade’, AESG 15 (1960): 83-119, 83.

131 Fernand Braudel, ‘Lesnnalesont trente ans (1929-1959RESG 14 (1959): 1-2.
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Berr at the time of his passing, commemorated dafigures’ of theAnnalesenterprisé=>?
Indeed, Febvre’s compilation of essays, publishe@€@mbats pour I'histoiran 1952 (the
year of Berr's death), categorized his intervergi@s: ‘Professions of faith at the outset’,
‘Those for and against’, ‘Alliances and support$he neighbours’ views, or brothers who
ignore’, ‘Individuals and souvenirs’, ‘Hopes oniaal.” Here is the journey metaphor, and
sympathetic scholars encountered along the wayaa@sepatrons of a collective enterprise.
Annaleshistorians’ presentation of a distinct version lo¢it methodologies’ history
also created and consolidated their place in iatenal scholarly discourses, as Middell has
shown. They not only distinguished themselves fiotallectual rivals retrospectively. Their
work in fact disclosed that amongst their interqmeetand analytical frameworks lay strategic
means to highlight their own credentials. Interghikcarity readily translated to intellectual
hegemonization of other subjects in the same waRBrasdel’'s claims that history should
unite and lead all social scienc@3.If collective representations meant that histaian
collaborated with colleagues in neighbouring dikegs, it also gave them the initiative in
directing research projects. Similarly, Febvre &rdudel’s editorial manifestos iAnnales
exemplify the logic of continuity that they advadaa the 1950s when they evoked their own
scholarly journey. Braudel signalled the continudfy post-war with inter-warannaliste
scholarship in 195%* Febvre, too, had hinted at durability of #henalesanimus in 1946
But in both instances continuity went hand-in-hamth inclusivity, and that also implied
exclusion. Attacks on the work of ‘traditional’ lisians exemplified the point. So too did
proto-annalistesand annalistes’ efforts to attract international collaborators inder to

overcome the parochialism they alleged that somal tistorians prolongetf® Annales

132 Fernand Braudel, ‘Lucien Febvre et I'histoird&ESG 12 (1957): 177-82; Lucien Febvre, ‘Un deuil des
Annale§ AESG 10 (1955): 1-3, 1.

133 5ee also, Middell, ‘Die unendliche Geschichte’, 19

134 Braudel, ‘LesAnnalescontinuent...’, 1-2.

135 Febvre, ‘Face au vent’, 1-8.

136 See also Middell, ‘Die unendliche Geschichte’,2®-
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historians thus implied that they alone contindegrtintellectual forbears’ work and that they
co-operated with like-minded scholars in other igiigtes as well as abroad by virtue of their
internationalism. Successive generations includingalesscholars such as Francois Furet,
Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie and Marc Ferro continuetshtoke a legacy of some sort in this
way after 19763 So this limited but important strategic dimensionAnnaleshistorians’
conduct suggests that their methodological innowati albeit that in the spirit of
experimental scepticism they never guaranteed fingitfulness, went hand in hand with

behaviour necessary to gain a foothold in Frangeigersity system.

1.3 Institutions

Institutionalization accompanied the growing numbefr historians and publications
purporting Annales methodologies. In general, proaonaliste historians gathered in
organizations outside the university field, whitgstnalistespeopled both existing and new
establishments, which helps explain h@mnaleshistorians came to exert influence on
French higher education and the general pdfifin fact between 1929 and 19@fnalistes
competed with and replaced intellectual patrons) shelded power in the form of influence
on appointments, in the supervision of theses, iangetting articles placed in prestigious
journals’, and took up posts within the universiygtem throughout Franée.

Protoannalistesgathered on the periphery of the university fiefdl adid not have
financial or other support from the Ministry of Matal Education. Pim Den Boer argues that,
although he remained Bcée teacher throughout his career, Berr's six-hourchaay
schedules and his marriage to Cécile Halphen, wiigbght him private wealth, enabled him

to undertake intellectual projects that qualifiednhas a ‘patron’ of the protannaliste

¥ pid., 25.

138 Burke, French Historical Revolutior25-31;RaphaelDie Erben 150-205.

139 pim Den BoerHistory as a Profession: The Study of History imifice, 1818-1914ranslated by Arnold J.
Pomerans (Princeton 1988; originally published utdd in 1987), 248; Terry N. Clark and Priscilla@®ark,
‘Le Patron et son cercle: Clef de l'université fraise’,RfS 12 (1971): 19-39, 38.
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methodological tradition in 1913° Indeed theRevue de Synthése historichad connections
to theCentre International de Synthésen organization which Berr had created in 1929. |
consisted of four sections: one for historical bgsis directed by Berr to whom Febvre
deputized; a second for natural science directedlli®f Rey; a third for the history of science
directed by Paul Langevin and then Aldo Mieli; antburth for general synthesis over which
Abel Rey also presided’ Berr also purposely intensified interaction wititural science by
founding a journalSciencein 1936. This formalized connections betweenonysaénd natural
science fostered by protmnaliste historians, amongst others, that resulted in the afs
scientific metaphors by Bloch, for example, wholgpof the need to ‘rely on the laboratory’,
or Febvre, who insisted that scientific method nbe@onstructing hypotheses and posing
problems; Bloch and Febvre’s personal intereshendplitting of the atom and the ‘drama of
relativity’ also explained\nnales’scientific orientatiort*?

Federalism characterized Pratonaliste institutions. They facilitated meetings of
like-minded scholars, such as Berssmaines de synthédeut they did not deliver formal
education to students or the public. Yet many peotoalistesbesides Berr, including
Durkheim, Bouglé, Febvre and Bloch, felt shunnedntinat they perceived as the university
system’s self-perpetuating internal selection-cottees™** Or, more precisely, they felt
excluded from Parisian institutions, which forméd top layer of the university hierarchy for
resources, salaries, public prestige and qualitstudents, all compounded by the university
‘palaces’ not found outside the capitdl. The minister called Durkheim to theaculté des

Lettresin Paris only fifteen years before his death in7;9Bouglé fared better, becoming a

140 Boer, History as a Professiqr304.

141 Michel Blay, ‘Henri Berr et I'histoire des scierstgin Biard, Bourel and Brian, eddgenri Berr, 132.
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Sorbonne appointee aged only thirty one; both Feelawid Bloch remained at the University
of Strasbourg until they were in their fifties. Bloand Febvre, like Braudel, had a certain
cultural capital deriving from their paternal conohens to the professoriate: Bloch’s father,
Gustave, was an ancient historian but at a proainmiversity (Lille) for much of his career;
Febvre descended from lgcée teacher, but his father-in-law, Paul Dognon, seésl
geography at the University of Toulouse; and ClsaBeaudel was a mathematicidi.They
were all ‘oblates’ in Bourdieu’s vocabulary, thensof teachers and professors whose lives
thereafter centred on the education syst&But this did not speed up the promotion process,
and they found provincial universities resemblaatéahambers to the Sorbonne’ where their
slow promotion progress frustrated th&th.

First-generationannalistes however, did find position and recognition in thap
echelon of the university system whilst contribgtiio Annales Febvre’s call to the chair of
modern civilization at th€ollege de Francénstalled him in a group of socialist professors
including Charles Andler, Victor Basch, Maurice blahchs, Henri Focillon, Mario Roques
and Francois Simiand? Annaleshistoriansoccupied that chair thereafter because Braudel
succeeded Febvre in 1949, and it fell in 1973 tcRiog Ladurie**® Duby joined Braudel at
the Collégein 1970, becoming the first mediaevalist sympadthtetAnnalesto achieve such a
nomination. Bloch succeeded Henri Hauser in thér dfaeconomic history at th8orbonne
in 1936. And in the aftermath @nnalistes’ascent to the capital, their efforts to attract a
national audience for their socio-economic histitmpughAnnales thus lifting them out of

provincial employment in Strasbourg, paid dividenBsiblication of their books in Berr’s

145 Olivier Dumoulin, ‘Bloch, Marc’, in Christian Amal, ed, Dictionnaire biographique des historiens francais
et francophones: De Grégoire de Tours a Georgesy(®aris, 2004), 28; John M. Burne¥oulouse et son
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196 Bourdieu,Homo academicysxv.

147 Christian Pfister to Gustave Cohen, 20 Sep. 182hen MSS 59/AP/3.

148 Charle,République des universitaire306.

149 Coutau-BégariePhénomene ‘nouvelle histoire?93.



TheAnnalesSchool, 1900-1970 57

series, ‘Evolution de I'Humanité¢’, had also contidd to national recognition. So
professional aspiration and intellectual commitmemnt together. Febvre’'s increasingly
moderate polemics against Seignobos after 1934rootifiat connection because it discloses
that once Febvre had tieollege position he wanted, one of greater symbolic wahidn
Seignobos’sSorbonneteaching post too, it allowed him to divert his &es from the
justification ofannalistemethodology to its practicg’

Annalistesalso accomplished an ‘essential step’ in modergi2eonomic history,
which few institutions taught before 19%7.0wing to the neglect of economic history in the
early-twentieth century, prospective contributotsfiest hesitated or refused Bloch and
Febvre’s suggestion of co-operation because thieyhat their historical education had not
prepared them for the demandsAsfnalessocio-economic histor}?? Bloch felt that French
economic history looked underdeveloped comparell Wie state of the subject in Austria
and England, noting, ‘faced with th@erteljahrschrift fur Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgesatite
and the review recently founded by the English, hage nothing serious to offef’® His
reference to the Engligiconomic History Revievof which the first issue appeared in 1927,
does not detract from the centrality of thierteljahrschrift fir Sozial- und
Wirtschaftsgeschichteand Vienna as ‘a centre for social and economgtohy’ and
inspiration toAnnalesand its title}®* Henri Hauser shared Bloch’s concern: he noted that
although a number of economic histories reachedigaiion, the number of chairs devoted to

the subject totalled two in France: his own in Pamd Paul Masson’s at Aix-Marseitf8.

Apart from them, economic historians spent the migjoof their careers at provincial
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universities: Henri Sée at Rennes, Marcel Blanclarillontpellier, Prosper Boissonnade at
Poitiers, while Albert Mathiez and Gustave Glotzrkesl in Paris but not as historians of
economies>® Economists did not share these concerns in 1929Monod’s son-in-law,
Charles Rist, who later joined tiennaleseditorial board, advised Felix Alcan that no need
existed for them to consider printing another ecoiecchistory review in addition to thRevue
d’histoire économiquerinted by publisher Marcel Riviéfé’

Institutional prominence came in the wake of tleedhd World War during an age of
economic expansion and buoyant public finances.cMBloch’'s death brought Ernest
Labrousse to the chair of economic history at 8wmbonne Fernand Braudel became
Febvre’s deputy as director @éfnnales: Economies, Sociétés, Civilisatioasd in 1947
assumed full control with Charles Morazé, Georgasdfmann and Paul Leuilliot on the
editorial commitee. Thus Bloch and Febvre had sssfodly used a multidisciplinary
methodology developed by protmnalistesoutside the university system in order to create a
tradition, which had become accepted ragthodiquehistorians as ‘scientific-*® Monod’s
encouragement of Febvre’s historical facility arddd’s admiration for Langlois’s scientific
method are cases in poifit.Once inside the university field and installedte top layer of
France’s university system, second-generatinnaleshistorianspeopled the institutions that
first-generationannalisteshad created, founded their own adjoining centresk teansmitted
the tradition™®® The Sixth Section of thEcole Pratique des Hautes Etudesd theCentre de
Recherches Historiguesvhich hosted group research projects not orgdntpethe same
extent in neighbouring European countries, appearet®47 and 1949; later, in 1972 and

1975, theLaboratoire de Démographie Historiquand theFondation Maison des Sciences de

1% Bourdé, ‘Le moment de I'histoire-science socia®65.
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I'Homme followed®* The editorial stability characteristic @&nnales the long stays of
Febvre then Braudel as editor-in-chief and thetemgon of board members, assured the
concurrence of institutional development and iettlial movement? 1945 for these reasons
signalled a turning point iAnnales’history®*

The Sixth Section played the central role in theigae until 1970. It assembled
members of the established Parisian universityegydty appealing to their desire to preserve
(and increase) time for research by reducing tegctiemands. It had sufficient financial and
intellectual support from politicians by 1975 tlitaeéarned the right to grant its own degrees.
A new generation of professional historians joirled second generatioemployed by the
new Sixth Section, which Pierre Auger, DirectorHiffher Education, and Charles Morazé
founded and Febvre directed from the autumn of 1®bbert Mandrou, Marc Ferro, Pierre
Goubert, Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie and Jacques Lé &@bstarted their careers thefé.
Lévi-Strauss and Braudel confronted each othehendlationship between history and social
sciences from within its walls, the former a yowsuhpolar in his second post, a chair for the
study of comparative religions in illiterate comnitigs, invited by Febvre, and the latter only
six years his senidf® Both of their research capacities benefited frove $ixth Section’s
large budgets, which comprised significant portiohgternational donors’ money including
the Ford and Rockefeller Foundations, both of wisgpported a variety of French scholars’
work to develop empirical and quantitative researckhe social sciences, as well as funds
from the French governmetff The funding attested to politicians’ hopes in 1850s and

1960s, the period that Jean Fourastié calledrdrde glorieusesarmed with high taxation
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revenues from an expanding economy, the FrenchthikeAmerican government became
interested in modernization theory and saw theas@tiences as an investment because they
believed that their findings would contribute tce tbevelopment of industrial sociefy. It

also gave the Sixth Section a scholarly voice beeabe Minister for National Education
provided a limitless credit account with the natibpublisher Service d’Edition et de Vente
des Publications de I'Education Nationaf@

Growing financial support from government addedtmales’'momentum after 1930.
Ministerial endorsement for Febvre’s editorshiptiué Encyclopédie francaisa 1936 came
from Anatole de Monzie and Gaston Berger’'s supjpgrtMinister of National Education
between 1953 and 1960 for the Sixth Section alageal a part. Berger hoped to improve the
position of the social sciences because in 195 tagisted five chairs for sociology, three
for ethnology, still only two for economic historgne for statistics and none for demography
despite the fact that members of tenalesSchoolall used their methods. Uniting the Sixth
Section, theFaculté de Droif the Faculté des Lettreand thelnstitut d’Etudes des Sciences
Politiguesde Paris(Sciences Pd.appeared to Berger to solve the problem, but @rbhand
Febvre wanted the Sixth Section to act as therimedrary between the other thré@ The
Sixth Section’s budget grew as a result by increa$&80% in 1953, 80% in 1954 and 100%
in 1955 and 1957° This embodied an organizational equivalent to Bedis proposition that
history and sociology shared the same methods #&fette, but that sociology required
history and its focus on the long duration in ordgerfunction. And students welcomed
developments, enrolling at the Sixth Section in bhare superior to those of the Fourth

Section, devoted to history and philology, leaditeg41% of all doctoral dissertations

%7 |bid., 115; Jean Fourastiées trente glorieuses ou la révolution invisiblel®#6 a 197%Paris, 1979).
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submitted after 1965 focusing on socio-economitohiiss’’* Braudel, furthermore, assumed

the presidency of thdury d’agrégationbetween 1950 and 1955, Amnalesmethodologies
thus became central both to research and teacAmtaleshistorians thus acted as ‘rational
reformers’, using the existing research degreesaspiring professors, thtbese d’'étatand
the teaching system, entrance to which #mgrégation guaranteed, to reproduce and
disseminate their historical methodologtés.

By 1970 successive generations afnalistesoccupied a range of posts in the
university system, and this re-enforced and coutet to the methodological and
historiographical revision examined in Sections arid 1.2.Annaleshistorians oversaw a
process of professionalization after 1930, whitéthodiquehistorians had begun with their
debates about the status of ‘sciendnalistesconsolidated their version of professional
history in theEcole Pratique des Hautes Etudasd certain sections of th@ollége de
France Members of a second generation finally abandotiedEcole des Charteshat
historians in the Third Republic avoided becauseét®personnel’s aristocratic-monarchist
convictions, and that became possible becausénéninalesSchool now had its own well-
funded Sixth Section in which to host research seamd grant degreé§ After 1970 this
minority of annalisteinstitutions changed the balance of authority aadckallenged the
desirability of aSorbonneor Sciences Poeducation. AndAnnales historians’ students
contributed through their own work to the dissertiora of challengingmethodologies
throughout France: Maurice Agulhon, Georges DulaylR/eyne and Michel Vovelle all
taught at the University of Aix, Adeline Daumardigéat at Amiens and Pierre Léveque and
Guy Bois at Besancon. This incomplete but suggedist confirms what Febvre inferred in

the early 1950s and Braudel suggested througheut360sAnnaleshad arrived.
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1.4 Wider Resonances

Second-generatiolAnnales historians also drew in an audience that outnuntbehat
attracted by earlier generations of the School lnotsize and diversity. Thegontributed to
public debates through the print media more fretyexiter 1945; contributions to a variety
of journalistic publications, including newspapemseekly magazines and book-series
addressed to the educated public, facilitated Haage which became noticeable by 1960. A
media presence supplemented the scientific reputatdf members of thAnnalesSchool
inside the historical discipline and academy andwdated an effort in the 1970s to return to
‘well-written’ history in the style of thenéthodiquedrom which the general public could
benefit, as well as television programmes by Brhwte the Mediterranean, Duby about
European Cathedrals, interviews on Bernard Pislitsv, Apostrophesbroadcast from 1975
until 1990 and documentaries on ‘the new histamo ithe 198087

Annalistes’ contributions to the national print media consdkdh their public
reputation and directed public opinion on histdriesearch and France’s past through book
reviews. Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie took over respalitsi for some, later all, ‘chroniques
historiques’ ofLe Monde the leading left-centre liberal newspaper, in d9%e succeeded
André Latreille who had not provided recognitiom finnalesbecause, as a member of the
Comité consultatif des universitbstween 1945 and 1974 and as a political histpharwas
closely connected to the scholars controlling tradal university institutions with which
Annalescompeted.’® Pierre Chaunu joined Ladurie in writing for a nagl newspaper: he
began ates Informationdefore undertaking a weekly column fog Figara But this right-
wing alignment is exceptional. Younger historiamshie 1970s grouped around the centre-left

Nouvel Observateyrwith André Burgiere, Francois Furet, Jacquesiahdl] Pierre Nora,
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Jacques and Mona Ozouf and Denis Richet amongstrilmmber'’® In this way, precursors
to Braudel’s series of critical reviews in weeklyotpage spreads ibe Mondeand several
pages inLe Nouvel Observatepentitled ‘Civilisation matérielle, Economie, Ctglisme’,
appeared, beginning in 1980. Details such as thesmforce Bourdieu’s findings that the
Sixth Section had strong links to journalism afte68*"

National radio also provided a forum fAnnaleshistorians before 1970. Jacques Le
Goff's direction and production fdfrance Culturefrom 1968 of ‘Lundis de I'histoire’, a
weekly historiographical review broadcastmains today a prominent reminder. Discussions
of Annaleswork, their renovation of the human sciences atiteccal assessment of historical
research not usually discussed outside universitfes form the substance of the weekly
one-and-a-half hour programmes. And Le Goff's peatanvolvement in them for many
years is suggestive of the media personalism bekmmdles’popular image.

Wider Annalesresonances also came through the multiplicatigpooket editions and
book-series, which multiplied in the 1960s. Thgsares Philippe Carrard argues, addressed
themselves to large audiences because they bo#ala@gdpto the educated public through their
scientific attributes, footnotes and the impersoclalise constructions, as well as to the
general public through event-centred sub-titles éippealed to a social sensibility satisfied by
inquiring into other peoples’ quotidian live% Whether or not this is accurate, it seems
feasible from the engagement Ahnaleshistoriansafter 1960 in writing and directing
historicalvulgarisations Philippe Ariés’s work on the private sphere ctand for others. In
L’Enfant et la vie familiale sous I’Ancien Réginine argued that the idea of childhood was a

modern inheritance from the eighteenth century ltiegu from a psychological
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bouleversemert® It gained publication in 1960 when the problemsfarhily planning,
abortion and teenagers’ behavioural psychologyedillthe newspapers, and, although,
according to Aries, Braudel, Le Goff and Ladurid diot give it whole-hearted welcome, it
implies that Carrard’s analysis oAnnales popularity has some force. Such public
endorsement increased markedly in the 1970s, asaRbpas showtf® Duby, Michel Serres
and Jean-Claude Pecker also populari&edaleshistory through their work on the editorial
committee for theNouvelle bibliothéque scientifiqu®enis Richet directed the collection
L’histoire vivante Marc FerroQuestions historiquesand Pierre Nora’s founding of the
collectionsBibliotheque des Sciences Humaiaesi Bibliotheque des Histoireis his role as
editor at Gallimard helped a variety Ahnaleshistorians secure publication for their work,
which publishers Hachette, Fayard and the Pressegetditaires de France chose not to
print.®! The difference in tone and approach from thatigélrseries such aslistoires
sociales comprising volumes writted by historians publidgnnected with the Communist
Party, further hints at the distinctivenessAminaleshistory® This selection comprises only
some of the leading published collections in Frantehe second half of the twentieth
century, but it illustrates acquired publishingpioence.

Agreement with Romano becomes possible, theretbet, between 1929 and 1970
continuity of methodological innovation suffuse@ #nnalesSchool, and that by 1970htad
an institutional base in France from which it haldeady disseminated its message
internationally'®® But it can be added that in 1929 such a projetingldrom 1900, if not

before, was already taking shape. Pmatoalistesextended nineteenth-century historians’
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debates to incorporate multidisciplinary perspadiyprincipally from sociology, geography
and economics but also from anthropology, demograptguistics and psychology. Ideas of
science played an important role therein becaus®-pnnalisteswanted human sciences to
make truth-claims with authority equal to that coamtded by the natural sciences. Some of
them also aimed indirectly to stimulate politicafarm and democratization by demonstrating
the disparities in French society using both satiebry and history. The First World War did
not result in a shift of the vocabulary or the f these debates, though it did precipitate
personal trauma that pushed conscripts like Blawth Bebvre towards recognition for the
urgency of comparativist, geographical and socicklgnethods. First-generati@nnalistes
drew on protcannalistes’'multidisciplinary methodologies, which they appliedhistory with
their own distinctive understanding of economic autiological techniques. They also
continued to show how the results of their reseaahd instruct contemporary behaviour
through collective enquiries, in this way presegvanmoderate version of certain sociologists’
politically-reformist intentions. Second-generatiannalistesdeveloped these procedures
after the Second World War, and, in an age of gngwirosperity and having constructed
institutional networks within the university systethey were able to use statistical methods
in order to undertake histories of civilizationdhieh sometimes coexisted and communicated
with but never resembled or recreated an internalist and Marxist agenda; Marxism
proved in that sense both precursor to an extehtchucially also as a rival té\nnales
history*®* The AnnalesSchool thus changed the ‘spatial frameworks’ otdnisal debate
from a national to a European, and, after 1947 labay vision®® Its institutionalized
academic credentials re-enforced its public reputaaind popular recognition likewise added

to its symbolic capital within the academy, stréwegiing Braudel's argument that history

184 See also Stoianovictkrench Historical Method 152-53; Coutau-Bégari€hénoméne ‘nouvelle histoire’
243; Guy Bois, ‘Marxisme et nouvelle histoire’,Jacques Le Goff, Roger Chartier and Jacques Reds|l.a
nouvelle histoirgParis, 1978), 375-93; Carrafpétique de la nouvelle histojr&77-78.

185 :gpatial frameworks’ is Lorenz’s term, see Chrisrénz, ‘Double Trouble: A Comparison of the Pottiof
National History in Germany and Quebec’, in Berged Lorenz, edd\ationalizing the Pas60-51.
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could unite all human science8nnaleshistorians at the same time used methodologies
designed to investigate ordinary lives in a wayt ttaptured the reading public’s imagination
in France, which gave them a powerful voice in rench media. They also produced
textbooks that completed first-generatiannalistes’attempt to change the methodological
principles deemed appropriate to a historical etioicaBy 1970, theAnnalesSchool had

secured the conditions for perpetuating its methods
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2. Resistances tnnalesMethodologies in England, 1900-1970

Like the four that follow it, this chapter examinearieties of resistances tAnnales
methodologies within parts of the university fidddtween 1900 and 1970. Examination of
contentions in England, France, Germany, Italy #mel United States will proceed in
chronological sub-sections that explain discipynanoods characterizing reactions to the
practice of history that historians associated widimbers of thénnalesSchool as well as
characteristics of each university system that stiagsponses. Periodization of national
historiographies may not always relateAionalesown chronology because resistances arose
from historians’ personal predispositions as welldabates unique to their own countries in

addition toannalisteand other transnational discourses.

2.1 History Without Sociology, 1900-1929
The Structure of Politics at the Accession of Geditgby Lewis Namier appeared in 1929,
and it marked the end of a first period in whiclei@mine obstructions éfhnalesn England
because it intimated a series of new departuresetihodology that coincided with Bloch and
Febvre's creation oAnnales’ Namier believed that ‘political ideas are the aaélizations
men used to mask their interests and that it ig bglstudying the lives of individual MPs
that we can understand why events took shape gdttie’ This prosopographical method,
by which he ‘Namierized’ eighteenth-century po#dichistory in a way other historians
emulated for other periods, came after three decadehich historians divested themselves
of growing amounts of energy in the refinement argansion of the techniques they used to
investigate political history, and, inadvertenthistory sui generis ‘There [had] been not

only a growth of knowledge but a change in perspedf historians, who, as a result, wanted

! See also, Michael BentleModernizing England’s Past: English Historiography the Age of Modernism
1870-197Q(Cambridge, 2005), 142-43.

2 Burrow, A History of Histories472 —OED describes the verb as ‘now rare’; Noel Ann@ihe Dons: Mentors,
Eccentrics and Geniusé€hicago, 1999), 96.

% Ronald SymeThe Roman Revolutio©xford, 1939), vii; A. H. M. Jones, J. R. Martald and J. Morris, eds,
The Prosopography of the Later Roman Emp&eols; Cambridge, 1971-92).
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to spend more time on ‘economic and social matiacsthe history of ideas and of the arts’
than on political and constitutional history in lstion Changes in teaching and research
habits accompanied these shifts in focus, makir@ ittil 1929 a coherent era in which to
consider resistances encountered by pamtoalistehistorians’ methodologies.

Prevailing approaches to history combined dedaciivd inductive methods borrowed
from natural science in order to interpret consibhal, legal and political sources before
1929. Deductive reasoning impinged in a Baconiarseesignifying the collection of facts
and erection upon the evidence they disclosed oérmgé hypotheses, which explained why
events occurred. Deduction also implied a versibninduction: generalizing about, for
example, feudal institutions on the basis of spedéctual constellations acquired by
studying one such institutidh.Historical method thus conceived could, accordiog
historians such as J. B. Bury, F. W. Maitland, RPbole, J. R. Seeley J. H. Round and T. F.
Tout, counter the appearance of ‘prejudice’ by mhoyg standards of ‘objectivity which is at
the same time impartiality’, ‘the material for gaial and social science’, ‘the methods of the
observational sciences’ or an ‘An Historical Latiorg’ comparable to th&cole des Chartes
which many historians in England admired.

These historians’ aims overlapped with proto-asted’: they all in some way studied
institutions and wanted to ensure the rigour ofrtipeactice, in the process enriching the
material supporting history teaching. But the medesed in England came from other
methodological traditions. C. H. Firth pleaded wiiixford dons to adopt the ‘historical

teaching of history’, which, he thought, followededpold von Ranke in using

*G. N. Clark to Frank Stenton, 27 Aug. 1929, SterNtSS 8/12.

® Reba Soffer, ‘The Development of Disciplines ia Modern English UniversityHJ, 31 (1988): 933-46, 937.

® F. W. Maitland, ‘The Body Politic’, in H. A. L. Bher, edThe Collected Papers of Frederic William Maitland
(3 vols; Cambridge, 1911), iii. 285.

" Round to Sir Francis Palmer, 29 May 1916, RoundS\834/832; Seeley to Charles Edmund Maurice, 8 Feb.
1879, Seeley MSS 903/1B/18; J. B. Butyy Inaugural Lecture: The Science of Hist¢Gambridge, 1903), 16;

T. F. Tout, ‘An Historical LaboratoryStandard 3 Jan. 1910, in F. M. Powicke, €bllected Papers of Thomas
Frederick Tout(Manchester, 1932), 79; Poole wanted England te e realEcole des Chartéssee P. B. M.
Blaas, Continuity and Anachronism: Parliamentary and Cdamgibnal Development in Whig Historiography
and in Anti-Whig Reaction Between 1890 and 1@3® Hague, 1978), 61.
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Hilfswissenschaftersuch as numismatics and philology. This, he thgugltuld instruct
students in how to become historians capable ohgetrough the ‘truth veil’ of their
contemporary circumstances to decipher past resflifthe vehemence of some of Firth’s
arguments detracted from reception of his messageause college tutors opposed
professorial interference in pedagogy. Firth dishway, however, the effort at Oxford to
introduce students to source criticism and evadmatdesigned to nurture their preparedness
for historical research.Historians also practised this style of scientifistory at the
University of London. Tout, for example, praisecd@it Pollard for developing ‘the teaching
of historical science further at Univ[ersity] Cake [London] than in any other British
University.”® Sales of Pollard’s textbooks written for that pse ‘steadily grew’ during the
period!! But Pollard himself looked to historians in Amerior inspiration in his task
Methods advanced by historians in England alscedesnh variations of descriptive
principles and, because they sought to reveal ardrithe the past, conservative commitments
in a way that conflicted with protannalisteattempts to nurture interdisciplinarity. Responses
to protoannalisteworks revealed the divergendea Terre et I'évolution humaineas felt to
be ‘depressing’ because it appeared to make higographical by ‘revivifying’ its sources
rather than refining its methdd.Marion Newbigin, a geographer and biologist of r&er
generation, felt that Febvre and Bataillon undesdithe assumption that history could, like
biological science, explain natural evolutions; $aked to elaborate why she drew such a
conclusion:? Bloch’s social interpretations of political hisyoattracted a similar critique:
allegations suggested thaes rois thaumaturgesontained insufficient analysis of the

ceremonial institutions of state, kingship and papliterature to justify the conclusion that

8 C. H. Firth, ‘In memoriam. Peter Hume Brown’, drafd., Firth MSS 924/566/5.
° Peter Slee, ‘Professor Soffer’s ‘History at OxfgréHJ, 30 (1987): 933-42, 936.
9 pollard to parents, 2 Jun. 1918, cited in Bentidgdernizing England’s Pas196.
" pollard to parents, 16 Mar. 1909, Pollard MSS 860/
2 The principal ‘con’ on Pollard’s list, dated 2274924, of the pros and cons of working at Oxfdrdversity
read, ‘out of touch with America.’ Pollard MSS 860/
ij M. I. Newbigin, review of Febvrd,a Terre et I'Evolution humain@&R, 60 (1922): 308-309, 309.
Ibid., 308.
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the populace felt miracles to be necessamgloch’s method for that reason fell short of
achieving a complete scientific reconstruction gpylar attitudes to the monarchy, according
to Newbigin.

Other scholars detected incompletion in the peotoalisteidea of synthesis. Berr’s
proposal that it created a ‘modern method’ for hluenanities had, according to H. W. C.
Davis, ‘the defects of [Berr's] qualities; therete® much of mere erudition, and too little of
logical synthesis*® Davies implied that Berr’s definition of synthesisted on a collection of
principles not conjoined by a coherent theory. Hro without interpretation attracted
critique from Davis and Albert Goodwin as it hadrfr Berr when he discovered it in
Grotenfelt and Meyer’s work: Goodwin described &gsis as ‘naturally subjective, not to
say egotistic’” Davis felt that the technique only sought to fimdernal consistencies in
human thought rather than to uncover the facthefcircumstances to which past peoples’
cognition responded. He thereby implied that Bemtsitionist approach was little suited to
the study of history in England, where historiareced together a morphology of events from
archival fragments of testimony.

An irony appeared in these rebukes. Newbigin andgi<¥aremarks implied that,
because historical research should base itselhdactive and deductive procedures, history
could not use geographical or sociological methadse way that prot@nnalistehistorians
had. On one hand, these scholars thought thatryistould emulate natural science. But, on
the other hand, Davis actually regretted that,dessStubbs and J. R. Green, few in England
took inspiration from Durkheimian sociolod¥ Here existed a tension between openness to
the methods of certain but not all disciplines. Bus was not purely an intellectual tension.

The pre-eminence of natural science that preveggedraphy or sociology from providing a

15E. F. Jacob, review of Bloches Rois thaumaturgeEHR, 40 (1925): 267-70, 268.

% H. W. C. Davis, review of Bert,a Synthése en histojlEHR, 27 (1912): 181-182, 181.
7 Albert Goodwin, review of Bert, histoire traditionelle EHR, 37 (1922): 477.

18 Davies, review of Berr, 182.
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model for history to emulate resulted from the depment of disciplines in England which
complicated the reception of prosémnalistes’multidisciplinary methods.

The fortunes of sociology illustrate the problenavi3 felt the proximity of sociology
to history because both subjects investigated hupeasonality as a ‘fixed datum’, recurrent
throughout the history of mankird.But sociology only became a mainstream university
subject in England in the 1950s. Until the 1930spall group including L. T. Hobhouse,
Edward Westermarck, E. J. Urwick, A. C. Haddon &fatris Ginsberg taught it at a modest
selection of academic institutions: Bedford Collelpe London School of Economics and the
Universities of Birmingham, Leeds, Liverpool and titdmgham. The University of
Cambridge, meanwhile, refused to accept Rockefetleney for a chair devoted to the
subject in 1925° In addition, English sociologists pursued theirdstigations in the style of
‘enlightened conservatives’: they offered no ‘vitadleas such as those arising from a
Durkheimian critique of social inequality becausey shared historians’ views that their
techniques should emulate natural science methodssing only descriptive-explanatory
procedures to reconstruct not interpret a phenomems Soffer has showih. Victor
Branford’s letters to Berr confirm the point: ireth, Branford explained that ‘from the point
of view of theory and tradition [English Sociologyjay be described as combining (a) the
historical method and spirit of Auguste Comte, th¢ geographic method and spirit of
Frederic Le Play with, (c) an evolutionary philobgmf life which bears close resemblance to
that of Bergson, though worked out in independéffc€rederic Le Play’s sociology, like
Durkheim’s, emphasized its intellectual relatiorttie history of institutions and was amongst

the first to identify corporativism as the pre-eemh type of institutional behaviour. But Le

¥ H. W. C. Davis, draft copy, ‘The Meaning of HisggrThe University Reviewn.d. Jun. 1907, Davis MSS
Top. Oxon/E432.

20 Reba Soffer, ‘Why Do Disciplines Fail? The Strar@ese of British SociologyEHR 97 (1982): 767-802,
780-81.

! bid., 782, 801.

22 Branford to Berr, 19 May 1914, Berr MSS BRR2/G1035.
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Play shared the political conservatism expressedomte’s later work: they both argued in
favour of benign dictatorshify. Comte and Le Play situated their work in that vimya
counter-revolutionary tradition. A former Conseivat prime minister, Arthur Balfour,
accordingly acted as secretary to the Sociolo@oalety, which biologist Patrick Geddes had
founded at the University of Edinburgh. And the amization sought to ameliorate society
through charitable deeds not wholesale legal ref8rm

History did, however, borrow techniques from pobdi science, and, to a lesser
degree, social theory and geography, but these piecemeal disciplinary appropriations.
Davis’s own career makes this point. A. L. Smitk kught Davis at Balliol College, Oxford,
along with a generation of young conservative hiats, Namier, Maurice Powicke, Keith
Feiling and G. N. Clark. Smith’s 1905 Ford Lectyr@éaurch and State in the Middle Ages
suggested his predilection for institutional higt@oncerned amongst others with what he
called the ‘greatest institution in history, thepRay.*> But Smith was an Anglican and a
liberal. His liberalism compelled him to write sakhistory not in the manner of Durkheim or
Mauss but instead to help educate the working abduring classes through establishments
peripheral to the university field such as the Wosk Educational Association. He wanted to
improve society through private effort animated Byristian morality’® Davis also
encountered liberal Anglicanism of this sort thriouderbert Hensley Henson, later the bishop
of Durham, and John Simon, liberal politician, asebbow of All Souls College, Oxford,
between 1895 and 1902. And Davis’s adherence toasibeliefs shaped the only mediaeval

history he wrote about how the Carolingian and Hegman Empire ‘owed their strength to

% Comte’s authoritarianism arose from his critiqligoarliamentary democracy in Auguste ConBgstéme de
politique positive, ou traité de sociologie, ingéiht la religion de 'humanité4 vols; Paris, 1851-54), i. 18-24.

4 Branford to Berr, 19 May 1914, Berr MSS BRR2/G1035.

% A, L. Smith,Church and State in the Middle Ag&xford, 1913), 1, 213.

% Reba SofferPiscipline and Power: The University, History arttetMaking of an English Elite 1870-1930
(Stanford, 1994), 139-42.
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the craving for the visible realization of Christiaunity.”” At All Soul's Davis also
befriended Charles Grant Robertson who, like Lavissdmired by both men, created a
geographical survey of European histBtys incumbent after 1925 in Manchester’s chair of
Modern History, Davis also edited the essays pteseio R. L. Poole, an expert in diplomatic
history, on his seventieth birthd&yEstablished specialisms and their methodologiaaith

in this way eclipsed thoroughgoing interest in prahnalistetechniques.

Davis’s connection to the then-new University of idhester directs attention to a
case-study of resistances from which it becomear dieat protcannaliste methodologies
could not find supporters both because of the orgéion of the English university and
because they did not inform disciplinary debatesuathe history of England. Manchester
historians developed the methods of legal and tatiehal history as part of a transnational
discourse between historians in the United Stdiemice and Germany. Pioneers of method
such as Davis, Vivian Galbraith, Jacob, PowickeyelaTait and T. F. Tout, as well as Mary
Bateson, Helen Cam, Hilda Johnstone and Eileen Patwve followed in their footsteps, were
very often educated at Oxford and Cambridge. Yet historians working in France who
interested them were not associated withAhealesSchool.

Tout’s work became central in founding and sustgrithe Manchester School. He
worked in the spirit of Fustel's institutional hosy to dispel erroneous interpretations
circulating about mediaeval England. Tout, like tléaend and Durkheim, believed that
‘whether we like it or not [...] before we can getthé social or economic kernel of ancient
times, we must often peel off a legal huskHe consequently felt that they must finish

peeling because lawyers, whose interpretations drevevidence’ that was ‘not evidence to

2TH. W. C. DavisCharlemagne. The Hero of Two Natiqih®ndon, 1900), 208.

% 3. R. H. Weaver and A. L. Pooldenry William Carless Davis: A Memoftondon, 1933), 14, 144-45; J. C.
Bartholomew and C. G. Robertson, edistorical Atlas of Modern Europe from 1789 to 192&ndon, 1915).
29H. W. C. Davis, edEssays in History Presented to Reginald Lane P@@idord, 1927).

%0 F. W. Maitland, ‘The Laws of the Anglo-Saxon§uarterly Review(1904), in Fisher, edollected Papers
iii. 459.
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historians’, had misconstrued English constitutiomatory by forming a narrative out of
judgements and legislation taken as manifestatitfna self-determining principl&. And
William Stubbs, from an unrivalled position of impance at Oxford, had created and taught
outdated versions of it. Stubbs believed that peafl German descent began continuous
constitutional development in mediaeval Englanéreby founding the English natidhHe
justified the notion by arguing that a process frammch complete political liberty resulted
unfolded through ‘the development of principlesideal institutions’ Individuals unaffected
by their contexts, Stubbs thought, displayed tretesbf these developments at a given
moment. He shared the view with H. R. von Gneistl, decause it read the past as leading
directly to the present, it fits the whig intergréon>*

Tout, by contrast, emphasized mechanism, arguiag ttre routine of government
explained the development of the mediaeval stagedid so in collaboration with Charles-
Victor Langlois, the legal historian Paul Violletch Achille Luchaire®™ Tout’s conclusions
related to his critique of Stubb’s interpretati®@tubbs, Tout alleged, failed to investigate ‘a
regular tradition of government amongst the clenkd knights of the court’, which, according
to him provided the only true interpretation of the fact§ No individual presided over a
unitary development of England, and for that reaStubb’s narrative appeared to Tout to
reduce complex events to a scheme. Tout showesehithshat even the king had to operate a
‘balancing act’ in order to govern, for example tie case of Richard II: ‘The three officers

of state, chancellor, treasurer, and privy seatevmeatched by the three chamber knights who

%13, H. Round to G. Woods Wollaston, 6 Jun. 1912)rRdVISS 683/5/1.

32 Wwilliam Stubbs;The Constitutional History of England in its Origiand Developmer(8 vols; Oxford, 1873-
78),i. 11.

* bid., iii. 519.

3 See Herbert ButterfieldThe Whig Interpretation of HistorLondon, 1931); BlaasContinuity and
Anachronism173.
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were Richard’s special favourite¥.’So comparative investigation of the ‘similar and
synchronic’ constituent offices of state and thgatchousehold — administrative history —
appeared to Tout as one scientific methads pareif®

Tout promoted administrative history to enhance thniversity of Manchester's
scientific reputation as a research centre as aelfor its own merit3’ He worried that
historical research in England lagged ‘behind’ Aiween equivalents, and, consequently,
wanted to train young historians to use Englishhiaes more often visited by American,
French, German and Russian than English researthiene University of Manchester was a
comparatively new institution at which the innowaticould be attempted in order to acquire
the scientific capital necessary to rival existiegntres, thus attracting students and
government funding. Innovation also occurred themecisely because Manchester’s
university had none of the routines and formalittdsEngland’s oldest universities, thus
putting Tout at liberty to direct his own trainipgogrammé'! With Tait and George Unwin,
Tout organized students into seminar groups of bvesix, ‘put under the direction of a
teacher who has already made the subject his Gwrhe results were promising: between
1905 and 1914, 80 students passed through thiseappeship’ and six became professional
historians’®> Manchester in this sense provided a favourablétitisnal setting for new
departures, but, despite methodological innovatithrese, the Manchester School ignored
proto-annalistes’ work, instead confining themselves to interactiamgh the techniques

advanced by constitutional historians.

37 T. F. Tout,Chapters in the Administrative History of Mediaefigland: The Wardrobe, the Chamber and
the Small Sealé vols; Manchester, 1920-1933) v. 54.
*bid., i. v.
% The emphasis on research over teaching is ansthmerficial resemblance with protmnalistes’calls for
reform. See Slee, “History at Oxford”, 941.
‘0 powicke, edCollected Papers33-84; Langlois to Tout, 9 May 1889, Tout MSSEDAL.
“l peter Sleelearning and a Liberal Education: The Study of Mwdelistory in the Universities of Oxford,
Cambridge and Manchester, 1800-19Mianchester, 1986), 159.
42 |
Ibid., 167.
*3 Powicke, edCollected Papers77.
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Changes in constitutional history instigated at nbteester also followed from
transatlantic debates. James F. Baldwin, Charlesi¢llwain, Wallace Notestein and later
William A. Morris, historians working in America,dded greater nuance to England’s
constitutional past and present by questioningstaration of the legislature and executive.
Mcllwain first asked the question in a way thatgested the growing importance of political
science questions: he wondered whether the SupBaag’s combined power to create and
monitor legislation descended from a precedentobskeed in mediaeval England, and, if it
did, what constitutional history should involve gbvernment and the law interlocked so
flawlessly. Mcllwain’s answer suggested that pankst became a sovereign representative
institution of state in the seventeenth cenfiiryondon’s Pollard appropriated the thesis and
provided its explanation: the ‘efficiency’ of roygbvernment in legislating for and policing
the country formed the nation; Henry Il laid th@gnd work and Henry VIII capitalized on
it.**> So, at the moment when Asquith’s government attechpo get the People’s Budget
through the House of Lords, Pollard accepted that gtate could act as a ‘weapon of
progress® Morris’s later studies of the ‘complex problem’seal by the daily function of
institutions scrutinized both mediaeval prefiguras of central government and their purpose
in the depths of another national crisis: the Sddatorld War?” The Anglo-American debate
about constitutional history in this way added teesearch specialism within England that,
combined with the nature of the university systenoduced a historical method not opposed

to protoannalistestechniques, nor open to them either.

2.2 Society, Economy and the People, 1930-1952
Socio-economic narratives gained full expressionEmgland after 1930, emerging from

confinement within institutional histories. Work that direction multiplied rapidly, gaining

** Charles H. MacllwainThe High Court of Parliament and its Supreméldgw Haven, 1910), viii.
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its own periodical in 1952 when historians foundRasst and Present journal conceived in
‘the tradition of the late Marc Bloch and his asate Lucien Febvre®® Yet the activity of
socio-economic historians provides an insight iobstructions of théAnnalestide in this
period because it suggests the lingering authtray extant methodological traditions formed
before 1929 exerted in determining work in new ggistns; this despite the fact that some
historians in England and members of fkmnalesSchool pursued similar lines of inquiry.
Knowledge transfers did occur betwe&nnaleshistorians and their colleagues in England,
but resistances shaped them.

A shift in focus to the modern period sustained nimg interest in social and
economic history in an era of social dissonance/gked by economic depression. That in
itself resembled the presentism lotoire probléeme And, by the timeThe Structure of
Politics gained publication, debates about British constinal history centred more on the
early-modern than the mediaeval period, thankséowork of the Manchester School and
constitutional historians in America. Namier's wdgrosopographical methods further added
to the prominence of the modern period as a tegfirognd for methodological innovation.
Moves in England to teach ‘contemporary historiie study of the post-1870 past, almost
forty years after Alfred Rambaud began to teachhib®ry of France after 1789 also whetted
appetites for interpretations of recent evéfts. J. C. Hearnshaw and Pollard put it on the
University of London curriculum by 1949, and alrgad 1928 students could study aspects
of it as part of the Cambridge History Trip¥s.

Literary histories brought the general public iotmtact with the new pre-occupation

— a ‘second-order elite’ consisting in ‘teacherdergymen, lawyers, bankers, local

8 John Morris and E. J. Hobsbawm, ‘Introductid®&P, 1 (1952): i-iv, i.
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councilmen, magistrates and other professionalss flearned about recent evetltss. M.
Trevelyan, Arthur Bryant and C. V. Wedgwood all veravith this audience in mind. They
came from families of historical importance, authimg them to act as public figures:
Trevelyan was Lord Macaulay’'s grandson, Bryant®hda had been the Prince of Wales'’s
chief clerk and Wedgwood found amongst her ance#itey renowned potter, Josiah
Wedgewood, and biologist, Charles DarirTheir work provided an alternative to scientific
histories written by professional historians — dhat Braudel later appreciatétllt also
sought to peel off the legal husk of history in erdo penetrate to its social aspects.
Trevelyan, introducingenglish Social Historyrevealed the sensitivity this compelled: ‘in
political history one King at a time reigns; onelRanent at a time sits. But in social history
we find in every period several different kindssofcial and economic organization going on
simultaneously in the same country, the same shieesame towr?

Fresh interpretations of political history hadeallly gained academic recognition in
the 1920s. Economic historians congregated aft26 Bdound the Economic History Society
and its journal, thé&economic History Reviewts two co-editors had obtained degrees from
leading English universities, R. H. Tawney at RdllCollege, Oxford and Ephraim Lipson at
the University of Cambridg€. But Lipson’s success in securing positions at @kfor
Cambridge remained limited, and, until he deparfi@d Boston University in 1932, he
financed his own research; Tawney found employnientondon®® A professor at the

Harvard Business School, N. S. B. Gras, Eileen P¢t@evhose memory Trevelyan devoted

*!bid., 53.

2 DNB,

%3 Braudel met Wedgwood in November 1973 at Brooksish, London. Wedgwood afterwards sent him copies
of her books, Wedgwood to Braudel, 26 Jan. 1974uéel MSS. Braudel expressed his admiration for her
‘literary style’ in an undated reply to Wedgwood. Braudel's interest in Wedgwood’s prose echoes his
generalized interest in that direction, then it naytribute to Hans Kellner's argument that Méditeranée
satirized historians’ literary habits. See Hanslikal, ‘Disorderly Conduct: Braudel's Mediterrane&atire’,
JMH, 63 (1991): 341-53.

> G. M. TrevelyanEnglish Social History: A Survey of Six Centuriesrf Chaucer to Queen Victorigondon,
1941), x.

* Ross TerrillR. H. Tawney and His Times: Socialism as Fellowghimdon, 1974), 21-28.

¢ David M. Lewis,The Jews of Oxfor(Dxford, 1992), 61-62.
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English Social History Arthur Redford and George Unwin stood beside fi@yy Lipson and
others in the enterprise, and Pirenne and Sée wgmbeamongst a host of international
contributors. The L.S.E., where Lilian Knowles héfe first post in the subject created in
1904, provided one amongst others of the institatidoci for the new departure.

Other academic organizations also supported thdeaour. The University of
Birmingham formed a hub: J. D. Chambers taughtetheth Herbert Heaton, W. H. B. Court
and the ‘doyen of economic historians in the 1920’ J. Ashley, who had contacted Pirenne
and Febvre about his idea to found an economiotyistociety in England’ The University
of Cambridge employed certain historians whose econ history, and activities at the
Ministry of Economic Warfare throughout the Secaldrld War, heightened recognition of
the emergent discipline. J. H. Clapham introducachfiridge students to the subject after he
left the University of Leeds in 1908, and in 1928kecame the first professor in the subject
employed by the University of CambridgfeMunia Postan joined Clapham in 1938, having
made his professional reputation at University €ggl London and the L.S.E.

These historians deployed some elementmotlistemethodologies. Postan regarded
Bloch as a member of the ‘intellectual aristocragfythe Third Republic andnnalesas the
new ‘clearing house’ for European economic and alodnistory, replacing the
Vierteljahrschrift fir Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgeittte®® Young historians such as Eric
Hobsbawm learnt about first-generatidmnaleshistorians’ workthrough Postan and his
wife, Eileen Power, before later going on to fourast and Preserff Clapham also admired
Bloch’s use of comparison in order to achieve sgsithand to ‘illuminate every aspect of the

story.”*

" Theo Barker, ‘The beginnings of the Economic HigtBociety’,EcCHR 2" series, 30 (1977): 1-19, 5-6.
8 G. N. Clark, ‘Sir John Harold Clapham, 1873—-194BA, 32 (1946): 339-52, 345-46.

%9 Munia Postan, ‘Marc Bloch: An Obituary Not&cHR 14 (1944): 161-62, 161, 162.

¢ Eric Hobsbawminteresting Times: A Twentieth-Century Lif®ndon, 2002), 282-83.

®1J. H. Clapham, review of Bloches Caractéres originay£HR 47 (1932): 655-57, 657.
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Postan and Clapham'’s efforts owed a debt, howéwy&tubbs’s generation. The latter
built on the work of Knowles and William CunninghamAn Economic History of Modern
Britain, and he admitted that their books ‘no doubt sapyrthings which | also have said
[...] But none of them has the scale or the plan stbpere®* He aimed to provide an
exhaustive account of an area of research rathem #n inventive method. Clapham
accordingly felt that before 1940 economic histasian England had ‘never put a backbone
into economic history, only turning to it when i¢esns it could offer an answer where
polfitical] histfory] has none® This, Gras made clear, contrasted with the effoftsa
younger band coming over the hill’ in the late 1940d early 1950%.

Before that new generation arrived, the L.S.Ecfiomed as an important location in
which to discern instances of imperviousnesAroaleshistorians’ methodologies because of
the work on economic history that Tawney and Pow@nducted there in which Bloch
participated. Political affinities united the threeholars: of all three it could be said that they
stood on ‘the Left without being a doctrinaire MiatX®® Tawney taught future Labour
politicians such as Evan Durbin and Hugh Gaitsleeit] Power socialized with labourite and
liberal colleagues Harold Laski, Bronislaw Malindivsand Charles Webster. They all
harboured contempt for appeasement and the ThirdhRe the 1930s, and, after 1945,
surviving members of the circle pressed for thdesta guarantee social justice and the
democratic distribution of resourc®sA shared radical political commitment thus directe
their interest to socio-economic history.

Power, Tawney and Bloch’s collaboration operatedo intellectual and professional

67
l.

level.”” Bloch admired English economic and social histespecially Ada Elizabeth Levett’s

62J. H. ClaphamAn Economic History of Modern Brita{8 vols; Cambridge, 1926), i. 1.
®N. S. B. Gras, draft speech, ‘After Twenty-fiveay®, 1940, Economic History Society MSS 0/1.
64 [
Ibid.
% David Thomson, review of Bloch Etrange défaitelA, 23 (1947): 412-14, 413.
 Terrill, R. H. Tawney62-63, 113, 244-45.
7 Maxine Berg A Woman in History: Eileen Power, 1889-19@xambridge, 1996), 208-17.
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work on the English manorial systéfhHe claimed that he had discovered agrarian history
during his student days from Frederic Seebohm, whid® English Village Communitye
read in theSorbonnelibrary, and admired Maitland, ‘the greatest of all histosisof law
because he was the more attentive to fit@&loch also contributed articles that ‘charmed and
enlightened so many readers’ to thambridge Economic Historyvhich Power edited with
Clapham’® Tawney in turn had sent his ‘warmest congratutetido Bloch in 1929 upon
reading the first issue dfnnales which he felt would be ‘most valuabl&.’And Bloch saw
similarities between his own, Tawney and Power’skw®uring his trip to London in 1934,
Bloch attended a conference at the L.S.E. on medliaand modern economic history where
he spoke of his and Febvre’'s hope to procure Aonales ‘the help of our British
fellowworkers Fic.]’; according to Carol Fink, he also lamented FEfemniversities’ poverty
in comparison with ‘the charms and comfort of Esigluniversity life’ during that tri®

Interest in comparative methodology strengtheres ¢onnection between Bloch,
Tawney, Power and others. Power and Tawney beli@vetthe necessity of, in Power’s
lexicon, ‘analytical history’, that did not restri¢self to formal analysis of an event abstracted
from its context, and aimed at ‘histoire intégraleking in ‘the economic foundation’,
‘political superstructure’ and the ‘dynamic of ide& They hoped not to compromise the
‘charm’ of history that Trevelyan had cultivateditbon the other hand, they wanted to avoid
rigid inductive theorization, what Power termed fifian’ or ‘Hegelian twaddle’ in relation to
Max Weber and Werner Sombart's wdfkTawney and Power thereby sought to recover

English economic history from the grip of histosaworking in Germany such as Lujo

%% bid., 212.

%9 Marc Bloch, untitled notes for a speech in Londud, 19347, Bloch MSS AB/XIX/3834/11128.

® Tawney to Clapham, n.d. 19407, Tawney MSS 25/1.

" Tawney to Bloch, 13 Feb. 1929, Bloch MSS AB/XIX438

2 |bid.; Carol FinkMarc Bloch: A Life in HistoryCambridge, 1989), 179.

3 Postan to C. K. Webster, 10 Oct. 1940, Webster 21583; R. H. Tawney, ‘The Study of Economic Higtor
E, 39 (1933): 1-21, 18, 20.

" Ibid., 15; Eileen Power, ‘On Medieval History aSacial Study’E, 1 (1934): 13-29, 15.
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Brentano, Georg von Schanz and Friedrich Held dsagsaNeber and Sombdr This had a
political dimension because Tawney and Power wie,local historian W. G. Hoskins,
‘profoundly on the side of the small man’ against @ver-mighty state; they felt that
historians in Germany over-estimated the importantestate economic policy to the
exclusion of the view from below of the peopielhis transnational dimension of the debate
also meant that Bloch and Pirenne’s comparative@oic method was not new to historians
employed by England’s universities. Work on ecorommistory by Karl Knies, Wilhelm
Roscher, Gustav Schmoller and Friedrich Tenbruak ddeeady proposed in the 1890s that
comparative ‘procedures’ were capable of organidimg formless mass of data’ that ‘did not
permit an ordering by the traditional methods bseawhat was at issue was a concern with
overall conditions”” This idea of comparison aimed to secure exhaustiastical pictures
of topics of study. Alfred Marshall and J. M. Kegni collaboration with Henry Sidgwick
first attempted it. They believed that ‘the collentof complete statistics by expert workers’
as part of the radical project operated by membérthe Grote club at the University of
Cambridge could harness scientific analysis toatlismcial-improvement projects to those
most in need®

Bloch, Power and Tawney wanted economic histotyetgcientific without depending
exclusively on German historical methods. They wdled the scientific vocabulary of
‘variables’, ‘factors’ and ‘hypotheses’ in terms which Thomas Ashton taught students as
Power's successdr. Power and Tawney also added that historians cdedan from

sociologists without using a sociological methog.tBat, they likeAnnaleshistorians meant

S Tawney, ‘The Study of Economic History’, 7.

8 Hoskins to Tawney, 7 May 1957, Tawney MSS Vyvydn/Tawney, ‘The Study of Economic History’, 8;
Power, ‘On Medieval History’, 18-19.

" Friedrich Tenbruck, ‘Max Weber and Eduard Meyér Theodor Mommsen and Jiirgen Osterhammel, eds,
Max Weber and His Contemporari@sondon, 1987), 236.

8 Frederick Haverfield, ‘Theodor MommserEHR, 19 (1904): 80-89, 89; Reba Soff&thics and Society in
England: The Revolution in the Social Sciences 18¥04(Berkeley, 1978), 85-88.

¥ “The vital statistics of the eighteenth centuryéget to be assembled and sifted’ explained TAsBton in
Economic Fluctuations in England 1700-18@Xford, 1959), 1-26.
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to imply that historians could refine their resdmatechnique by attempting to understand the
theoretical interpretations of socio-economic peoi$ that sociology offeréd. Power
delivered the view in her Ford Lectures, affirmitige need ‘to investigate the picture in
detail, seeking not to establish an ideal type,tbugeize something of the infinite variety of
the reality.” That meant that because it operateiiternational markets, the mediaeval wool
trade required comparative investigation. Unlikeufl® researches, this actually confirmed
that Stubbs had been right to connect England’stiational development to the genesis of
the wool trade even though the late Bishop of Gkfoisunderstood how an emergent middle
class had fuelled it — and caused the fourteemhucg financial crisis — through
‘speculation !

Power and Tawney'’s reception of Bloch’'s work dones mask accompanying failures
to realize its part in a widéknnalesprogramme. ‘Pirenne and Bloch and their books (@lé w
as their conversation) played a very important paft..] the Ford lectures’, however, ‘in a
different way, and even more profoundly, was [Pdvediected by Tawney. She very much
admired his philosophical habit and was much infaesl by it.®? Tawney’s ‘philosophical
habit’ was produced by Idealism that he absorbeal stadent: the broad-church conviction of
an Old Rugbeian combined with Anglican notions elf-snprovement propounded by his
friend William Temple, later Archbishop of Canterpuand Benjamin Jowett and T. H.
Green’s philosophical Idealisfi.Tawney was part of A. L. Smith’s Edwardian genierat
that regarded continental Marxism with suspiciomg,aalthough he visited China as Power
had too, Tawney observed the Maoism as well aseB@ommunism with scepticisffi Like

Smith, Tawney did much for the Workers’ EducatioAalsociation not because he was a

8 Tawney, ‘The Study of Economic History’, 19; Pow@n Medieval History’, 13-14.

8L Eileen PowerThe Wool Trade in English Medieval Histqxford, 1941), 1, 8, 18, 123.
8 postan to Webster, 10 Oct. 1940, Webster MSS 22/43

8 Terrill, R. H. Tawney22, 58-59, 200, 122.

8 R. H. Tawneyland and Labour in Chinf_ondon, 1932); Berggileen Power99-107.
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militant socialist, but because he, like the fousdsf the L.S.E. Beatrice and Sidney Webb,
followed Fabianism.

Doubts aboutAnnales historians’ techniques arose from this philosophical habit.
Tawney’s political radicalism led him to see Freredonomic history as a product of the
professional study of the French Revolution, a$ pwhich socialist politician and historian
Jean Jaurés had founded tBemmission de recherche et de publication des dentsn
relatifs a la vie économique pendant la Révolutitancaisein 1903. Tawney and Jaures
accepted that ‘economic policy does not developdous, and abstracted economic facts
failed to interest either man because they ‘becansynamic only when passed through
human minds and emotions.’” To study the econommuedsions of the French Revolution,
therefore, one must investigate ‘the unrivalledrgpeand charm of French thougft. But
this did not lead Tawney to take an interestAinnales historians’ work on collective
representations. Nor did Tawney accept that he edrkke a sociologist owing to his
rejection of this part of sociological thedfyHe instead pursued a narrower version of
economic history. His contribution to the ‘gentmgbate’, for example, analyzed seventeenth-
century society as the rise of a gentry class, thgdirom their purchase in the previous
century of church lands and their entrepreneurstbfe to challenge an aristocracy drained of
resources and ener§y.Capitalism had, accordingly been born at the mdnveémen the
church proved powerless to guide society.

Tawney’s Christian morality constrained his opesnés the Annales School’s
rationalism. The ‘aura of sanctity’ colleagues detd around him arose from his public

professions that Christian commitment consistedaith both in God and (as a result) in

% R. H. Tawney, untitled lecture notes on Frenchneatic history, n.d. 1930s?, Tawney MSS 1/21; R. H.
Tawney, ‘Six Lectures on Agriculture’, 28, n.d. 032, Tawney MSS 12/6.

8 peter Linges to Tawney, 23 Mar. 1945, Tawney M&R&.2

8R. H. Tawney, ‘The Rise of the Gentry, 1558-164¢HR 11 (1941): 1-38.
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human equality® For him method, as it had for Power, came frorm&mientiousness’ in the
service of truth mediated by Christianity. Exampdésis moralizing creed abound: Tawney,
for example, denounced ‘obsession with economigessas being ‘as local and transitory as
it is repulsive and disturbind® An emergent consumer society constituted his tatge
criticized not capitalists and capitalisms in gahebut ‘Englishmen in their power of
sustained practical activity, and their characterigce: a reluctance to test the quality of that
activity by reference to principled” Tawney thus participated in an English liberatlitian
of historiography that did not seek to make globaims about economic history in the
annalistes’sense ohistoire totale

Neither Power nor Tawney interacted with tAanalesSchool in its wider sense
either. In Power’s case, the trail ended with h&trmoely death in 1940. Tawney’s career, by
contrast, yields clues. In the 1950s both the tbreof the Institute of Historical Research,
Goronwy Edwards, and Marjorie Plant wrote to Tawpeyposing that Braudel be elected a
corresponding membét.But Tawney was unsure who exactly Braudel was, and memo
attached to the letters, scribbled, ‘Who is BraB@8f Tawney's confusion in that respect
matched Arnaldo Momigliano’s surprise when Noel Anrnasked him whether or not the
University of London ought to award the historidnttee longue duréean honorary degree:
‘the secrecy of academic affairsrisal: a week ago Lord Annan asked me whether Blaud
would be the suitable man for a London degféerhe situation arose because Tawney
retained into the 1950s close links with a circteeconomic historians in France whom he

had met through Paul Mantoux, a man whose metloadarcourse analogous to that of Henri

8 An unnamed colleague’s observation, see Adam Sisragh Trevor-Roper: The Biograplfizondon, 2010),
73; J. M. Winter and D. M. Joslin, ed®, H. Tawney’s Commonplace BogkHR Supplement 5 (1972): 54.
zz R. H. TawneyThe Acquisitive Sociefy.ondon, 1937; originally published in 1921), 241.
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°1J. G. Edwards to Tawney, 16 Jan. 1954; Marjori@flo Tawney, 4 Feb. 1954, Tawney MSS Vyvyan/14.
%2 Tawney MSS Vyvyan/15.
9 Momigliano to Isaiah Berlin, 5 Feb. 1970, BerlirS& 185/126.
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Sée — an economic historian peripheral to pestoalisteand annalistecircles? Mantoux'’s
doctoral dissertation, which examined the InduktRa&volution in England, had caught
Tawney’s attentiori> Tawney continued to read Mantoux’s books, as waglthose of Elie
Halévy®® And this prompts few surprises because Halévyistustubjects close to Tawney's:
the popular Christian content of England’'s pasyinma particular attention to the role of

Methodist self-improvement and the genesis of arepreneurial middle class.

2.3 ldeology and Method, 1953-1970

Efforts to improve the social and economic intetglien of political history continued from
the founding ofPast and Presentintii 1970 amid hardening ideological attitudeSirca
1950 moreover, ‘things were no longer quite asythed been’ precisely because
administrative and economic history now rivalle@ tlace of constitutional histof§.The
recent past still occupied a growing proportiorthad history curriculum, even at Oxford and
Cambridge. Debate in Senate meetings at the latt#966, for example, centred on E. H.
Carr, George Kitson Clark and Joseph Needham’sgsadp that historians ought to devote
more time to teaching the modern perfddfhe editorial board oPast and Presenalso
taught or had been educated at these universiiestfrey Barraclough, R. R. Bretts, V. G.
Childe, M. H. Dobb, J. E. C. Hill, R. H. Hilton, . M. Jones, Hobsbawm, Morris and D. B.
Quinn. The connection through them fnnales and changing curricula at leading
universities, suggests that by 1953 #enalestide had gained recognition. A significant

increase in reviews dinnaleswork highlighted the growth in receptions: 30 eaions, two

% On Sée, see Chapter 1, §1.1 and Chapter 3, §3.2.

% paul Mantoux|.a Révolution industrielle au XVfisiécle(Paris, 1905).
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" Elie Halévy,History of the English People in the Nineteenth tGsn translated by Edward Ingram Watkin
and Dalgairns Arundel Barker (5 vols; London, 1®24-originally published in French between 1912 and
1932), iii. 130-82.

% David Knowles, ‘Some Trends in Scholarship in Hield of Mediaeval History’ TRHS 5" series, 19 (1969):
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or more sides in length, appeared in Brglish Historical Revievbetween 1953 and 1970
compared with fewer than ten between 1900 and 1929.

A time-lag inhered in this reception inasmuch ascal reviews focused on first not
second-generationnales historians’ work, and with acts of reception came hints of
scepticism. Perceptions ahnalistes’ability to portray the diversity of human experienc
using a variety of ‘empirical’ methods attractee thttention of leading Oxford historians,
who detected shared intefit. Members of the history department at the Universify
Lancaster salutedinnaleshistorians’ social histories as one of the many/keénds of history
at levels beneath the reach of traditional hist@'iawhose ‘irrational fear of sociology’ had
apparently prevented them from straying far outdige realm of political fact®' But
frustration also became obvious. Alun Davies, l®/dwn proclamation Bloch’s last student,
regarded the Braudelian ideaaafnjonctureas an ‘obsession’ for social historians who often
failed to provide a clear definition of its meani#g so often occurred, the author offered no
names or examples substantiating his point, leagmgmpression that only the books under
review merited the contentidff® Criticism also singled outnnalistes’ attribution of
economic developments to the cyclical life of sgste The vocabulary of phases prompted
concern because critics believed it to imply thastatic cache of variables determined
events'® This did not resonate with notions of historicaalism in England, which
associated supra-individual causality and pattetitis biological science.

A special issue of th&imes Literary SupplemenfNew Ways in History’, offered
further evidence of resistances-within-receptions1P66. ldeas that thAnnales School

exhibited detachment, or ‘insularity’, from the Wwoof ‘outsider’ historians provoked

10 F M. Powicke, review of BlocH,a société féodaJeEHR, 55 (1940): 449-451; Michael Wallace-Hadrill,
review of BlochFeudal SocietyEHR, 78 (1963): 116-121, 117.

191 Harold Perkins, review of Labrousse, etHistoire Sociale EHR, 85 (1970): 216; Harold Perkins, review of
BergeronNiveaux de culture et groupes sociabikiR 85 (1970): 594-597, 594.

192 Alun Davies, review of GouhiePort en BessinEHR, 79 (1964): 414; Alun Davies, review of Caillad,
Travers la NormandieEHR, 81 (1966): 836.

193 Helmut Georg Koenigsberger, review of ChauBéyille et I'Atlantique EHR, 76 (1961): 675-81, 678;
Rodney Hilton, review of Laduri¢,es Paysans de Langued&HR, 82 (1967): 791-95, 792.
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concern: historians in England both thought tha&irtAnnalescolleagues simply ignored
other scholars’ work and that their books contaisedh ‘quirks of [literary] style’ as to be
unintelligible to the ‘uninitiated’ — again, examegl of the supposed shortcoming did not
abound:® Richard Cobb even classified the School as a’;culhich was both ‘over-
exclusive and almost hysterically sensitive to &myn of criticism from outside!’® Closer
inspections ofAnnaleshistorians’ methodologies produced more nuancedlasions than
general assessments concerned to decry ‘tribalisiistorians construed members’ of the
AnnalesSchool calls for total history to mean the ‘piecitagether of [the] multifarious
activities and attitudes’ of past societies.” Theyected the aim because it sounded too
ambitious to achieve alongside the teaching demamdk incipient pressure to publish
regularly’® But with dismissal came delineation of other metiogical sensibilities;
historians evoked their idea of the requisite digali practitioners must have in order to
undertake historical research: ‘sense of the pasise of the ridiculous and just plain common
sense’; ‘there is no need to be nervous of numioérsyciology of economics of machines or
of anything else!®’ It thus became clear that intuition and ecleaticisrevailed, and the
sentiment that historians could now experiment wather subjects’ techniques yet still
practice history.

Sociology and machines featured in that list beedhsse reservations also directed

themselves at American cliometrics which criticenped together withAnnalesmethods.

Cliometricians used quantification to assess featwf past human behaviour revealed by

1% pavid Thomson, review of Duby and Mandrdmtroduction & la France modern&LS 7 Apr. 1966: 291;
David Thomson, ‘The French Way of Research’, rewi#WComité frangais des sciences historiquésgt-cing
ans de recherche historigu€ELS 8 Sep. 1966: 811; J. S. Bromley, review of Podtaiu,La Vie rurale en Basse-
Auvergne au XVIfl siécle (1726-1780)EHR, 84 (1969): 804. Evans reiterated this argumenRichard J.
Evans, ‘Cite Ourselves!’, review of Burgiéfehe Annales SchadlRB 31 (2009): 12-14.
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models constructed by sociologists, demographeatsaathropologists®® Americans such as
Robert Fogel and Stanley Engermann acted thusii®0s and 1960s in order to study the
nature and organization of slavery in the Unitedt&f% But Gilbert Shapiro’s less famous
project at the University of Washington statistigalo analyze six hundred@ahiers de
doléanceswith the help of forty sociologists formed the ger in the Times Literary
Supplemenspecial editiort!®° Cobb captured Oxbridge moods about the undertakiren he
referred to it as time-consuming history that woulot ‘further historical knowledgé*
Postan and his students, unlike Joan Thirsk at idxfalso shied away from quantitative
history because it appeared to them to underpiortsffto formulate timeless theori€s.
Historians’ doubts about methodologies associatil the AnnalesSchool in this instance
arose from an elision between American and Fremoemsions of ‘new history’ debates.

The combative stance assumed by scholars assbcwithh the University of
Cambridge compounded the contradictory transndtioressures pushing historians to swim
against anAnnalestide. Debates about the relevance of impersondbr&ado historical
causality had already erupted between a Cambridagugte, E. H. Carr, whose much-read
What is History?popularized methodological reflection, and Isaialia.*** The argument
resembled the criticisms reviewers had levellediragaChaunu and Ladurie’s work on
economic cycles: Berlin, contradicting Carr, maimta that human accident must feature in

causal analysis and that, as a result, method ¢hnat aim to uncover progenitors

198 Robert W. Fogel and Geoffrey Eltowhich Road to the Past? Two Views of Histdtgw Haven, 1983), 24;
Fritz Redlich, “New’ and ‘Traditional’ Approache® Economic History and Their Interdependend&H, 25
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determining all events:* But Carr had paid little attention smnalistesunlike one of Chaunu
and Ladurie’s critics, Hilton, who followe@innaleswith fellow-mediaevalist Peter Sawyar
the University of Birmingham, to which they invitdduby to lecturé! Carr knew about
Lévi-Strauss’'s work on structural anthropology. Had read enough to think of it as
‘conservative in the sense that it examines acstedindition’ thus contributing to the
conservatism of social sciences, which, Carr thgughitimized existing social inequalities
through their scientific explanation rather thanaltdnging injusticé’® And when he
responded to the work of his admirer Quentin Skin@arr admitted that he could not
comment on Skinner’'s argument that Braudel's idet@tal history was ‘the most discredited
form of inductivism in smart sociological disguidecause he knew nothing about it or the
AnnalesSchool*’

Skinner’s reservations about Braudel’s ‘inductivisgained expression in his own
project to use philosophy of language in orderlterahe history of political ideas. Skinner
identified empiricism as a methodological hallmark historians in England, who ‘have
sometimes gloried in presenting themselves asghtfarward empiricists for whom the
proper task [...] is simply to uncover the facts atbwe past and recount them as objectively
as possible!® Indeed, the Cambridge historian whom Skinner machind, Geoffrey Elton,
confrontedAnnalesfor exactly those reasons. Elton, who ‘despisediyedl branches of
history that were not concerned with the politi€gpower in past societies’, did not accept
that annaliste methods provided any useful function to workingtbiians:*® His dismay

surfaced in an examination of Ladurie’s ‘breeztngent of epidemics’: Elton perceived in it

14 |saiah Berlin, ‘Mr Carr’s Big Battalionshew Statesmarb Jan. 1962.

115 professor John Rogister, electronic correspondeitbethe author, 15 Oct. 2010.

16 carr to Gareth Stedman-Jones, 18 Jun. 1968,asbiniHaslamYices of Integrity212.

17 Carr to Skinner, 22 May 1974, as cited in ibidl52Quentin Skinner, ‘The Role of HistonG;R 15 Mar.
1974: 102-103. Haslam suggests that Carr remaiméaimiliar with Annalesbecause his history of Russia
consumed all his time and energy. Professor Jonatfaslam, electronic correspondence with the auth&ep.
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emeritus Perry Anderson, epistolary correspondairittethe author, 24 Jan. 2011.
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a ‘playful but habitual evasion of the duty to expl and ‘the pompous elaboration of the
obvious in geography®° His critique thus defended the autonomy of hisiwsi methods
when confronted with alternatives from France. Elabso shared Hilton and others’ dismay
at the assumptions of stasis they thought remaimgdicit in quantitative methodologies,
which he saw as histoper enumerationem simplicemithout interpretatiort?*

Ideology animated Elton’s contestation afhnaliste methodologies. He was a
conservative who had little patience with the stidemovement of 1968 and supported
Margaret Thatcher’s governments after 187%He could not accept Skinner’s suggestion that
history should provide the data social scientisteated"*® Like Peterhouse fellow, Maurice
Cowling, Elton found in Braudel's histories ‘thedtestionist belief that sociological,
demographic or geographical history is tieeplus ultraof historical thinking.” Cowling, who
liked privately to announce thahnnalesis balls!, and Elton both agreed that ‘it is nodrh
these old bones that living history will arise retcoming decade$ Their defiance did not
form anad hominenattack: they admired Braudel's education and kedge and, like a
conservative historian at the University of St Aewls, Norman Gash, appreciated Braudel’'s
books ‘for their own sake® But that was no compliment either.

Cowling’s perception of Braudel responded noAtmalesbut to a letter from fellow
of Christ’s College, J. H. Plumb, in which Plumbdhsuggested that Braudel deserved a
Nobel Prize for his historical researéf.Plumb himself, shortly before his retirement from
Cambridge in 1974, had also written of his admoratior Annaleshistorians, though not in

triumphal tones: he admired Bloch, Febvre and hakb work because he thought it ‘open

120 Elton, ‘Historians Against History’, 205.

21 1pid. 204.

122 HaslamVices of Integrity 208.

123 gkinner, ‘The Role of History’, 103.

1241 owe this information to Professor Michael Beptleho knew Cowling well; Maurice Cowling, ‘A Viewfo
History’, TT, 14 Jan. 1983.

125 Gash used this phrase in a letter to Braudel ezjprg gratitude for his copy af Méditerranée sentafter
they met in St Andrews during the summer of 197&stGto Braudel, 24 Aug. 1977, Braudel MSS.

1263, H. Plumb, review of Braudélhe Wheels of CommercET, 6 Jan. 1983.
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to new scholarly disciplines’ and because its gitaiplinarity assisted discovery of ‘new
frontiers’ in historical territory. But he saw Bmel's work as a high-water mark of the
School’'s achievements because, for all the eruditid_a Méditerranée Plumb insisted that
history, ‘is and must be narrative’ of ‘events inlipcs, in social and economic development
which have made our world what it is’; ‘explanatishich links with our own time*®’

As this Cowling-Plumb difference of opinion suggestarr, Cowling, Elton, Hilton,
Plumb and Skinner’s circumspection Ahnalesafter 1970 had internal connections, rather
than relating directly tdAnnalesitself, that grew up between 1952 and 1970. BotwI®g
and Elton wrote political histories. Cowling’s sdiido show the ‘unacceptable’ assumptions
requiring ‘destruction’ on which rested the workttbb@f political scientists and the father of
English liberal thought, John Stuart Miff The Peterhouse tutor used that as the foundation
for a trilogy of political histories that renderqublitics as the contingent product of
interactions within a ruling élite, a collection pérsonalities acting within institutional and
social system&® Elton developed throughout the 1950s and 1960mtanpretation of the
English Reformation as a necessary evil fosterelgnay Thomas Cromweft*® They both
opposed their political approach to Marxist histog’ investigation of sub-structural material
factors in order to explain the past. Maurice DoHbpsbawm, E. P. Thompson as well as
Hilton and other Cambridge graduates were on tialar, so the construction of a detailed

interpretation of leading élites’ actions as de@sin past events not only made for political

1273, H. Plumb, review of BraudeThe MediterraneanNYT, 31 Dec. 1972. Plumb’s nuanced view contrasted
with the prevailing tone of critical reviews, whidh various ways, hailed Braudel's work as a ‘regsiece’, see
Marino, ‘The Exile’, 623.
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Politics and British Policy, 1933-194@ambridge, 1975).
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history but a political statemeht: Hilton, by contrast, ridiculed it as the ‘meanvehit-the-
Winter-Palace version of history?* Context, 1950s and 1960s confrontations of Eadt an
West over Suez, Hungary, Czechoslovakia and Cutidedato the perceived urgency of
ideology. Marxist historians’ interest iAnnales approaches also in part explains why
conservative historians in England tended sometintesequate Annales and Marxist
approaches to the past when in fact the two rerdaiisginct.

Right-wing Cambridge historians also opposed libeoleagues such as Carr, Plumb
and Skinner. Carr’s history of Soviet Russia antliply pro-Soviet sentiment made his
political and historical interests unattractivecmnservative$*® Plumb’s oeuvre also mixed
social, cultural and political history in way thahder-emphasized politics and politicians
from Cowling and Elton’s high-politics perspectiwéet Plumb’s social history did not follow
the class analysis of Thompsomaking of the English Working Clask contributed to a
‘liberal descent’ by taking up Trevelyan’s histomythout-the-politics social history, and, like
Carr, Plumb affirmed the essential progress ofdoee and political liberty revealed by
histories of society>* Skinner’s position differed. He, like Plumb tutdrat Christ's College.
But inasmuch as his work on political ideas soughtlevelop a sophisticated theoretical
understanding of the nature and implication of aligsse rather than Cowling’s scrutiny of
agency he did not study political histotgut court'* Although Skinner did not adopt
Plumb’s whiggish insistence on progress and rejeBiaudel’s total history, he did use the
social sciences in tandem with philosophy to dedperreach of historical methods. He did

not, however, play a part in Peter Laslett and Edwérigley’'s Cambridge-based Group for
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the Study of Population and Social Structure tloatght to use in the history of population
statistical techniques originating from sociologylanthropology>°

Cambridge historians’ criticisms édnnalesmethodologies disclosed a feature of their
fortunes in England between 1900 and 1970. Thentgqabs employed by certain proto-
annalistes and annaliste historians entered transnational debates within li§mg
historiography, but resistances often unfolded rdurdisagreements with another, often
indigenous, flavour. That taste related to the ararof English history with its institutional-
political and Christian commitments as well as ptsctitioners’ liberal sensitivity to a
changing but present need to include the lowerssrifetheir stories>” Truth-claims about
the English past — and implicitly the past in gaher hinged on the development of this
canon. English historiography’s predispositionsoalesonated throughout the Manchester
School’s failure to receivAnnales Tawney’s limited acknowledgement of Bloch’s parthe
AnnalesSchool’'s programmatic achievements and historiaasming similarity of purpose
with proto-annalistesand annalistesoften became complicated by questions surroundiag t
history of England, of Anglican morality or Britistonservatism. Just as challenges did not
always focus directly o\nnaleshistorians’ methodologies themselves, opposition did not
always arise on technical grounds. Davis’'s contefoptwhat he perceived to be Berr's
metaphysical project, Elton’s scorn for the stadigjuantitative history and Plumb’s doubts
about what he called the ‘neo-positivism’ of Bralsldooks could not mask growing
acceptance of ‘new ways’ in English history. Bubales in England’s universities suppressed
widespread recognition of similarity. It would nmoé¢ possible to understand Tawney's lack of
interest inAnnaleswithout citing the Anglicanism he acquired at sdhoothe Idealism he
gleaned from Oxford more generally. But, at the sd@me, his innovations undertaken at the

L.S.E. in its place as a new institution seekingniake its scientific reputation by using the

136 D. R. Woolf, ‘The Writing of Early Modern Intellégal History, 1945-1995’, in Michael Bentley, ed,
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inventive methods of socio-economic history to ioy@ understandings of England’s past
owed a partial debt tannalistes Receptionsand resistances toAnnales historians’

methodologies in this sense unfolded in a compleshibn in England, neither wholly
determined by nor completely insensitive to techagformulated by historians in France,

never completely closed to their message nor éntien to it either.
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3. Resistances #nnalesMethodologies in France, 1900-1970
Analysis of misreceptions accordedAanalesmethodologies in France differs inasmuch as
Annalesexists not as a transnational but national phenomerfhe chapter deals, therefore,
with a subject dissimilar from the others becawsmnalyzes obstructions within a university
system in whichAnnaleshistorians themselves operated. This does not retsldéindings
incomparable to those of the other national chaptut it does indicata priori thatAnnales
and the riptides it encountered may be in diretdtian, unlike some of those identified

elsewhere.

3.1 The Modernizing of Historical Inquiry, 1900-192
Several modernizing tendencies existed in Franderdel929. Theméthodiquehistorians
created one and Bergsonian philosophers anothembdies of theSociété des professeurs
d’histoire et géographieexhibited a third. Many historians’ activities cohtited to the
discourses issuing from one or more of these granigke period until Bloch and Febvre
founded their journal in 1929. And, whilst they anet the only three assemblages,
meéthodiquesBergsonian philosophers and members ofSbeiétéshared prot@nnalistes’
concern to improve historical methodologies. Thegaproaches, however, often competed
with proto-annalistehistorians’ techniques.

Méthodiquedoubts arose from allegations about the practiealitonfronting working
historians. Seignobos’s arguments against Simiangiglerstanding of methodology
demonstrate the content of reservations. The yethldt historians did not have available all
the facts relating to their chosen research tamcprding to Seignobos, rendered Simiand’s
ideas inapplicable to historical research. Simiangfoposal that historians could establish

causes of past events through the exhaustive amalfyall their economic, psychological and
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other factors accordingly failed to convince Selypsl He and Langlois instead insisted that
‘the practical means of knowledge which begins vintiperfect real materials’ provided only
fragmentary traces of the pdsPractical means’ meant documents: ‘history ishiraj other
than themise en oeuvref documents. As a result, the subjects coveredviigen history
depend on a series of fortuitous accidents tharoeted whether or not records survived or
perished? Historians, they added, executed ‘the scienceaofsfrelating to living men in
societyduring the succession of past timés.’

Three types of hermeneutic analysis substantiatedetnodology apposite to this
situation. First, external evaluation of all sowcassessment of their composition and
provenance; classification into types by genreutjexct; and establishment of the factual data
they contained. Then internal criticism: an assessment of how doeument corroborated
another’s content; listing what the author did resteal about the events of which (s)he wrote;
and compilation of individual facts such as dates mame$.Facts then required organization
into chronologies that could be narrated for thade’ The last two procedures were
synthetic operations because they colligated theipus stages’ results.

Méthodiquesnsisted on the rationality and, therefore, Fremssnof this approacéh.
An educational concern loomed because politiciars lastorians wanted sciences such as
they assumed history was one to lead a rehaklitadf ‘French knowledge’ after defeat by
Prussia in 1870, which spiritual fragility had soppdly causedThat context also stimulated

attempts to restore the autonomy of French uniteeslucation, which had been designed to
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compete with German universities at whigtéthodiquesther than Aulard had studiéd.
Aulard and Antonin Debidour’s work disclosed theoguicts of these aspirations. They
explained in their secondary-school textboHistoire de Francedhat, ‘the rational and just
work of the French Revolution is here deservedbyified, and the principles on which our
institutions rest are hereby justified by the véegson of events® Lavisse also felt that
‘history teaching must be regenerated by the desfuely of history: it is a work of public
necessity’ because history recorded that nature wrdten on the map of Europe the destiny
of certain regions'? For that reasomméthodiquesnd other historians also spent the period
between 1914 and 1918 writing about French edutatimd the reasons for which France
should oppose perceived German aggression.

These circumstances impaired but did not block recognitimr protoannaliste
techniques in thRevue HistoriqueChristian Pfister misinterpreted Febvre’s histétilippe
Il et la Franche-Comtéas a ‘Tableau’ rather than an analysis becamg¢hodiques’
colligatory operations and Berr's idea of synthdsigh consisted in organizing facts into
interpretations. Pfister as a result thought theliviFe traced, like his supervisor, Monod, the
institutional formation of the staté.Bloch’s work aroused analogous confusion. Reviswer
alleged that it merely reformulated in an ‘elegsiyte’ questions about why and how French
and English people came to believe in the royattdt Bloch ‘[had] not been able, despite
his research and hypotheses, to establish withcartginty theorigins [of the royal touch]:
the circumstanceshat assured its initial success remain unknoWrCommentary of this

order did not detect the novelty of problem-leddmg, which assessed psychological, social

1% pierre Nora, ‘Lavisse, instituteur national. Leti® Lavisse’, évangile de la République’, in PéeNora, ed,
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97, 894; Ernest Laviss¥ue générale de I'histoire politique de I'Euroffearis, 1890), vii.
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and institutional factors. Instead Paul Fourniescadéed in pejorative terms Bloch's
perceived lack of attention to the circumstantragios of his subject. That stemmed from the
form in which Bloch chose to present his reseatfodimatic accounts not narratives of events,
‘origins’ and ‘circumstances’ in Fournier's vocaany, which Langlois had taught him were
yielded by the study of documerifs.

Bergsonian philosophers’ theory of history advaneedew theorization of facts
themselves. Their inspiration, Henri Bergson, heghied that perceptions of the world were
‘at once both identical and changingind called thigdurée— the principal constituent of
human experiencE. The Roumanian-émigré philosopher, Alexandre-DmitiXénopol,
provided a formulation of the precept aplicable history: two types of fact, Xénopol
suggested, provided the object and substance dfisatirical researchaits de succession
distinct human actions such as decisions,faitd de repetitionrecurring processes found in
the natural and material world.Historians should as a result maintain an awaeeiiest
deeds resulted from different forms of activity:iskbrical acts [...] intended to preserve the
memory of a fact or themselves something which sstorical fact: charts, awards, treaties,
notarial deedsprocés-verbauxand ‘non-historical acts’ that ‘do not preservemories of
the past for the future but are purely practicalvd, legal axioms, judgements, accounts,
inventories, letters, sermorfS.Acceptance of a Bergsonian understanding of hjdtarthat
reason created the formal contradictionniéthodiquehistorians’ attitude: that they must
investigate change, but that they saw the pastastinuunm?*

Adherence to Bergsonian theory galvanized empipcattice in history. The attempt
to avoid the reduction of events in the style ofrkitt and socialist historians to a stage in

dialectical development, or to distinguish theisearch from the politicized arguments they
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thought that socialist and syndicalist sympathizetgsanced, rather than hostility to proto-
annalistes’'work informed the endeavo@f.But the proximity of Bergsonian philosophy to
erudition that prot@nnalistesejectedcreated tension between the two traditions. Itsdidn
as far as Bergsonian philosophy theorized a sedaHistorical science’; philosophy thus
continued until the inter-war period to invest bi&ns’ methods with authoriy. Proto
annalistes by contrast, sought to base theiethod on a variety of disciplinary procedures
including those emanating from the social scien8eg.sciences socialeeemained a term
without a referent, according to sceptics faithfal philosophy such as, in this period,
Hauser** Assessments suggested that for this reason fasbtostientific credibility attracted
scholars to them. Pursuit of social science methotiers added, resembled an act of faith:
‘research of thesocial in history has produced results as monstrous asthbological
preoccupations of a bygone efaPublishers aired similar concern in letters todBland
Febvre, noting ‘you have included sociology in ygquiogramme: this science, still in
formation, has until now been rather unsure ofmethods, and, following the temperaments
of its authors, oscillated more or less completelyards militant political agenda® Social
sciences could therefore not match the scientdigital that philosophy and natural science
commanded before 1929.Therein lay a problem in disciplinary evolutiorathindirectly
conflicted with protoannalistes’methodologies.

Members of th&ociété des professeurs d’histoire et géogradhyecontrast, hindered
acceptance of Berr and his circle’s work becausey ttvorried that it would disrupt

professional routines. From its foundation in 19h@ Sociétéformed a leading organization
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to which history professors in schools and unitiEsibelonged® Its constitution defended
members’ ‘moral and pedagogical freedom’ and itstre¢ committee strove to guarantee
teaching quality’ The organizatiorin short defended existing methods practised by its
members in established academic institutions. Feebud Bloch subscribed from 1919 until
1932, andDemangeon represented higher education issuesedBodérd®>® Febvre even drew
fellow-members’ attention to Berr's synthetic methasuggesting that it would interest
historians ‘curious to reflect on the theory ofisctpline still hardly assured of its intentions
let alone its methods’ despite, he implied, bubdiecause of notions circulated by the
‘chattering philosopher’, Xénopdt. Henri Busson’s review of Febvre and Batailloi’a
Terre et I'evolution humaindiinted at the frustration Febvre thereby provokBdsson
criticized the book’s authors for providing critichscussion rather than original research, and
added that they damaged human geography’s cragdibilly attributing geographic
classifications to human ideas, simply ignorindities like the inhospitability of deserts. It
read like the work of polemicists, and, like Berr synthesis, it could only breed further
polemic in Busson’s opiniotf. Similarly, Demangeon’s cautionary reminder to Febthat,
even before his and Bataillon’s work, ‘the sanggdaf human geography] was already well-
guarded’ testified to the way in which establisHealindaries between the professions of
history and geography could divide personal frieedsh as Demangeon and Febvre even
when each thought they strove toward the samé%nd.

The work of Alphonse Aulard and his circle epitoedzthe way in which emergent
professional habits and competing attempts to psid@alize history intersected to exclude

proto-annalistes’approaches to the past. Aulard befriended, bosictaol and as a student at
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the Ecole Normalemen who became prominent republican politiciams jaurnalists such as
Georges Clemenceau, Alexandre Millerand and CarRidlketan — all part of the generation
before that from which issued many pretieralistehistorians®* Aulard shared his friends’
commitment to republican politics, which flourished what then constituted the longest
period of continuous parliamentary democracy imEeasince the Revolutioh.Indeed, his
Jacobin contacts secured his appointment as diretta course on revolutionary history at
the Sorbonnein 1886, part of the Paris Municipal Authority’sf@t to publicize the French
Revolution before the centenary celebration of 1889 well as his election to the first
National Chair for the History of the French Rewiwn in 1891%°

Aulard acquired thereafter a reputation, along aithdemic historians such as Arthur
Chuquet, Jules Flammeront, Charles Seignobos, Efmegasse and Louis Madelin and
independent historians such as Pierre Championwoking to rehabilitate revolutionary
history as an object of scientific study within weisities>’ Ministers of Education also
appointed him to national organizations which dateed the subjects of historical research
throughout France, such as tBemité des travaux historiques et scientififiéulard’s
career for these reasons testified to the closeemdion between the academy and the field of
political power. Its Parisian focus also corrobedaprotoannalistes’understanding that Paris
remained the centre of the university system dutinegThird Republic, as it had been in the

Second Empire and would continue to be even uméeYichy regime”’
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Aulard’s circle developed a ‘scientific’ historicatethod in part designed to defend
these ideological beliefs through the creation alftisal histories? Like otherméthodiques
Aulard himself used method to ground claims that his te@chadhered to impartial
principles. He formulated ‘ten commandments of drisal method’, circulated ‘on the
threshold of the academic year’ to students whendt#td newfermé courses, open only to
matriculated studenfs. The attachment to technique came from a reactiorAuguste
Comte’s work, an inspiration Charles-Olivier Carbbbrclaimed connected athéthodiques
without showing that any of them read Corfftdulard had discovered Comte from his
writings on the Girondin hero of the Revolution,rdan, and as a result attended meetings of
the Société Positiviste de Partd He only accepted, however, the part of Comte’sings
that outlined scientific procedure: verifying fadsd deducing the causes of events from
them®* His positivism for that reason resembled Simiarid’she qualified sense that they
both formulated hypotheses that their researchededBut Aulard never went so far as
Simiand to posit explanatory laws. Taine’s assestithat all Jacobins possessed a ‘classical
mindset’, which followed strictly rational argumentraison raisonnante’, regardless of their
implications for the French, met for that reasothwAulard’s disapproval® It looked to the
revolutionary historian like ‘sociological typolang’ that fitted details to an interpretive
framework regardless of their correlatifrOn those grounds as well, Aulard admonished his
son-in-law, sociologist Albert Bayet, that sociojodgeeded to take a historical bath’ before

its methods could elucidate past problétsie instead admired Madelin's revolutionary
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7 Albert Bayet, preface to BellonAulard, xi.
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histories, in which the analysis and synthesis éndlost] sight of the overall picturé® And
reading Madelin’s history assured others that iffhbistory continued to be practised’;
Aulard persisted accordingly to focus his own rede@n the institutional and constitutional
aspects of the French Revolutith.

This methodological tradition, institutionalizedthe Sorbonnemitigated the creation
of proto-annalistehistories of the Revolution. There is an arguméat tAulard’s student,
Albert Mathiez, radically departed from his mastgublitical interpretation of the Revolution
in La vie chére et le mouvement social sous la Teynwbich demonstrated how Parisians’
standard of living improved more rapidly during therror than at any other time in the
Revolution®® Aulard and Chuquet’s dismissal of Georges d’Avsnetonomic history of
modern France from the history section of @@mitéon the basis of Seignobos’s criticisms
seems to confirm that Aulard defended a documemteathod, focused narrowly on political
events’® But Aulard, like Mathiez, provided economic intesfations: he showed that no
rural revolt against feudal measures taken by évelutionary government had occurréd.
And both Mathiez and Aulard narrated their economierpretations as adjuncts of political
events.

Divergent political commitments evident in theistarical outlook in fact constituted
the major difference; whereas Aulard empathizech viibberal-Girdonin, Danton, Mathiez
admired the radicaéEnragés centring on Jacques RotkFebvre himself thought of the two

men as similar in scientific terms, consideringirtiveork as ‘totally outdated and harmful’

“8 Henri Bergson to Louis Madelin, 16 Dec. 1934; Beryto Madelin, 7 Sep. 1938, Madelin MSS AP/355.

“9 Philippe Lauer to Lot, 21 Nov. 1940, Lauer MSS XB{/3408; Alphonse AulardHistoire politique de la
Révolution francaiséParis, 1901), vii-viii.

0 For example, Kates, eBirench Revolution2-3. Albert Mathiezl.a vie chére et le mouvement social sous la
Terreur (2 vols; Paris, 1927), i. 13; ii. 242.

®1 Charles Seignobos, review of d’Avenklistoire économiqueRcHL, 41 (1896): 106-18; Aulard to Chuquet,
25 Mar. 1896, Chuquet MSS N.A.F./13688/77; Avenel €huquet, 10 Apr. 1896, Chuquet MSS
N.A.F./13691/1.

%2 Alphonse Aulardl.a Révolution francaise et le régime féod@aris, 1919), iii, 220-22, 242-44.

° Mathiez,La vie chérei. 87-92, 194-96, ii. 185-86, 223-26.
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because politicize®. He felt that, owing to Mathiez’s lack of econontiaining, Aulard’s
student’s economic interpretations exhibited flamsl fuelled critiques made by the Left of
government policy during the economic downturn e 1920s rather than the precepts of
disinterested study. Aulard’s monopolization of revolutionary historgvertheless created
an official revolutionary history excluding, and desirable in the opinion of, proto-
annalistes

A wish to rehabilitate the French Revolution asubject for historical research also
animated transnational discourses which informedeld@ments in France. Historians
admired Aulard, alleging that his ‘supremacy liashis vast erudition; he probably knows
more about the French Revolution than any mandivifh Seignobos concluded that Aulard’s
Histoire politique de la Révolution francaismnstituted ‘the first scientific study’ of that
event, a view endorsed outside France by ‘new ohmt of society, James Harvey
Robinsort’ Crane Brinton and others, by contrast, urged ite sf Robinson’s approval that
‘the newer historian may find it too exclusivelylitioal.”*® Fred Morrow Fling followed
Aulard’s work as part of his own effort to buildsehool of historians studying the Revolution
in America; he singled out the critique of Taine particularly interesting because it
confirmed suspicions long-held by historians in tbeited States that revolutionary
historiography required invigilatiof. H. A. L. Fisher affirmed that Aulard’s ‘work is
scholarly’ after airing anxieties about republicpalitical ‘theories’ and anti-clericalism

appearing inLe Culte de la raisorand in Sorbonnelectures?® Aulard’s sentiment that one

** Febvre to Berr, 3 Dec. 1930, in Pluet and Carefds,Lettres & Henri Berr410.

5 Lucien Febvre, ‘Albert Mathiez, un tempérament éducation’AHés 4 (1932): 573-76, 575.

*% Frederick Crossfield Happolodern Historians of the French Revolutifirondon, 1928), 26.

*" Charles Seignobos, review of AulaHistoire politique de la Révolution francaise, R10 (1901): 125; James
Harvey Robinson, ‘Aulard’s Political History of tf&ench Revolution’PSQ 26 (1911): 133-41, 136.

%8 Crane Brinton, review of AulardGhristianity and the French RevolutipAHR, 43 (1928): 297-99, 297. On
the ‘new’ history in America, see Chapter 6, 8§6.1.

%9 Fred Morrow Fling, ‘La Révolution francaise etdériode napoléonienneRSH 29 (1919): 263-70, 263, 269;
Fred Morrow Fling, review of Aulardiaing AHR 13 (1908): 577-78, 578.

8 H. A. L. Fisher, review of Aulard,e Culte de la raisorEHR 8 (1893): 798-801, 799; H. A. L. Fisher, review
of Aulard, Etudes et leconEEHR, 23 (1908): 172-73. Moody suggested that, in pi®fessional writings’,



Resistances tdnnalesMethodologies in France, 1900-1970 106

must love the French Revolution in order to studglso alarmed Fisher, yet historians in
England entertained similar feelings: Henry Morsep8ens admitted, ‘my book on the
Revolution was written out of love for the subjeet’but he kept his sentiment privéte.
Furthermore, Hans Glagau tempered his praise #@mHiktoire politiquewith still graver
criticism: the monograph, useful for its narrative$ institutional and party-political
developments, presented ‘distorted conclusionshgwio its excitatoryarti pris, which had
resulted in selective documentary research, aré@aila consider the role of European war
from 1792, no analysis of prominent actors’ behav@nd the misleading argument that most
French people held anti-Catholic attitudés.

With all these nuances, the transnational receptionew studies on revolutionary
history suggested the importance historians atthttéulard’s project. From Aulard’s case
it is possible to detect that disciplinary habit#renched in leading Parisian institutions
debarred the adoption of prodmnalistehistorians’ methods. But it did not prevent anragé
to study the same social and economic sources amare of theAnnalesSchool. It cannot
be said, therefore, that in this case disciplifzabits and institutional systems prevented an
intellectual resemblance, however superficial, leetwtwo quite different styles of historical

practice.

3.2 France and the World? International Collec@amsciousness, 1930-1958
Annalesreceptions within France grew between 1930 and ,185&hapter One has shown,;
so too did concerns some historians working at ersities across France voiced about the
swelling tide. In substance, anxieties produceédlchallenges. The first form of disquiet
prompted demands made afinalistesto justify a perceived incapacity of their methdds

analyze documents. The second attempted to undednimaleshistorians’ claims that their

Aulard demonstrated his capacity ‘to keep his faldrical] prejudice in check’, see Joseph N. Maodyhe
Third Republic and the Church: A Case History ofélehFrench HistoriansGCHR, 66 (1980): 1-15, 9.

®1 Morse-Stephens to Arthur Chuquet, 15 Feb. 18920G&t MSS N.A.F./13668/24/76.

%2 Glagau, ‘Geschichte der Revolution’, 248-51, 2246-46, 237.
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methods could produce total histories. A third obgn reprised defences of narrative
circulating earlier in the period in defiance ofptanatory techniques associated with the
AnnalesSchool. Diplomatic historians studying the placeFoénce in a world shaken by
economic depression and ideological strife in tl880k, the Second World War, de-
colonization and Cold War after 1945, indicated way in which these debates combined to
create an intellectual fissure between some hateriand theirAnnalescolleagues. The
coincidence in 1958 of the publication of the lastume of Pierre Renouvin's study of
international relations and the election to thesplency of Charles De Gaulle and his
subsequent attempt to recover Fre@chndeurprovide in this context a symbolic end-date to
a discrete period of disagreements oAenalesmethodologie$?

Concerns about the importance attributed to dootsniey Bloch, Febvre and others
found expression in articles published by intewral periodicals. Sée raised them by re-
iterating the notion that documents posed the problthat historians studied by compiling,
classifying and verifying evidené& The implication suggested that problems came fitwen
past itself, scAnnaleshistorians’notion that researchers should create historicablpms
looked misconstrued to S&eAlgerian-born Hauser, Bloch’s predecessor atSbebonne
endorsed this positiofi. Yet certain of both his and Sée’s contributionsthie study of
economic history commanded limited respect withian€e. Sée’s study of French economic
history, Franzésische Wirtschaftsgeschichtgppeared thanks to a Jena-based publisher.
Hauser's work on modern French capitalism lookeda#g marginalized despite its author’s
membership of thAnnaleseditorial board. It probed ‘how in fact [Richelietijought, why he

thought in that way, how he tried to act and wiesuited from his efforts, the causes of his

% pierre Renouvirtistoire des relations internationalg8 vols; Paris, 1954-58).

% Henri Sée, ‘Interprétation d’une controverse ssrrelations de I'histoire et de la sociologifSS 65 (1931):
81-100, 84.

% Sée, review of BerEn marge de I'histoire universel@58.

% Henri Hauser, review of SéEranzésische WirtschaftsgeschigHg, 178 (1936): 123-26, 126.
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successes and failures’ with regard to economiorme’ Hauser drew no parallel to the
economic reforms in 1930s France nor to the Viobgime's own economic policies, but
symbolism abounded: politicians of France’s riglmgvfor whom Richelieu became a hero
endured an era of disarray; they had created thegian reforms in response to 1930s
industrial unrest, but, because the legislationgnaated a forty-hour week and paid holidays,
they added to employers’ wage bills and investorssequently withdrew from Franf&The
Front populairewon the parliamentary elections of 1936 as a reSdé and Hauser also felt
thathistoire historisantected as a rhetorical device rather than refetormstyle of thought,
but this too became a minority reply to Simiand ahdse Annales historians he had
inspired®® However small the opposition, scepticism abdnbhalesprocedures existed in this
form at theSorbonneand the University of Rennes where Hauser and S¢ked.

These published commentaries resembled art rassrprivate fears. Doubts about
problem history and documentation joined with gpgtien of group-research on large topics
after the Second World War because ‘the whole palpses’ when ‘texts are no longer the
basis of studies’’ Briere made these remarks in private corresporederith Pierre Caron.
He suspected that collective enquiries sought tmwer hidden causes, ‘the influences of an
imaginedbackgroundliterary connections [...], and, in books, a concerted etimreveal the
geometric lines of composition’, thus extending analysis aifnceptual features of the
investigated phenomenon without establishing &sal'r or recorded, context.The search for
mechanical determinants issued, Briere thoughty fao emergent conception of research: the
organization of scholars into teams with calculgtiequipment, the machinery of an

arithmetic method also harnessed for the moderoizaif French society. It applied the

®" Henri Hauserla pensée et I'action économique du cardinal dd&ieu(Paris, 1944), 9.

% Kedward,La vie en blep188; Jessica Wardhaugh,Pursuit of the People: Political Culture in Frae, 1934-
39 (Basingstoke, 2009), 109-10.

% Henri Sée, review of BerEn marge de I'histoire universe)l&H, 175 (1935): 157-58, 157.

0 Gaston Briére to Pierre Caron, 18 May 1949, CAI&S AB/XIX/4404/1/18; Briére to Caron, 24 Oct. 1948
Caron MSS AB/XIX/4404/1/3.

" My italics; Briére to Caron, 24 Oct. 1948, ibid.
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principles of the division of labour in order to ximaize efficiency and raise intellectual
productivity — ‘Taylorism.”® Briére worked, however, at the edge of the unigefeld as a
museum conservationist. Caron by contrast had la@eexpert on the Terror, and joined
proto-annalistecalls for historians to ‘envision the mass€sBoth of them had retired by the
time they exchanged concerns, so their apprehenseshaps hinted at the views of a
generation leaving prominent university positiomshe late 1940s.

Revolutionary historians also continued to mollithe impact of Annales
methodologies in their specialism. The work of @mative-republican, Philippe Sagnac, and
Marxist, Georges Lefebvre, the two immediate summesto Aulard’s chair, exemplified the
point. Both historians followed the imperative alcdmentary analysis in order to provide
explanatory overviews: ‘analysis first, but to eeriat synthesis’* Sagnac held that historical
method remained unitary, but used different to@pemding on its application to religious,
social, economic or political fact3.He used the statistical methods developed by Ruissi
historians such as Ivan Loutchisky to document rinebers of compliant and refractory
priests after the Civil Constitution of the Clergy2 July 1790° Lefebvre also deployed
statistical and synthetic methods, which he thougtial interpretations of the French
Revolution required: ‘individually the documentse asf mediocre interest: it is the overall
result that counts.’ Lefebvre and Sagnac thus pursued socio-econorteécpietations that
borrowed methods taken from statistics, sociolagy @conomic history. But they did not ally
themselves with any one methodological traditioefebvre had met Sagnac and been taught

by one of Aulard’s circle, Flammeront, at the Umsity of Lille. Aulard had helped

2 Briére to Caron, 18 May 1949, ibid.

3 Burgiére, The Annales Schad®70.

™ philippe Sagnac, unpublished notebook, ‘Cours@ins 1936-37'Sagnac MSS AB/XIX/3526.

> Philippe Sagnac, ‘De la méthode dans I'étude dtititions de I'ancien régimeRHmG 6 (1904-1905): 5-21,
5-6.

® philippe Sagnac, ‘Etude statistique sur le clezgastitutionnel et le clergé réfractaire en 17®Hm¢ 8
(1906-1907): 97-115.

" Georges Lefebvre, ‘Les recherches relatives fmrition de la propriété fonciére a la fin dent&n
régime’,RHm 3 (1928): 103-30, 104.
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Lefebvre’s professional ascent by securing pulibeator his researct Bloch and Febvre
also furthered Lefebvre’s career, supporting higoagment to the University of Strasbourg.
So it is not possible to follow Paul Leuilliot’'starpretation of Lefebvre’s work as part of a
purely annalistetradition/® Méthodiqueand annalistemethods with all their variety in fact
coexisted and competed in this instance.

Mediaevalists’ ideas in another manner challeng@aeales historians’ notions of
‘total history.” Charles-Edmond Perrin considereldd® an institutional historian, and, for
Perrin, the history of national organizations digeld all the features of a period. Bloch in
that sense already wrote total history befArmaleshistorianshad proposed the concept, so
far as this mediaevalist could see. Perrin alsested on Bloch’s positivism inasmuch as
Bloch verified and colligated facts found in theigmes, and so he saiwnalesas a latter-day
Revue critiquédecause the editorial line of both journals rejgdiestorical methods founded
on instinct over reasdfi.Perrin’s account placed Bloch’s approach to historthe context of
French historiography more generdilylt also reflected his first-hand experience: Rerri
recorded that he had acted as a ‘buffer between ‘ithpudence’ of Halphen and the
‘insolence’ of Bloch during their arguments at tBerbonnein the 1930s about feudalism
when the latter described it as a period of distsucial behaviour and styles of government
in opposition to the former's insistence that itamted to a series of political evefitsn
private, Perrin aligned his and Bloch’s historicaéthod with that of Robert Fawtier and
Ferdinand Lot. He even alleged that Fawtier had leught to the&Sorbonneto ‘add spice

to the spectacle’, deepening the complexity ofdtwetroversy by using his prosopographical

8 Stéphane Buzzi, ‘Georges Lefebvre (1874-1959)ume histoire sociale possiblé¥s, 200 (2002): 177-95,
190.

" Paul Leuilliot, ‘L’ceuvre de Georges Lefebvre eelgues travaux d’histoire économique et social&SG 13
(1958): 339-48.

8 Charles-Edmond Perrin, ‘A propos d’'une ouvrageenéc review of Bloch,La Société féodaJeRH, 194
(1944): 23-41; 114-31, 122-23; Charles-Edmond Refticeuvre historique de Marc BlochRH, 199 (1948):
161-88, 178.

8 perrin, ‘L’ceuvre historique’, 179.

8 perrin to Ferdinand Lot, 3 Nov. 1939, Lot MSS 7308.
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methodology to display the array of vested interesttrenched in feudal government, and to
teach, ‘whilst [Bloch and Halphen] killed each ath&

Fawtier, Lot and Perrin, by contrast wilnnaleshistorians,sought to provide total
history de hauten bas They commenced by investigating the establisheghrs of
government and justice and arrived at the commasitind social interrelations thereby
created. Their work thus upheld the pre-eminencstate authority in the 1950s and early
1960s, when the Fourth and Fifth French Republiesqed centrally France’s post-war
industry-led reconstructiof.It also continued Luchaire’s work to make the sabpccessible
‘to teachers and their students’, whilst breakimg limits of its chronology to encompass the
entire Middle Ages as opposed to the Capetian éoaeZ® Fawtier's circle, like the
Manchester School, claimed to recover institutidnatory from lawyers and legal historians,
whom they alleged had ‘ruined’ it by assimilatirtte thistories of multiple institutions to
general maxims of governmental evolutf8rFawtier and Lot inverted, therefore, Febvre’s
critique of legal historians: whereas Febvre clalitigat they studied individuals rather than
their general social function, Fawtier and Loticiited their overworking of generalizatioffs.
But Fawtier, Lot and Perrin had not sought to diecaollective representations.

Fawtier’s study of Philip the Fair exemplified tlistance. It sought comprehensively
to investigate all aspects of Philip’s reign thrbyspinstaking investigation of the connexion
and vested interests possessed by officers of Btddifference also became evident in
Febvre’s criticism of Fawtier and Lot's associdtgnri Jassemin. Fawtier and Lot praised

Jassemin for elucidating for the first time how ttieambre des comptewiginated and

% bid.

8 See Edgar Faure, ‘Il n'y a pas de politique géeévalable sans soubassement technique solideRe23
1955, in Sabine Jansen, ddgs Grands discours parlementaires de |&"\République: De Pierre Mendés
France a Charles De Gaull@Paris, 2006), 197-203.
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62), ii. vi.
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87 Lucien Febvre, ‘Quelques réflexions sur I'histoite droit: Etude sociale ou biographique®Hs, 1 (1939):
43-46.

% Robert Fawtier, ‘Le Roi’, in Fawtier and Lot, edtistoire des institutionsi. 9-96.
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functioned® Febvre, by contrast, ridiculed Jassemin’s workabie it rehearsed the ‘origins
and development’ procedure bistoire événementielleithout justifying the procedure or
elucidating the complexities of institutional befr with the tools of sociological theot¥.
The argument demonstrated a procedural tensiomalbatrenders unpersuasive Seignobos’s
perception in 1941 that historians had discardedphecepts for thenvestigation of ‘real
nature’: Fawtier, Jassemin, Lot and Perrin actuedigsidered themselves preservationists of
ideas of améthodiquepractice of history outlined by Seignobos and Laigglagainst
contrastingannalistealternatives’

Narrativist refusal oAnnaleshistorians’explanatory techniqueslso matured in this
period. The case for narrative history, or theatpm of annalistes'thematic expositions, ran
in several directions. One emphasized that rese&wcleonstruct ‘rigorous knowledge’
required a chronological mode of representatioorder to show how one series of colligated
facts yielded to or caused another. To presentigecavolution to the reader in this way
made the past intelligible because audiences aeglagnize in it the universal experience of
time passing. History in that sense had ‘an exiitethrust.?? Variations reiterated the power
of narrative to display the anatomy of the past:Ificoherence exists but is exceptional. 2.
The personal/individual factor tends to be drowpetlby the communal. 3. Chance plays a
very important role® Other voices added that narrative provided a rsecgditerary device
from the point of view of readership: histories hadnake pleasurable reading if they were to

sell; that in turn required that the vocabularysofence be softened in favour of elegafice.

8 Henri Jassemir,a Chambre des Comptes de Paris alf ¥¥cle(Paris, 1933); Fawtier and Lot, edtistoire
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92 Henri-Irénée Marrou, ‘Le nouvel esprit historiquieM, 12 Jul. 1946: 14.

9 André Siegfried, ‘Cours sur la géographie du Laupe méditerranéen. Résumé de la méthode & employer
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Others proposed that narrative history providedestis with a digestible curriculum, which
firmly displayed an outline of events uncompromibgdsurfeits of detail®

Henri-Irénée Marrou, Roland Mousnier and AndrégBied mounted these narrativist
defences from university positions that put thendirect competition with historians of the
AnnalesSchool. Marrou and Mousnier had in common their Ror@atholicism, about which
both spoke in public. Marrou, however, did not shBraudel’s intellectual catholicity. He
wrote widely on Christian history from horbonnechair in the subject. His most influential
work on Augustine took the form of a biography, @¥hias a genre contrasted wihnales
historians’longue duréanalyses?® He used biographical accounts to show how indifislu
work attested to eternal Christian truths. The mmedin that way reinforced Marrou’s
message and his insistence thahalistesrelativized truth by attributing human action to
geographical and conjunctural factors rather tlaGad®’ Mousnier, by contrast, spent most
of his academic career at the University of StrastpoThe Centre de Recherches sur la
Civilisation de I'Europe Modernewhich he founded, provided the institutional basom
which his approach to social history could compeith Annalesversions. His narratives of
early-modern history directly conflicted witAnnaleshistorians’ work on the period:a
vénalité des offices sour Henri IV et Louis Kitbvided a touchstone of that difference. The
work traced the development of a royal bureauceay the resultant tensions with nobles of
warrior-descent that it generat&drhe book, published in 1945, already hinted atitreadth
of Mousnier’s sociological orientation, which bomed Bernard Barber’s theories of social
stratification in order to show how the structufesociety determined events in its pasHe

used quantitative analysis to display relevantedations, and, like Bloch, he believed that

% Roland Mousnier, ‘Note sur la thése principaleistsire pour le doctorat s lettreRH, 234 (1965): 123-29,
123.

% Henri-Irénée MarrouSaint Augustin et 'augustinisngParis, 1955).

% Pierre RichéHenri Irénée Marrou: Historien engag@aris, 2003), 175.

% Roland Mousnierl.a vénalité des offices sous Henri IV et Louis(Ribuen, 1945), 7-10.

% For a consolidated statement of Barber's workhis direction, see Bernard Barber and Elinor Barber
European Social Class: Stability and Char{tyew York, 1965).
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comparison could reveal hidden aspects of one Issti@um through inductive reasoning
prompted by findings in another lay@P.Mousnier’s multidisciplinarity resembled, therefor
Annaleshistorians’ interdisciplinarity since Berr. The grdifference came over explanatory
procedures. André Siegfried, unlike Mousnier or Mar had informally socialized with
atheistic politicians such as Gambetta since hifdlbod, so he too absorbed radical-
republican impulses provided Mynnalesforefathers such as Durkheitft. He went on to
occupy between 1933 and 1959 the Chair of Econa@mitPolitical Geography &ciences
Po. There Siegfried devoted his energies to politimgtory that theAnnalesSchool had
criticized since 1900. He pioneered electoral dogyp with Francois Goguel, Maurice
Duverger and Gabriel Le Bras in order to explaimvhwatural-geographical, local, political
and religious factors determined electoratesmpéraments politiques® And Siegfried
situated modern democracies in the context of @wglworld history like hisAnnales
counterparts, but he insisted on the necessity doate'® These divergences over
presentation thus connected a variety of intellctnterests and commitments. But their
proponents objected to a specific part afnaliste practice despite the variety and
inventiveness of their own techniques.

Jacques Droz’s work as professor at the Univet¢Zlermont Ferrand exemplifies
the way in which documentary, total-history andriiarst contentions combined to produce
professional rivalries. It appears here, therefdwe,display the morphology of wider
oppositional moods within the historical disciplinkat found expression in provincial
universities before 1958, thereby suggesting tipgbsitions toAnnaleshistorians’ methods

spread to academies throughout France in tandemtigés of reception.

1% Mousnier,La vénalité 529.
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Droz became professor of history at Clermont Ferrgn1948, then in 1957 Dean
before his call to th&orbonnen 1963'% As Dean, he transformed the universitffaculté
des Lettres long in the shadow of its scientific counterpart, an age when a stable
professoriate strove to accommodate growing studemibers® ‘Le doyen Droz’, as
colleagues monikered him, progressed the task wdtne success: thaculté welcomed
future intellectuals such as René Remond, MicheteSe Albert Soboul and Pierre Vilar.
Droz’s own scientific reputation complemented fasulty position. A member of Braudel's
generation, Droz did not, as a social democratd feltreme political views, nor, as a
comparative historian of socialism, anti-fascisnd ahe labour movement, did his work
conform to ideas advanced by any one scfib@ut he did exercise a strong influence on the
history curriculum. His textbooks for ti@ue sais-jeseries appeared in many reprints; the
Histoire de I'Allemagn€1945) carried a formidable list of editions — 194858, 1964, 1967,
1970, 1975, 1985, 1991, 1994 and 2003.

Droz nevertheless criticized th&nnales School to the extent that Klaus Schile
identified him as a leader of its opponelffsAnd Annaleshistorians recognized Droz’s
hostility. He participated in the regional brandhite Société des professeurs d’histoéned,
like all its members, practised a ‘devilisidyénementiellehistory, according to Mandrou;
more perplexing still, Droz ‘[could not] think ohgthing other than winning control of the
jury d’agrégation [from Braudel] and it concern[ed] [Mandrou] thaé thopes to direct
apprentice-researcher8® From Droz's point of view,Annales historians’ proposal to

consider all facets of history seemed ‘completedgsonable’, but ‘it [was] not exactly

194 Joseph Tendler, ‘Jacques Droz, 1909-1998, inif’Rikileader and Philip Whalen, ed&ench Historians
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new.”®® The wish for a perfect ‘resurrection’ of the pastit developed over long periods
constituted an original claim, to Droz’s mihd.But he thoughtLe Méditerranéea self-
defeating fulfilment of the aspiration becausepp@ared to him to present a mass of details,
not marshalled by strict temporal logic as in araare, nor any other fathomable
organizational principle, implying that Droz thougihe longue duréeinsufficiently
explained:*! Febvre and Braudel's argument that ‘traditionaitdvians’ ignored social and
economic history also struck Droz asrampe I'oeilbecause Seignobos had made clear that
cultural, economic, intellectual and social dimensi provided important parts of narratives
obtained by archival exegesi$.

The work of competing diplomatic historian PierRenouvin provoked Droz’'s
remarks. Droz argued that what he thought of asra bf Annales‘economic determinism’
charaterized Renouvin’'s argument that financiergecslative activities in 1914 had
contributed to lessening trust between nationafldest'® A climate of suspicion resulted,
which, according to Renouvin, created conditions fwar through a series of
misunderstandings? But for Droz government action, not systems of eriat provision,
played the decisive rofé> He insisted that to understand the origins ofFtist World War
required that historians explain politicians’ adegwge of the ‘the cult of violence’ — an
imperialist idea that war provided a legitimate medy which to ‘determine European
affairs.™® So, although politicians responded to a range ogioseconomic factors, their

opting to wage war explained the origins of thestFWorld War. Droz’s interest in the role of

199 Jacques Droz, ‘Hauptprobleme der franzésischeadhangen zur neueren Geschich®G, 14 (1954): 109-
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(1952): 177-81, 177-78, 181.
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statesman thus brought the Fischer controversystattention; Fritz Fischer assessed, for the
first time in Germany, how domestic and foreignigiek related to economic interests.
Droz re-iterated throughout the 1950s and 1960ssbnttal, that the attribution of anthropoid
to economic behaviour only elucidated environmefaalures of the explanation of war aims,
which ultimately related to political actors’ mativ and aims, clearly decipherable from state
and personal papers.

A transnational community of diplomatic historigjesned Droz in insisting on his
narrow conception of diplomacy as the interplayoliticians’ autonomous actions. Federico
Chabod constructed his study of Italian diplomdtistory in the twenty-seven years after
unification solely out of a dissection of statessiatecisions and psychology. He denied the
primacy of any other approach, and argued thataicetistorians he omitted to name
confused ‘petty gossip with the moral and spirittedonstruction of a personality’, ‘falling
back on pure doctrines, structures or the latesveia of recent historiography: statistical
tables, percentages, mediums, grapsHe offered instead a portrait of Italy’s rulingisk as
a social group commanding, not responding to,ritsrenment:*° A. J. P. Taylor interpreted
Renouvin’s editorial voluntarism in thdistoire des relations internationaless intellectual
centrism with: ‘the school of Lucien Febvre [for iat read Braudel] at one elbow and the
Marxists at the other'®® He thus perceived the differences betwéemaleshistory and
dialectical materialism, as well as, in his own kyaemaining a ‘plain narrative historian’
who ‘never belonged to a school of history, whethiarxism or Les Annales* Taylor's
textbook, The Struggle for the Mastery in Europe, 1848-19d@&sued Chabod and Droz’s

methods of scrutinizing archive repositories inesrtb establish leading individuals’ impact

7 pid., 7-10.
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on events?* He recorded in his introductory remarks facts éigdres about population
growth, state expenditure on armaments and psygitoalo phenomena such as fear of
revolution. But thirty four pages in, disclosed heason for doing so: ‘We must now translate
these figures’ in order to shed light on ‘the c&tions that the statesmen of Europe stumbled
on in their process of muddle and improvised denisi*® Siegfried Kaehler, retired by 1953
from the University of Gottingen, also stressed timportance of corporate government
psychology. He expressed sadness at the povenpgrceived in new revelations offered by
contemporary research in diplomatic history andraisted the economic schematism that he
saw in Renouvin’s work. He turned consequently éeexamine Kurt Borries’s style of
diplomatic history, and became convinced that itldcontribute to a better understanding of
national problems as he saw them because it exdntiteeway in which the individuals of
state responded to spontaneous international et&ritke importance of psychoanalysis and
the mind in this came to Kaehler from the Germaaditron of philosophical Idealism
beginning with Alexander von Humboldt, of whom héydwrote a biography?°

Droz, Chabod, Taylor and Kaehler in this way ain®decover something of the way
in which a collective consciousness operated througdiplomatic crises. This brought their
interest close to Bloch and Febvraierk onmentalité But the examples of Droz, Taylor and
Kaehler show that collective consciousness remdmethem the life of ideas given credence
by an assembly of ruling personalities, not obediera multifaceted context but having their
own logic. The written word remained important hese historians because state and private
papers formed the basis on which they built anuatadn of motives and perceptions. The

study of diplomatic and political minds in this wasovided for diplomatic historians the path
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to a total history. Narrative explanation in tuimowed how ideas produced by a range of

factors accumulated over time informed governmeotgign policies.

3.3 Demography, Psychology and Statistics, 1959197
Confrontations withAnnaleshistorians on methodological issues changed inreand tone
in De Gaulle’s France. Historians had questioned @ebated theiAnnalescounterparts’
methodologies between 1930 and 1958 as part oftested-reception process. But thereafter
‘internal’ oppositions arose in debates amongst Amnales School's own ranks,as
intellectual plurality grew under Braudel's guidatit’® Methods borrowed from demography,
psychology and statistics caused controversy. Hats who used multidisciplinary methods
without pursuing théAnnalestradition also displayed intransigence ‘external’ to the $tho
They sought to differentiate their techniques owougds other than methodology. The
resultant debates centred less, therefore, onahiemt than perceived ideological undertones
of Annalesmethodologies.

Annaleshistorians’ growing prominence within the academarld generated internal
resistances. They welcomed each other’s work irRiénvue Historiquespeaking in terms of
the ‘renewal of traditional account€’ Members of theAnnales School hailed their
colleagues’ capacities to particularize, not geleraon the basis of an array of evidence
whilst presenting a vibrant overvie? They also signalled their growing interest in the
history of historical writing?® The Revue Historiquen this way became a ‘friend’ to the
School**® French sociologists such as Jean Stoetzel, formwhize Minister created a
Sorbonnechair in 1958, also appreciate@innales sociological techniques. Admiration

originated from the pages of Hevue francaise de sociolodm Bloch’'s work on the royal
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touch, which it became possible in the 1960s bothesscribe as ‘sociological’ and as offering
a social theory of mediaeval sociéfy.Annalesmethods thus achieved recognition both for
themselves and as part of the incorporation oktwgal sciences into university curricula.
Plurality characterized th&nnalesenterprise precisely because its historiamg their
methodologies became more numerous. Raymond Atbe@retical work on international
relations joined Renouvin’s diplomatic history irompting debate. Their argument qualifies
as ‘internal’ because Aron worked, in a Durkheimiigdition, ‘to know political action in its
relation to the social context and ultimate phifgsioal option’; Renouvin’s investigations of
the context for diplomacy also borrowed from samiyl, identifying collective psychology as
the most important ‘deep force’ alongside demogi@phd economic changé¥ Both Aron
and Renouvin felt the presence Afnaleshistoriansat the Sorbonnewhere they were all
colleagues. But Aron insisted iRaix et guerre entre les Nationthat a historical
understanding of international relations restednolividualizing studies of events that he felt
the AnnalesSchool had discouragéd® Renouvin made pleas in parallel to examine the
‘entire complex of forces and sentimerit§. The problem of war, peace and political theory
forcibly impinged against the backdrop of what Aailed the thermo-nuclear era begun by
the atom bombs used by the American air force agdiapan in 1945 and continued by the
possibility of nuclear war throughout the periogpecially over Cub&® The call to
‘reintegrate diplomatic and political history — tdemain of ripples, refuge of passions, free
judgements and description — into the outline oérgdic historical research’ accordingly

provoked debate across the pagedmifiales especially in 1963 Aron did not accept that
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concealed variables could explain fully ‘inter-staelations’ which ‘specific human actions’
produced:*” Diplomats took, according to Aron, the ‘reasonalsfeurse of action as they
detected it not the rational option suggested hymwdmn Neumann and Oskar Morgenstern’s
game theory® Yet the political-science debate found no decisasolution before 1970: the
AnnalesSchool continued to devote limited energy bothttmg of international relations and
events.

Internal resistances to quantitative analysis eeteig Mandrou and Duby’s work in
the 1960s. Mandrou criticized second-generafianaleshistorians for neglecting to explain
because of their preoccupation with measuring ptaptes rather than the qualitative aspects
of social history, the way in which people percdivand felt about, their world; he wanted to
remindannalisteghat logarithmic curves only referred to the pas$o far as historians used
them to demonstrate a hypothesis, thus making #eprone to subjectivity and incertitude
asAnnaleshistorians had alleged descriptive history td-feMandrou instead professed his
commitment to first-generation studiesroéntalités He explained why inntroduction a la
France moderne‘every reconstitution of perceptions of the worltcaorporates a range of
human facts and deeds, not just their words; it thascharacteristics of general history
embracing the whole range of human activiti$This claim to total history drew inspiration
from Febvre’s work, and Mandrou, joined by Dubyijtezated it in an edition published in
1968. Mandrou applied to the study of past comnesiithe observational techniques of
psychology, yet the written record still providdwtsource of observed ideas as well as the
evidence from which to draw conclusiolf$.But Mandrou inferred thamentalitéreflected

the many conditions acting on people. He and Dulxhis way proposed the investigation of
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a mentalité as a way to write a general history. By implicatid detracted from the
importance of quantitative techniques to revealhigelen forces acting on people because it
alleged that they only quantified what acted behemad could not be explained except in
terms of, recorded representations.

Methodological divergences resulted in personatugison in the AnnalesSchool.
Duby pursued the line that both he and Mandrouthken in thdntroduction His book,Le
Dimanche de Bouvines (27 juilliet 1214eveloped the theme of his inaugural lecturédnat t
College de Francedelimiting the importance of economic history bByguing in terms
reminiscent of Berr that it formed only a subseso€ial history, itself a fraction of historical
synthesis** ‘The history of material civilization and the hisy of collective attitudes will
converge’ in social history, Duby add&d.The account he wrote of the Battle of Bouvines
showed that thirteenth-century writers in fact @ted little significance to the conflict, and
the only reason he thought it worthy of explorataentred on the fact that it compounded
mediaeval cultural realiti€d? The conception undermined Braudel's compiexgue durée
and arithmetic approaches because it separateal men material history, whereas Braudel
thought of both as aspects of tmnjoncture**® Braudel as a result felt betrayed, particularly
by Mandrou. So he dismissed the long-serving sagretf Annales informing him that ‘the
moment has come to suspend our collaboration, pdriar the last two or three years often
without profit or joy.” He added thaAhnalesneeds a climate of intellectual and moral trust’,
and that after his ‘most recent article [on histang mathematics] Mandrou should develop

his thought ‘outside the traditionally-imperioustedal line of our review**°

142 Georges Duby, ‘Les sociétés médiévales: Une apprdiensemble’, in Georges Dullypmmes et structures
du Moyen Age: Recueils d’'articléBaris, 1973), 361-79.

“3pid., 377.

'** Georges Dubyl.e Dimanche de Bouvines (27 juilliet 121Rpris, 1973), 100-44.

145 Fernand Braudel, ‘La démographie et les dimensitEsssciences de 'lhommeESG 15 (1960): 493-532,
498.

148 Braudel to Mandrou, 4 Jun. 1962, Braudel MSS.



Resistances tdnnalesMethodologies in France, 1900-1970 123

Disagreements between Braudel and Louis Chevakemplified confrontations
internal to anAnnalesresearch specialism but undertaken by a criticreateo the School.
Tensions arose over the extent to which statistaratjuantitative, depictions of demographic
history portrayed past peoples’ lived experiencg@as of theirmilieu, the qualitative aspect
of demography. Chevalier guarded his independeme &dny methodological tradition, and
was Braudel’s junior by nine years. Election brdugjiem to theCollegein 1952 and 1949
respectively. Chevalier's book;lasses laborieuses et classes dangereuses a &ans la
premiére moitié du XIXsiécle confirmed its author’s interest in demographistduy. It
adopted the Durkheimian proposition that populatames constituted the biological basis of
all life, and outlined connections between demolgyaand history. Chevalier accepted in it
Chicago-based sociologists’ ecology thesis, whilkbegad that living conditions in a city
partly determined different types of deviant bebavj but he did not test the notion because
he thought that neither the records for the pebefibre 1800 nor the results made sustained
quantitative analysis of the Parisian case feasfl€hevalier also convinced himself that
concurrent examination of different cities oftemghlighted similarities that are ‘differences
misinterpreted out of ignorance of the history dban formations and their inhabitant&
Chevalier thus turned away from any effort to hasngocial science methodologies for urban
history that he had made between 1945 and 1952gilis career at thistitut National
d’Etudes Demographiquesyet he remembered the theoretical insights that Wrief
engagement with American sociology had yieldednFi®52, Chevalier instead criticized
historians such as Braudel whom he called ‘modeand’became afinnalesopponent:*®

Confrontation with Braudel focused on intellectudisagreement. Braudel had

reviewed Chevalier'€lasses laborieusedongside the work of Ernst Wagermann and Alfred
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Sauvy, as important to understanding urbanjonctures>® He found Part One, ‘Le Théme
criminel’, anomalous owing to its preoccupationhnitterary sources. Braudel agreed with
Chevalier that documentation provided an importapuialitative’ dimension to historical
research, but insisted that the discussion feltiterary, insufficiently detached to constitute a
scientific consideration of the book’s subjétt.Chevalier, by contrast, believed that ‘the
Parisians of the 1950s and the 1960s [...] are aafigninchanged in body and soul from
their predecessors’, so a literary basis couldsnopinion provide important evidence: ‘what
good would it do to cite figures, to litter [the ddq with statistics or to call upon the
elucidations supposedly offered by sociologistéZThevalier also rejecteustoire probléme
‘under the guise of posing new problems [membershefAnnalesSchool] are striving —
vainly — to give reality to notions invented morel@ss recently, or even quite simply to play
around with words*®® Part Three, ‘Le crime, expression d’un état patbigjue, considéré
dans ses effets’, also received mixed review. Behémund that Chevalier did not quantify
from his ‘exemplary compilation of figures’ the ert of criminality. Had he done so,
Braudel noted, Chevalier could then have compaegts Bo French cities and other European
capitals*>* The Annaleseditor found, consequently, that Chevalier failed abtain the
measure of crime’s demographic determinants. €h&de conjoncturellefell short of
providing probing analysis.

Chevalier’'s private correspondence reveals thatdiéigate also possessed personal
dimensions in a struggle to control prevalent meétihagical orientations in th€ollége
Chevalier criticized Braudel's review procedure.gR# surfaced that ‘sentencing and

encyclicals are part of [Febvre’s] bequést.’It also took shape in Chevalier's related
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remarks: ‘If | wanted anything for you, it is n@tfbse so many precious years like this, but to
talk to me and many others in persoi.It remains unclear who these ‘others’ were, but
correspondence between Lévi-Strauss and Aron ®tkat Chevalier led a ‘faction’ at the
College de Francea group of about 25 people, difficult to idegtifvho are known and plan
to hold a quasi-automatic majority at electionkduis Chevalier’, Lévi-Strauss added, ‘plays
an important role in this majority factio’ Here arose a contest for power to direct the
university system.

Chevalier supported Aron’s nomination for electtonthe College and this discloses
that Chevalier's politics pitted him against Brautfé After 1947, the urban historian
frequented Daniel Halévy's apartment in Paris. Het rthere a group of conservative
intellectuals, who, like Aron, used sociology arider disciplines inspirational #nnalesfor
paternalistic not liberating ends. Philippe Arigdio would later claim thaannaleshistorians
had shunned his work because of his royalist ‘trelgctionary’ commitments, encountered
Chevalier in this settin?? They both shared a belief that demographic folagsoncealed
in the sources, but they asserted that the guedtatffects they exerted on peoples’ lives
found better expression by prose evocation thanenical modelling. Siegfried and Chevalier
also made each other’'s acquaintachez Halévy They both adhered to a brand of social
conservatism, which, after 1960, revealed itsetheirs as well as Aron’s impatience with the
Parti socialiste Daniel Cohn-Bendit and the ‘illusions’ in the naofevhich they alleged that
students protested in the Latin Quarter in 1¥88Braudel, by contrast, returned from
Chicago that year in order to address the stud&hkse also supported for nomination to the

College Frangois Perroux, an economist who shared hisPaade and Huguette Chaunu’s
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concerns to base economic theory on the realififse@onjoncture Perroux’s work, like that
of the AnnalesSchool, received governmental endorsement: palitscsaw in Perroux ‘one
of the thinkers most appreciated by the Frencle'statcording to publicist of the far-right,
Henri Costort®® Chevalier in this sense led an intellectual resctgainst modern-liberal
orthodoxies that he perceived threatened to asbagemonic proportions both in the field of
political power and in the field of university poky¢heCollége It remained for that reason a
parochial confrontation without international peigation.

Resistances to thennalesSchool between 1900 and 1970 in France owed atdebt
series of institutionally ingrained historical modisms that historians created within the
historical discipline Annaleshistorians’ methods constituted one effort to deepefine and
professionalize the scientific research and tea@cbfrhistory. But they ran in parallel to those
advanced by historians mindful of the collection afioms about method advanced in
different ways by variouméthodiquesby Bergsonian philosophers and by guardians ef th
profession at theSociété des professeurs d’histoire et géographig after 1959, by
conservative-republican historians. The continuezsgnce ofnéthodiquedeals through the
work of mediaevalists Fawtier, Lot and Perrin cafi®o question the cogency of Carbonell
and DiVanna’'s conclusion that they disappearedhi 1920° It confirms, by contrast,
Henk Wesseling’s suggestion that varieties noéthodiqueand annaliste historiography
coexisted, or Jonathon Dewald’s argument that ab Feebvre and those whom he criticized
‘shared more common ground’ on the need to incatgohnistories of society into notions of
the history of all periods than became obvious frpasitions outlined by both sides in

print.*** Resistances directed Annalesmethodologies did not always take the form of
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oppositionsa outrance either in debates about ideas or institutiongloamtments. Historians
of the French Revolution did not consciously exelyotoannalistesfrom their specialism.
Equally, between 1930 and 19%8)naleshistorians’did not disrupt the professional routines
observed by their colleagues working at provinaiilersities and specializing in areas such
as diplomatic historyThe clashes at th€ollege de Francén the 1960s, like the work of
Droz and Siegfried before them, in turn are suggestf a general methodological
reorientation across the discipline. Historiansi@al of their Annalescolleaguegshemselves
used multidisciplinary techniques to construct ®led, international and urban histories, but
chose not to align themselves with thenalesSchool.This point presents itself with some
force in the extent to which Braudel and Chevaliafended different approaches to
demographic history. Historians airing doubts apsod scant attention to the divergent
generations of th&nnalesSchool. They did not, or perhaps would not, diffeiete proto-
annalistefrom first- or second-generatiannalistes’methodologies. In this they resembled
sceptics identified in England. In fact, convicgamrelated to method more often emerged at
the forefront of debates. Method became a symbs$iage in arguments in which politics,
religion and professional rivalry featured moremneently than contestation of technicalities.
Matters of principle did not go unnoticed, howevart disputes abo#tnnalesmethodologies

in France rarely restricted themselves to thatesiibin isolation.
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4. Resistances tdnnalesMethodologies in Germany, 1900-1970

4.1 Der Obrigkeitsstagtdie Weltpolitikand Historist Method, 1900-1930
In a manner and on a scale unknown in England amdé, politicians in Germany interfered
in an unprecedented fashion with the universityriculum around 1930. The Thuringian
minister of culture and member of th€ationalsozialistische Deutsche Arbeiterpartei
(N.S.D.A.P.), Wilhelm Frick, created a chair foethtudy of ‘Race Science’ despite faculty
protest at the University of Jena, and appointe&.FGunther its first occupantVolkisch
student groups’ demands to add the examination em@ns’ racial characteristics to the
curriculum had been realizédThe symbolism of the event captured attentionnymnent
scholars concluded that an era of ‘unfreedom’ aggned, threatening the mind and spirit, the
Geist of their guild, theZunft® The age of Hitler thus came to the university #3@, which,
for that reason provides a terminus to the periedirming in 1900 in which to examine
resistances encountered Bynaleshistorians’ methodologies.Continuity in professional
development characterized the periddo professors joined the N.S.D.A.P. before 1980.
addition, the end in 1918 of thé&aiserreichand the beginning of the Weimar Republic had
not altered university organization, and the effart a right-wing cohort to study théolk,
particularly obvious at the 1924 Frankfurt Histosa Meeting, in protest against the
republicanization of the nation during the Weimaripd only gained institutionalization after

1930/ Ascent to full professorship, membership of @welinariat, required that men (women
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such as Hedwig Hintze only exceptionally occupieasifions) be ‘distinguished both
personally and by his researéhThat meant exhibiting the characteristics of aogjchap’,

ein Kerl® Conservatism abounded amongst practitioners ofréteively young historical
discipline: it took the form of respect for the laotitarian state, theObrigkeitsstagt

endorsement of Germany’s search for a place inrnat®nal politics through colonial
expansionWeltpolitik before and after 1918; and an aspiration to unaledsGermany’s past
using impartial techniques — the precepts, in otherds, of the historist an¥erstehen

traditions’® Professors proved their intellectual calibre ire tHabilitation, a second
dissertation supervised, ‘controlled’ even, by@mlinarius** Recruitment continued in this
manner into the 1920s when many professors sulescipoiblicly to republican principles
without accepting them in their professional orspenl lives'

Networks of Franco-German communication neverizefestered exchanges in this
period, assisted by the fact that French remaireddré 1914 the second language of most
historians in German¥? Berr included articles by Kurt Breysig, Hans Déitk, Friedrich
Meinecke and Ernst Troeltsch in HRevue'® These historians and philosophers expressed a
degree of dissent about the authoritarian stateausec they wanted to reform it: they
formulated an argument with Friedrich Naumann ttet House of Hohenzollern should

actively seek the support of the new industrial kimy class produced by Germany’'s

8 Max Braubach to Gerhard Ritter, 4 Nov. 1955, RiM&S N1166/344.

° Peter Lambert, ‘Generations of German Historid#taronage, Censorship and the Containment of Giorera
Conflict, 1918-1945’, in Mark Roseman, éslenerations in Conflict: Youth Revolt and Genenmaffarmation in
Germany 1770-1968Cambridge, 1995), 166.

10 Josef Engel, ‘Die deutschen Universitaten und Géschichtswissenschaftyz, 189 (1959): 223-78, 231;
Falko Schnicke, ‘Deutung vor der Deutung. Hermeisebe und geschlechtergeschichtliche Aspekte
historiographischer Epochenbildun@®W-G 32 (2009): 159-75, 163-65; Oscar Hammen, ‘Geridetorians
and the Advent of the National Socialist Stad&lH, 13 (1941): 161-88, 170.

1ggers,New Directions83.

12\villiam Carr,A History of Germany 1815-199furth edition (London, 2010), 265.

13 Stefan Berger and Peter Lambert, ‘Intellectualn$fers and Mental Blockades’, in Stefan BergerePet
Lambert and Peter Schumann, ddistorikerdialoge: Geschichte, Mythos und Gedachtni deutsch-britischen
kulturellen Austausch 1750-20086ttingen, 2003), 31.

1 Henri Berr, ‘Théoriciens allemands: Quelques séfles sur le mouvement théorique actuBiSH 10 (1905):
369-72; Schéttler, ‘Berr et I'Allemagne’, 198; Chaémphasizes the importance of this form of exckaing
1929, see Chaix, ‘Die franzésische Geschichtssohng’, 113.



Resistances tAnnalesMethodologies in Germany, 1900-1970 130

transition to an industrial society in the styletloé ‘New Course’ policies of social inclusion
introduced in the 1890s by Georg Leo von Caprivithe interests of the monarchy’s
longevity!® Bloch and Febvre also took an interest in histriesearch conducted in
Germany. Bloch had attended history lectures afiBand Leipzig in 1908-190¥. He
expressed surprise, however, at the part he peddbermany had played in beginning the
First World War as is clear from his personal disaghents with Fritz Kern, a legal historian
at the University of Bonn, whose pupil, Walther Mav, later connected history to sociology,
geography and psychology with explicit referencethie AnnalesSchool'” Febvre had not
visited German lecture halls, but read German-lagguiterature. Both Bloch and Febvre’s
education in that way attests to the internaticataiaction of German historical education
before 19182

Exchange failed to mollify rejections of syntheticentations. Historians in Germany
deployed the state and nation as principal analyticcepts in their research; any other
framework seemed to some of them arbitrary, ‘thalme of Dilettantismus with no
ostensible purpose to contemporary civilizatididealism from G. W. F. Hegel, Alexander
von Humboldt, J. G. Droysen and Ranke’s work exkit® influence here: Hegel, Humboldt
and Ranke had all argued that the state acted astemmediary between God and the

individual, and, after 1871, most prominent histos commited to a Protestant deity. History

charted the unfolding in a rational manner of ideaiversal forces that shaped individuals

> David Calleo,The German Problem Reconsidered: Germany and thedV@rder, 1870 to the Present
(Cambridge, 1978), 19; Werner Schubert, ‘Das Abnadpgesetz von 1894 als Beispiel fur das Verhéaitois
Sozialpolitik und Privatrecht in der Regierungszigis Reichskanzlers von CapridSSR102 (1985): 103-67.
'8 Fink, Marc Bloch 40.

" Bloch to Kern, n.d. 1922?, Bloch MSS AB/XIX/3848/D.1; Walter Markov, ‘Vom Nutzen der Historiemi
Manfred Kossok, edognak und KénigsmoérdéBerlin, 1979), 21-24; Walter MarkoWie viele Leben lebt der
Mensch: Eine Autobiographie aus dem Nachlafipzig, 2009), 267.

18 peter Schéttler, ‘Geschichtsschreibung in eindinimerwelt: Reaktionen franzosischer Historiker dief
Historiographie wahrend und nach dem Ersten Welgkriin Peter Schéttler, Patrice Veit and Michaetiiér,
eds,Plurales Deutschlan@Goéttingen, 1999), 301.

9 Friedrich Meinecke, ‘Geleitwort zum 100. Bande Historische Zeitschrift HZ, 100 (1908): 1-10, 6.
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through the agency of the German-Lutheran not tbendh-Catholic Churcf’ Because
Idealists and Lutherans agreed on the possibifitgetecting God’s will, historians justified
their manner of making truth-claims against a Qlamsstandard: the course of events could
be accurately reconstructed and narrated from \zatinaterials because the immediacy to
God of both the historian and the past age whigie(analyzed prevented the incursion of
subjectivity into historical researéh.The idea of historical synthesis, by comparison,
appeared to historians in Germany to predicatienip@rtance on the need to recover objective
truths by stripping back past scholars’ subjectingerpretations. The ‘modern synthetic
tendency’ seemed to historians in Germany to juogapscholarship and objectivity — a claim
rejected by the editorial line of tiistorische Zeitschrift?

Historist traditions also proved resistant to prabnaliste understandings of
collectives. Whereas Berr criticized Meyer's ddfon of historical practice as
individualizing technique, recovering ‘the sequenteauses or the facts’, analysis of groups
came in Meyer and Meinecke’s history through thé¢iong€® Meinecke maintained the
importance of political history without making iamowly événementielldy narrating the
genesis of the national idea that exerted influeosepolitical élites perception of their
world.** Meyer wrote in a similar fashion by dissecting &meient period in terms of a series
of state formations and spiritual beliéfsHere emerged a foundational incompatibility

between prot@annalistes’'methodologies and the historist tradition.

2 Hugo Frey and Stefan Jordan, ‘National Historiang the Discourse of the Other’, in Berger and horeds,
Contested Nation201; Helen P. Liebel, ‘Philosophical Idealism the Historische Zeitschrift 1859-1914',
H&T, 5 (1965): 316-330, 317.

2 | eopold von RankeGeschichte der rémanischen und germanischen Vallar1494 bis 1514Leipzig,
1885), v; Leopold von Ranke to his brother, spi820, in Walter Peter Fuchs, ddas Briefwerk(Hamburg,
1949), 18; Leopold von Rank&Veltgeschichte - Die Romische Republik und ihreth&ekchaft (2 vols;
Leipzig, 1886), i. ix.

22 Friedrich Meinecke, ‘Kausalitaten und Werte in Gaschichte’HZ, 137 (1927): 1-27, 21.

% |bid., 6; Eduard MeyeGeschichte des Altertunis vols; Stuttgart, 1907), i. 198.

2 Meinecke to Goetz, 30 Jul. 1915, in Peter Klass®hLudwig Dehio, edsriedrich Meinecke: Ausgewahlter
BriefwechselStuttgart, 1962), 63; Friedrich Meineck&gltbirgertum und Nationalstaat: Studien zur Genesi
der deutschen Nationalstaaté®erlin, 1908).

% Meyer,Geschichte des Alterturris 3-181.



Resistances tAnnalesMethodologies in Germany, 1900-1970 132

Incommensurability of this order contrasted witmtheisiasm for méthodique
historiography. Ernst Bernheim provided a forerunie Seignobos and Langlois’s
methodology textboof® Lavisse’sHistoire de Francealso occupied a prominent position in
cognisance of French historiographical innovatibasause it redressed the ‘more than slight
embarassment’ encountered by scholars eager tachghemselves on the ‘overall picture of
French history?’ Some of its claims — that, for example, Frenchutapintransigence to
bureaucracy originated with opposition to Roman IGand the ‘arid’ tone with which
Philippe Sagnacaddressed the controversial subject of revolutipnaistory — aroused
disbelief?® But Blache’s geographical history of France appeato reviewers in the
Historische Zeitschrifto provide an exemplary theoretical basis, ‘cheavtitten and free
from abstractions’ on which to ground national tigf® Work by Halphen and Seignobos
also gained recognition as a ‘consistent accour8taatengeschichtentellectual, economic
and social history™®

The association with historical materialism thapopents imposed on Lamprecht’s
Kulturgeschichtdurther deterred attention to proaonalistehistorians’ work. Lamprecht had
criticized his colleagues’ exclusion of social gmgychological factors from political history,
their inference through extended narratives thatnfaa history exhibited unfettered
continuity and their assertions that the histdratlition possessed ‘scientific’ standiffgHe
instead framed a cultural history of Germany, whimlrsued social and psychological

explanations of regional and nationwide customsagdnizations? This brought Lamprecht

% Ernst Bernheimlehrbuch der historischen Methode und der GeschjttilosophigLeipzig, 1889); see also
Hans Schleier, ‘Ernst Bernheims Historik in seinéehrbuch der historischen Methode”, in Wolfgandgjtier,
ed,Das lange 19. Jahrhundert: Personen, Ereignisseeid UmwaélzungefBerlin 1999), 275-292.

2" Alexander Cartellieri, review of Lavisseljstoire de FranceHZ, 88 (1902): 136-39.

8 |bid., 138; Adalbert Wahl, review of Lavisddistoire de FranceHZ, 127 (1923): 141-44, 141.

9 Cartellieri, review of Lavisse, 138.

%0 willy Andreas, review of Seignobosljstoire politique de 'Europe contemporaindZ, 142 (1930): 584-87,
586; Bernard Schmeidler, review of Halphen and Sagdra fin du Moyen-AgeHZ, 142 (1930): 171-73.

31 Karl LamprechtAlte und neue Richtungen in der Geschichtswissafis@erlin, 1896).

32 Karl LamprechtDeutsche Geschich{@?2 vols; Berlin, 1894-1909), i. 26; see also Kaamprecht, ‘Uber der
Begriff der Geschichte und Uber historische undcpsiogische Gesetze’ [1906], Ausgewahlte Schriften: Zur
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greater, but still limited, esteem abroad than ierriany, where historians of different
persuasions rejectdfulturgeschichtédecause it seemed, by incorporating material atieut
mass of the German population, to represent therlagraphical equivalent of democratic or
socialist political thought® What to sociologists and historians in Francemdsed probing
innovation looked to historians in Germany, therefdike an ideological affront or crisis, as
Raphael has showtl.Reluctance to consider material factors contareithaesponses to
Febvre’s work. Critical opinion during the First iib\War demonstrated the point: Febvre’s
Philippe 1l et la Franche-Comtéppeared to reviewers for German-language peatsdio
‘foreground material factors’ to the detriment aé@erent analysis of religious undertones to
the reign and the aréaThe book convinced historians of Febvre’s schyplarhbition, but
left them repulsed by its alleged ‘rhetorical ormentation’ — an unnecessarily prolix writing
style, according to therff. After 1918, as allegations of war guilt and Fremdcupation of
the Ruhr hardened anti-French attitudes in Germeewews of Febvre’'s work increasingly
emphasized its literary qualities, highlighting giesgons that style trumpted substance
producing impressions of a ‘lack of sustained asialythey also expressed scepticism about

the scientific foundation of the specialism, ‘pcll geography’, to which they thougha

Wirtschafts- und Kulturgeschichte und zur Theome @eschichtswissenschadidited by Herbert Schonebaum
(Aalen, 1974): 131-145.

% Luise Schorn-Schiitte, ‘Nachwirkungen der Lamprsdién Geschichtschreibung. Rezeptionen im Ausland
und in der deutschen Geschichtswissenschaft undolSgie’, in Gerald Diesener, edKarl Lamprecht
weiterdenken: Universal- und Kulturgeschichte hdlpzig, 1993), 272-94; Lamprecht’s influence rémeal
limited in France, see Ursula A. Becher, ‘Die Badeg Lamprechts bei der Neuorientierung der fraisztien
Geschichtswissenschaft um die Jahrhundertwende’,Horst Walter Blanke, ed,Transformation des
Historismus: Wissenschaftsorganisation und Bildpodiik vor dem Ersten Weltkrieg, Interpretation dun
Dokument(Waltrop, 1994), 95-111, but Berr published Langbt&s articles, see Karl Lamprecht, ‘La Science
moderne de I'histoire: Quelques mots de répori®8H 10 (1905): 258-60; Karl Lamprecht, ‘Du dévelopgein
actuel des science en general. Des sciences meralgarticulieres; idée d’'une réforme universifaiRSH 21
(1910): 124-60. On opponents, see lggdlsw Directions 80-85; Hans-Heinz KrillDie Ranke Renaissance:
Max Lenz und Erich Marck8erlin, 1962), 141.

3 Lutz Raphael,‘Historikerkontroversen im Spannungsfeld zwischerruBsabitus, Fachkonkurrenz und
sozialen Deutungsmustern: Lamprecht-Streit und zfisischer Methodenstreit der Jahrhundertwende in
vergleichender PerspektivéiZ, 251 (1990): 325-63.

% For example, Dietrich Schafdbas deutsche Volk und der Ost@resden, 1915), 35; Paul Herre, review of
Febvre Philippe II, HZ, 114 (1915): 181-82, 182.

% Albert Elkan, review of Febvrdyotes et documents sur la Réformi&, 109 (1912): 657; Herre, review of
Febvre, 181.
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Terre et I'évolution humaineontributed®’ A perceived ‘overemphasis oratura and failure

to differentiate individual actors in Febvre’s avation of the Reformation echoed critiques of
La Terre et I'évolution humainéMethod [was] the problem’ one reviewer wrote hatit
further elucidation of his meaning; on an issuehsas the Reformation, important to the
Protestant tradition in which historians in Germamgrked, the elusiveness of the remark
implied that contemporaries recognized a meaninghiat looks opaque to later readéts.

The Lamprecht-Streitalso cast a long shadow over eahllynalessocio-economic
history3® Gustav von Schmoller had rejected that econongorihcould provide general and
timeless explanations for any historical eventjsingg instead that such occurrences be
considered in relation to the social order so asvimid abstracting them from their origiffs.
Like constitutional historian Otto Hintze, Schmolldemonstrated the relationship between
developments of state and socio-economic trendsguai typological and comparative
approach! Both Schmoller and Hintze worked thus from chaitsthe Frederick-William
University, Berlin, where they pioneered their aggmhes through the seminar system of
teaching small groups of undergraduates. But battowntered opposition from hostile
colleagues convinced that they presented a Leferhiberitique of theReichrather than a
legitimate evaluation of its material circumstantedeo-Kantian philosophers Wilhelm

Dilthey, Heinrich Rickert and Wilhelm Windelband agll as Weber encouraged suspicions

37 Walter Vogel, ‘Literaturbericht: Politische Geoptae’, HZ, 130 (1924): 465-73, 471, 473; journalists
reported that ‘the French and their political fosdldiers’ ridiculed German historians’ support ftire
Kaiserreichin 1914 at historians’ meetings in Brussels and(steBB, 29 Sep. 1928: 55.

38 Walter Kohler, review of Febvre, ‘Une question makée’HZ, 141 (1929): 429.

% Harald A. Wiltsche, ‘...wie es eigentlich ‘gewordést’: Ein wissenschaftsphilosophischer Blick auinde
Methodenstreit um Karl Lamprechts KulturgeschichdK, 87 (2005): 251-83, 264-68.

“0 Karl Heinrich Kaufhold, ‘Gustav von Schmoller (#3917) als Historiker, Wirtschafts- und Sozialfikér
und Nationalékonom’YSWG 75 (1988): 217-52, 241-45.

1 Otto Hintze, ‘Typologie der standischen Verfassmgles AbendlandesyZ, 141 (1930): 229-53, ‘Wesen
und Wandlung des modernen StaatexPAW (1931): 790-910 and ‘Weltgeschichtliche Betrackjem der
ReprasentativverfassungehfZ, 143 (1931): 1-47.

2 Jurgen Kocka, ‘Otto Hintze’ in Hans-Ulrich Wehled, Deutsche Historike(5 vols; Géttingen, 1971-1972),
iii. 275-98; Pavel Kol ‘Nahrboden fachlicher Innovation? Verfassungsd wVirtschaftsgeschichte im
Seminarunterricht an der Berliner, Wiener und Pradgeutschen Universitdt im Zeitalter des université
Grol3betriebs (1900-1930)’, in Gabriele Lingelbaad, Vorlesung, Seminar, Repetitorium: Universitare
geschichtswissenschaftliche Lehre im historischemngMich(Munich, 2006), 101.



Resistances tAnnalesMethodologies in Germany, 1900-1970 135

because they asserted that economic and cultwedgses remained ‘inconceivable except on
the basis of theneaningthat the reality of life, which always takes owmlindualized forms,
has for us in specific individual relationshig3.Matters of class stratification, population
divisions and what Bloch called relations betweeanrbecame secondary in this analytical
framework. And so Bloch’s contributions to debasé®ut the social origins of serfdom, for
example, struck historians in this context as uUsauit was a limited part of the study of
kingship®*

Georg von Below’s career at the University of Fued substantiates foundational
incompatibilities of protannaliste and historist traditions. Below’s activities recir
attention for their apparent contradictions. On bard, Bloch publicly criticized his German
colleague in an obituary, commenting that Below sawhistorical research the basic
operation otistoire problemeébut lamented that he failed to expose the nathidaity life in
urban history’> Below, on the other hand, edited théerteljahrschrift fiir Sozial- und
Wirtschaftsgeschichtbetween 1903 and 1927, placing him and fellowoesljtthe political
economist, Stephan Bauer, and fellow mediaevdlisio Moritz Hartmann, in a project to
promote socio-economic history, to foster a tratiesnal venture to display the ‘economic
conditions and developments of all times and pedpled to decentre the nation in history in
favour of a Europeanist perspective, all of whiaggest proximity in interest to members of
the AnnalesSchool?® Bloch’s scorn for Below’s technique is for thaasen surprising, but so

are Below’s historical interests: he came from mifa of land-owning army officers, yet

showed little interest in military history and ieatl focused on urban and constitutional

3 Max Weber, ‘Die ‘Objektivitat’ sozialwissenschadtier und sozialpolitischer Erkenntnis’, in Johasne
Winckelmann, edGesammelte Aufsatze zur Wissenschaftslehre vo\idarr(Tlbingen, 1951), 180.

“4 Robert Holtzmann, review of BlocRois et SerfHZ, 126 (1922): 150-52, 152.

% Marc Bloch, ‘Economistes, historiens, hommes dtact Un tempérament: Georg von BelowkHés 12
(1931): 553-59, 555-56.

“® Georg von Below, ‘Allmende und Markgenossensch&fSWG 1 (1903): 120-23, 123.



Resistances tAnnalesMethodologies in Germany, 1900-1970 136

history’ For all the modernity of his specialism, howeuRelow belonged to Lamprecht’s
generation born in the 1850s, who had seen Prussiaes overrun France and could
remember the elderly Rank®.The last part of Below's career, furthermore, plhyout
between 1905 and retirement in 1924 at the UniwedsiFreiburg, a well-established seat of
learning in Germany that had escaped foreign chneween from France during the
Napoleonic war§?

Below’s oeuvre displayed the characteristics bdtlacaademic conservatism and the
historist tradition. He studied mediaeval consimioél history to discern the type of ‘legal
state’ that had existed in mediaeval German-spgakémritories’® The resultant book
incorporated an analysis of the way in which the king interacted with th&tandeand
concluded that although the monarch remained a&tdgeforce in legal history, the popular
personality of theReichgrew appreciably* Below also devoted attention to the relationship
of constitutional to economic history, which he ibeéd formed part of an effort to
reconstruct fully past ‘national thougRt. That connection doubtless resounded in the early
years of the Weimar Republic in which constitutioaad material issues dominated. But it
also conformed with Below's own opinion, itself eabive of Maitland’s, that political
economy was the ‘daughter’ of legal history. Thevgng availability within the academy of
documents relating to economic, administrative emastitutional history symbolized by the
foundation in 1881 of th&esellschaft fir rheinische Geschichtskum@del accelerated that

development?

" Below wrote, however, a history of First-World-Wswbmarine warfare with von Tirpitz, Below to Tigi
Jan. 1918, Tirpitz MSS N253/125 and draft manusgripirpitz MSS 253/106.

“8 Hans Cymorek@Georg von Below und die deutsche Geschichtswisisafisom 190qStuttgart, 1998), 31.

“9 Christophe Charle, ‘Patterns’, in Riiegg, listory of the Universityiii. 34.

Y Georg von BelowDer deutsche Staat des Mittelalters: Ein Grundri& deutschen Verfassungsgeschichte
(Leipzig, 1914), vii.

*!bid., 190.

2 Georg von BelowDie deutsche Geschichtschreibung von den Befrekuiggen bis zu unseren Tagen.
Geschichte und Kulturgeschichteeipzig, 1916), 168; Georg von BeloWpm Mittelalter zur Neuzeit. Bilder
aus der deutschen Verfassungsgeschichte und WiftsgbhschichtélLeipzig, 1924), 122.

%3 Below, Die deutsche Geschichtsschreibu@g.
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Below’s later work related, however, to his intemesistudy of urban history. This
preoccupation placed him in the transnational deled by Pirenne about the history of
mediaeval towns? But Below’s urban history did not resemble PiréanPolitics impinged
because Below, and others in the field, construeted shaped the identity of the urban
middle class from which he had originated throulya tesearch specialisthOn politics,
Below also posited the possibility to write a umsad history: ‘it [was] impossible for
historians’ historical depictions to incorporate tbntirety of human history’, he announced,
so they ‘look[ed] in the mirror of political histprto discern what is made knowab?8.’
Knowability related mediaeval to modern states lojgt@rminist turn of mind that emphasized
the contemporary resonance of the pasthat disposition, absorbed from the work of
Heinrich von Treitschke and Heinrich von Sybel, ited the scope for protannalistes’
multidisciplinary methodologies to enter into Belswhought-world®® Instead, any branch of
history other than the political took on a secomdanportance in the series of books that
Below wrote; consequently, Bloch presumed that ®efound town governance more
absorbing than urban communitrés.

The distance between Below’s ‘ultra-conservativgdpraach and sociological
alternatives also became obvious inasmuch as leadied the historist commitment to study
the relations enjoyed by individuals, whether inugs or with regard to their cultunalilieux
as manifestations of tiéolksgeistor other Romantic notions such as #wtgeist the spirit

of a people or an epoch. His defence of these tatiens put him at loggerheads in 1919 with

>* Henri Pirenne, review of Belover Ursprung der deutschen StadtverfassiReHL, 26 (1892): 353-67.

%5 Karl KroeschellRechtsgeschichte Deutschlands im 20. Jahrhur{@ttingen, 1992), 12-14, 83-93.

% Below, Geschichtsschreibung 17.

> Werner Rosene6taat und Krieg: Vom Mittelalter bis zur Moder(@éttingen, 2000), 42-43; Hans Cymorek,
““Wir urteilen sicherer Uber die Fragen des Tagégorg von Below als Agrarhistoriker zwischen Blolund
Wissenschaft’ZfAA 47 (1999): 50-58, 50-51.

8 Hans SchleierSybel und Treitschke: Antidemokratismus und Miktaus im historisch-politischen Denken
grossbhourgeoiser Geschichtsideolog@®erlin, 1956), 133-75; Helmut Seier, ‘Heinrich v&ybel’ in Wehler,
ed,Deutsche Historikerii. 24-38.

¥ Georg von BelowpDer Urpsrung der deutschen Stadtverfassiibiisseldorf, 1892)Das &ltere deutsche
Stadtewesen und BurgertyBielefeld, 1898) anderritorium und Stad(Munich, 1923).
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Carl Heinrich Becker, the education minister whoerrBadmired®® Becker wanted professors
to teach sociology in order better to engage wathtemporary social problems but Below did
not: he felt that the Western Enlightenment had@steanated the power of the individual to
rationalize the complex processes of human pexeptin Germany, he thought, the
Ordinariat could rely on its ownVerstehentradition, which had always connected the
individual to the general or universal throughlisalist-Christian reasonirfg.Below’s ideas
also contrasted with Lamprecht’s understandinghefrieed for cultural history, to which he
first rallied but later objecte?f. In addition, Below maintained a ‘respectful distanfrom
sociologists such as Sombart, Weber and Karl Bifther

The Freiburg historian’s approach sat betweendah#ite majorityOrdinariat and the
méthodiqueson one side and protmnalisteson the other: he observed the aspiration to
reconstruct the national past, paying attentiopawerful groups such as Germany’s middle
classes, but he also helped to propagate a futlawuat of a bygone era from new angles
without abandoning historist methods. Contextuaspures of perceived societal ‘crisis’
originating from socialist demands to democractimiistry and the dismantling after 1918 of
the Kaiserreichmay account for Below’s retreat from Lamprechgslical interpretation of
the task of methodological developméhtere was a historian, nevertheless, only five year
older than Berr and well-equipped to adopt and tpragrotoannalistemethodologies, who
failed to interact significantly withAnnales That occurred because his habitus, and the
features of the German university system it emlahdieverged from those available to proto-

annalistehistorians.

€0 Schéttler, ‘Henri Berr’, 198.

¢! Ringer,German Mandarins228-29.

62 cymorek, “Wir urteilen sicherer iber die Fragessdrages”, 54Herbert Schénebaum, ‘Karl Lamprecht: Zur
100. Wiederkehr seines Geburtstages (25.11.1836lK, 37 (1955): 269-305, 274-77.

% Georg von BelowSoziologie als LehrfacfMunich, 1920); Georg von Below, ‘Zum Streit um d&gsen der
Soziologie',JNS 24 (1926): 218-42; Georg von BeloRrobleme der Wirtschaftsgeschicl{ieibingen, 1926),
i-XX.

% Ernst Troeltsch, ‘Die Krisis des HistorismuliR, 33 (1922): 572-90.
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4.2 Monarchy and the People in the Ag&/ofksgeschichtel931-1949

The separation here of the period after 1931 W849 does not imply that it formed an
aberration in German historiography. In fact, mstios who remained in Germany after 1931
felt that their position of authority had been sh¥em volkischstudents’ and politicians’
incursions by the mid-1930s. Yet after Hitler's apppment as Chancellor, the effects of the
Nazi regime on historical research in Germany carestape recognition. Between the
beginning of National Socialist government and finendation of the F.R.G. on 11 October
1949, conflict occurred withinnalistemethods on racial and patriotic grounds. The imsert
by National Socialist politicians of racial problatits into the curriculum and their
investigation by certain scholars working in newstitutions alongside the universities helped
create tensions. Ministers established in 1935B&din Reichsinstitut fir Geschichte des
Neuen Deutschlandwhich Walter Frank directed; Wilhelm Grau set up 1936 the
Forschungsabteilung Judenfrage Munich; and Alfred Rosenberg organized anotesrtre

in Frankfurt®® A group of researchers including Eugen Fischemtfér, Rosenberg and
Otmar Baron von Verschuer featured prominentlyhiase establishments. Their work re-
enforced the anti-Semitic and ‘racist basis’ of lpulmoctrine developed by Hitler and
N.S.D.A.P. politician§® The connection between the proliferation of rat¢faory and the
misreception ofAnnaleshistorians’ methodologies arose because conseevhistorians did
not always detach themselves from similar develogmi historical research. Many did not
participate: Meinecke and Hintze lost their posiidecause of their moderate criticisms of

the regime, and conservative-Jewish historians @scldans Rothfels, Hans Herzfeld and

% Helmut HeiberWalter Frank und sein Reichsinstitut fiir Geschiatés neuen Deutschlari8tuttgart, 1966),
258-65; Patricia von Papen, ‘Schitzenhilfe natisoahlistischer Judenpolitik: Die ‘Judenforschurdgs

Reichsinstituts fir Geschichte des neuen DeutsdHl&®35-1945’, in Andreas R. Hofmann, @&kseitigung des
judischen Einflusses. Antisemitische Forschungeilund Karrieren im NationalsozialismyBrankfurt-am-

Main, 1999), 17-42; Dieter SchiefelbeiBas Institut zur Erforschung der Judenfrage, Framkfam Main:

Vorgeschichte und Griindung 1935-1988ankfurt-am-Main, 1993), 25-41.

% Lutz Raphael, ‘Radikales Ordnungsdenken und diga@ization totalitiarer Herrschaft: Weltanshauurigese!
und Humanwissenschaftlicher im NS-Regim@G, 27 (2001): 5-40, 38.
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Hans-Joachim Schoeps left Germany in order to escagal persecution only to face the
difficult process of reintegration after 199450tto Becker, Heinrich Dannenbauer, Fritz
Hartung, Adolf Helbok, Barthel Huppertz, Walthereldast, Kleo Pleyer, Paul Wentzcke and
Eugen Wohlhaupter provide examples of historian®, Wiy contrast, at least upheld their
teachers’ conservative values and in some casesatbingd with, even admired, the Nazi
regime, out of conviction or the will to surviveh@ir work variously exalted the superiority
of German over all other historical methods. Afmlksgeschichte the interpretation of the
racial basis of the past analyzed through the tigyegson of interlocked variables such as
population, farming communities, geography and maturan in parallel to racial theorists’
projects®® But, whilst the situation produced various resistss, it did not destroy altogether
Franco-German historiographical exchanges.

Misleading resemblances betwe&nnalesandVolksgeschichtelid not disguise their
differences. Hermann Aubin, Max Hildebert BoehmJidg&, Huppertz and Pleyer used, to
varying degrees, a multidisciplinary method. Pleyer example, hoped to create a ‘new total
science’ by co-ordinating history, sociology andnetiogy’s analytical techniques; he argued
that theVolk pre-dated the state and, therefore, demanded istgrfirst attentions as a
foundational life force. His vision never went uatthnged, even in the Nazi era when many
still believed Pleyer embodied what Carr called flneatic fringe’ of fantasy rather than
intellectual rigouf® But Pleyer’s view that revision of historians’ ptiae fell to Germans
found echoes with other N.S.D.A.P. supporters. BElyehlhaupter told conference delegates

on 5 May 1942 that, as ‘the first scientific peoptethe earth’, Germans seemed to him better

" Meinecke and his circle had studied the war-gpikstion for thédistorische Reichskommissicsee Lambert,
‘Generations of German Historians’, 171, but Nadiitirians dismissed and separated them in 1935 Psger
Walther, ‘Die Zerstérung eines Projektes: Hedwigtie, Otto Hintze und Friedrich Meinecke’, in Gas@&ock
and Daniel Schonpflug, edBriedrich Meinecke in seiner Zeit: Studien zu Lele Werk(Stuttgart, 2006),
120-21; Gabriela A. Eakin-Thimme&eschichte im Exil: Deutschsprachige Historikerdier Emigration nach
1933 (Munich, 2005), 161-62, 248, 117. On reintegratisee Andreas KosseKalte Heimat: Die Geschichte
der deutschen Vertriebenen nach 19B8rlin, 2008).

% Wwilli Oberkrome,Volksgeschichte: Methodische Innovationen und ¥élié Ideologisierung in der deutschen
Geschichtswissenschaft 1918-19@sttingen, 1993), 102-105.

%9 Heiber,Walter Frank 393-95; CarrHistory of Germany192, 237.
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suited than any other people to complete the fhakibin urged reform throughout his career,
continuing what he felt had been his attempt tdlehge prevailing conceptions of political
history by charting the popular pdStHe even endorsed in 1939 tifeich plans to
Germanize Polantf. Aubin and Pleyer meant their transformations chtegque to magnify
the heroic image of the Germa&folk, and they both enjoyed career success throughaut t
period: Aubin (though not a member of the N.S.D)AaP Breslau, where he established a
chair in racial research, and Pleyer at Konigsb&@iinther Ipsen and Hans Freyer also
transformed Lamprecht’s Institution for Culturaldatniversal History into a centre for
ethnic history, which, with Pleyer in Konigsbergyl#in in Bonn then Breslau and the work of
historians at the Universities of Innsbruck andrvie, formed a network. But this did not
mirror Bloch or Febvre’s calls to construct totastbry, incorporating the range of human
experiences through economic, geographical andlegical techniques. The call instead
echoed official policies aboutebensraumand the need for the German race to secure the
resources it needed for its own developn{fithis distinguished the focus and intentions of
Volksgeschichtefrom Annales historians’ comparative approach to European regional
history.”®

Volkisch oppositions toAnnales School approaches that critics expressed in the

Historische Zeitschriftonfirmed theseantagonisms. Work by Bloch, Demangeon, Febvre

0 See Hans Hattenhauer, &kchtswissenschaft im NS-Staat: Der Fall Eugen kéoipter(Heidelberg, 1987),
99.

" Hermann Aubin, ‘Zwischen Altertum und Neuzeit Wigfalt im Aufbau des mittelalterlichen Abendlantes
in Walther Hubatsch, edschicksalswege Deutsche Vergangenheit. Beitrageyeschichtlichen Deutung der
letzten hundertfiinfzig Jah{®usseldorf, 1950), 15, 17; LambeiGenerations of German Historians’, 165.

2 Aubin, ‘Aufbau des mittelalterlichen Abendelande20; Hartmut Lehman and James Van Horn MelRaths
of Continuity: Central European Historiography fraime 1930s to the 195Q€ambridge, 1994), 7.

3 Eduard MiihleFiir Volk und deutschen Osten. Der Historiker Hermawbin und die deutsche Ostforschung
(Dusseldorf, 2005), 83-126; Ernst Kldgas Personenlexikon zum Dritten Re{€mankfurt-am-Main, 2007), 20-
21, 465.

" Oberkromeolksgeschichtel 51-54.

> Michael BurleighGermany Turns Eastwards: A Study of OstforschurtgenThird Reici{Cambridge, 1988),
32-42.

® Irmline Veit-Brause, ‘The Place of Local and RegibHistory in German and French Historiographym®o
General Reflections’AJFS 16 (1979): 447-478, 458 eter Schéttler, ‘Marc Bloch und Deutschland’, etd?
Schéttler, edMarc Bloch: Historiker und Widerstandskampf@frankfurt-am-Main, 1999), 34; Raulfgin
Historiker, 452-59.
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and Pirenne attracted hostile attention. Febvretklon the Rhine proved contentious, like
the subject of post-1918 borders in genéfdut it prompted as much admiration as disdain
from Gottfried Pfeiffer: commendation of Febvre’'swers of argumentation; contempt
because Pfeiffer thought it a justification of Feknincursions into ‘German’ territory — the
Versailles settlement of Germany’s border with Eembecame legitimate if one argued that
collective representations legitimized the Rhineadsorder regioi® Reviewers agreed with
Pfeiffer on the eve of the Second World War thabvfe for that reason misrepresented the
‘facts’ of geography. They also asserted that Febsppeared to them to substitute
‘witticisms’ for ‘sound judgements’ Pirenne’s work elicited contradictory reaction$ieT
Belgian mediaevalist had pursued comparative metihetause he wanted to ‘unlearn’ the
nation-centric historist tradition after the Firg¥orld War®® Reviewers regretted the
consequent ‘pushing into the background of theonatity issue’, but, in the same breath,
praised Pirenne’s adoption of thersteherapproach that provided an explanatory overview
of modern Belgium’s past. More circumspect reviesmasisted that Pirenne ought to have
examined opinions he perhaps never held such asGelngnan-speaking territories ‘proved
the more suitable territory for Carolingian pre-eence in the Middle Ages’, or justified his
attribution of disproportionate influence to Englisver Germanic constitutional history; but
interest in Pirenne’s synthesis of a variety oéliectual, cultural and political facts as well as
his ‘fertile’ economic analysis expressed itselftie form of regret that historistaditions

had underestimated its us&sThese conflicted voices disclosed the divergerllzctual

" On the subject, see Peter Schéttler, ‘Le Rhin cenemjeu historiographique dans I'entre-deux-guevess
une histoire des mentalités frontalierds,,14 (1994): 63-82, in particular 77.

8 Gottfried Pfeiffer, review of Febvre and DemangdanRhin RV, 6 (1936): 96.

9 Paul Wentszcke, review of Febvre and DemangeefRhin HZ, 160 (1939): 161-62, 162.

8 Henri PirenneCe que nous devons désapprendre de I'Allemg@ent, 1922); Pirenne did not dismiss
German historiography altogether, only the prima€ynational-interpretive frameworks, see Peter &0
‘Henri Pirenne, historien européen entre la Fratdillemagne’,RbPH 76 (1998): 875-83.

81 Robert Holtzmann, ‘Verschiedenes: Henri PirenhtZ, 153 (1936): 451-52, 45Walther Kienast, review of
Pirenne,Histoire de I'Europe HZ, 157 (1937): 527-37, 5344einrich Zeil3, review of Pirenndahomet et
CharlemagneHZ, 158 (1938): 348-51, 350-51.
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attitudes of this period that, although not co-patied, sounded hostile to tAenalesSchool
in certain registers.

Recognition forAnnales however, grew. Political refugees from Germanghsas
Robert Eisler and Lucie Varga joined the journaitaff®* Historians working in Germany
such as cultural historian, Walter Goetz, and {walit scientist, Gerhard von Schulze-
Gavernitz, continued to co-operate with Bei€entre And the work of Hermann Wopfner
exemplified the extent to which the German-speakdrdinariat became cognisant in the
1930s and 1940s dtnnaleshistorians’ activities. Wopfner’s study of Frenajrarian history
offered an example of full-scale engagement Witimales largely isolatedesides Bloch and
Dopsch’s friendshif® The Institut fiir geschichtliche Siedlungs- und Heimatke: der
Alpenlander which Wopfner founded at Innsbruck Universityd fento the ethnographic
preoccupations both of racial theorists avidlksgeschichteeven before theAnschluss
conjoined Austria-Hungary to the Third Reich. Bubp¥her admired Bloch’s creation of a
coherent exposition of French agricultural historyLes Caractéres original The book
fell short of comprehensive analysis in the samg that Lamprecht'©eutsche Geschichte
did not fully integrate agrarian into national bist, Wopfner asserted. But Bloch’s
comparative study of field-formation without asanidp recovered facts to racial issues, the
connection of Gemeinschaftto Gemeinschaftsbewul3tseiand explanation of legal
interpretations of ‘freedom’ and ‘indenture’ allrstk Wopfner as efficacious historical
interpretations, which, with Sée’'s German-languligéory of the French economy, provided

authoritative guides to the topit.

82 Schéttler, ‘Henri Berr’, 198; Natalie Zemon Davidfomen and the World of thannaleg HWJ, 33 (1992):
121-137, 122-24. )

8 peter Schéttler, ‘Didnnalesund Osterreich in den zwanziger und dreiRiger JahZG, 4 (1993): 74-99,
75-81.

8 Hermann Wopfner, ‘Zur franzésischen AgrargescleiGiz, 149 (1933): 82-97, 82.

% bid., 86-87, 93, 96.
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Bloch’s personal connections with historians in iGany exemplify, however, the
limits of these acknowledgements. Steffen Kaudeties shown that Bloch conducted
personal correspondence with Robert Holtzman, Walienast, Alfons Dopsch, Gustav
Meyer and Heinrich Sproembety.In all cases the channels of communication did not
produce scientific collaborations even though Huolmnn, for example, sat on the
International Historical Bibliography CommissidhEven Bloch and Sproemberg, a young
researcher for the Sachsen-Anhalt Historical Cormsimisinterested by the ideas economists
advanced for historical interpretation, failed tstadlish lasting ties; this despite Bloch’s
admiration of scholarly rigour promoted by univées in Germany® They ceased to
exchange letters in 1937 because Bloch found hisn&e colleague too much a nationalist
érudit® But Sproemberg, hardly a nationalist, joined Mekee in regretting that ‘the
situation of France and of its science’ had comedeurithe narrow influence of Henri
Pirenne’s school alone for guidance.” To Meineckd &proemberg, this ‘[appeared] to be
sad and the result of the realities of war expeegerf® Here Sproemberg lamented the
recession of Franco-German exchanges, which he toeedress after the war during his
career in the G.D.R. He did not deny the intermatidmportance of Pirenne’s mediaeval
history, but his openness fnnalesplaced him ahead of his time. In 1948, as Sproegnber
expressed these views, a new wave of agrarian embmic historians inspired by Bloch,
Wilhelm Abel, Gunther Franz and Friedrich Lutgedhget to reach maturity. Th2unft
completely ignored Abel's economic and urban hisoruntil the 19608 And Franz’s
history of theBauernkriegalso met with opposition from Gerhard Ritter, whdiaquled its

supposed interpretive inconsistency in provocateras: at some points Franz apparently

% gteffen KaudelkaRezeption im Zeitalter der Konfrontation: Franzisie Geschichtswissenschaft und
Geschichte in Deutschland, 1920-4®5ttingen, 2003), 166-71.

* bid., 165.
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described the farmers’ insurrections as ‘reactignarguing that they aided the emergence of
an authoritarian state, yet at others termed th@ogressive’, eroding the acquired privileges
of the rural economy guarded by aristocratic gonemt’? Franco-German transfers in this
way occurred, but the political tone of the disicipland its institutions curtailed them before
1949.

The situation of legal history crystallizes thatuation. Febvre and Bloch had both
sought to redress the individualizing techniquesegél history. BothAnnaleseditors’ work
in this sense related to the constitutional his®mritten in this period by Walther Kienast,
Meinecke’s successor as editor-in-chief of tHestorische Zeitschrift and Percy Ernst
Schramm. Bloch’s work presented a ‘parallel’ beeaoSoverlaps in content concerning the
study of forms of government and their implicatiSh®ut Kienast and Schramm rejected
Bloch’s findings yet both belonged to the next gatien to Bloch and Febvre’s. Each
constitutional historian occupied a prominent pssfenal position, Kienast at Berlin (until he
moved to Graz in 1939) and Schramm at Gottingemigersity distinguished by its scholars’
development of methods used to study of legal histb

Schramm refuted the conclusions Bloch had presenteds Rois thaumaturg€s He
argued that little uniformity in notions of the RdyTouch could be found, either in their
geographical spread from the Roman and Germanitotezs into France, or through the
course of time after 1000 A.D. He suggested, tloeeefthat Bloch’s conclusion that people
believed in the necessity of miracles paid insight attention to the diversity of popular
reactions to Germanic and Roman curing-scrofuldiréictly Schramm questioned the extent

to which Bloch’s multidisciplinary method represestwithout homogenizing the variety of

%2 Ritter to Franz, 23 Jan. 1935, Ritter MSS N/1186/4

% David Thimme Percy Ernst Schramm und das Mittelal{&tunich, 2003), 467-69; KaudelkRezeption195-
97.

% Georg Iggers, ‘The University of Géttingen 176M@8and the Transformation of Historical Scholarship
SdS 2 (1982): 11-37.

% See also, Kaudelk&ezeption188-203.
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public responses to a feature of kings’ symbolioves™® This hinted at Schramm’s
sensitivity to the histories of different Europeaeoples, exemplified by his participation in
transnational debates about them throughout théodeuntil the Eighth International
Congress for the History of Religions in Rome, whiRaffaelo Pettazzoni organized in
195577 But Schramm’s interpretations before 1945 followdmminant patriotic tastes in
historical discourses in Germany inasmuch as theged that regional and temporal
diversity of beliefs arose from peoples’ roots, gegraphic and community constituents of
race’® His active war service and continued commitmenth® N.S.D.A.P. suggested that
therein lay the equivalent historiographical conmat to the Nazi's will to assert German
influence over foreign lands.

Kienast remained even further than Schramm fromath®listeeffort to write total
human histories. He pursued agrarian and legaloryisas embodied inDeutsche
Agrargeschichte published between 1967 and 1970: an explanatoeyhad analyzing
constitutional, administrative and legal historyipedized according to reigns of monarchs.
Kienast described the way in which German leadébsngtted to French kings until the reign
of Philip the Fair in relation to the developmeftlte modern European state system, citing
Pirenne but ndnnaleshistorians:®® Schramm also interrogated the territorial objexiwof
Holy Roman emperor Otto Il and successors FrekeBarbarossa and Henry VIl as a

deliberate attempt to recover the western sectmfinthe Roman Empire as part of the

% percy Ernst Schramner Konig von Frankreich: Das Wesen der Monarchienv9. zum 16. Jahrhundert.
Ein Kapitel aus der Geschichte des abendlandis8taateg2 vols; Weimar, 1939), i. 152-55, ii. 75.

" percy Ernst Schramm, ‘Sacral Kingship and Charis@&SH 5 (1963): 357-60.
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% Frank R. Hausmann, ‘Bonner und Kélner Romanistegesichts der nationalsozialistischen Machtergngjfu
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renovatio imperii romanorur®* Parallelsavant la lettrewith the Filhrerprinzip became
obvious in elements of both these works. The astiongp of Volksgeschichteappeared
because Helbok had also alleged that, althoughaitial foundation of the nation lay in the
people, the monarchy had secured and united the'&a hat is not necessarily to say that
political motivations took priority; the idea of @novation imperii romanorunoutlived
Schramm. But the contemporary echoes and the parpotitical affiliations of these two
legal historians put their work fundamentally adsdvith, and made it impervious to, the
radically different objectives th&nnaleshistorians pursued. Mediaevalists such as Schramm
and Kienast continued in a narrower sense than rmembf the Annales School to

reformulate their methods and to investigate negtephenomen¥®

4.3 New Directions and Debated Traditions, 19500197
After the foundation of the F.R.G. historians dfelient generations dissembled the nation as
an organizing concept?! Werner Conze felt that it had become irrelevard ilobal ‘atomic
age.'® Hermann Heimpel perhaps tried to speak forztweftwhen he wrote, ‘we experience
the release from an overbearing historical traditend alleged ‘that the era of a historical
perspective based purely on the nation-state hase do an end'“° Ritter also wrote to
Ludwig Dehio, editor of théHistorische Zeitschriftthat, in a letter about Febvre’s Luther

biography, ‘German historians’ choice of topicsieslonger national-historical, but, for some

101 percy Ernst SchrammKaiser, Rom und Renovatio: Studien zur Geschichts doémischen

Erneuerungsgedankens vom Ende des Karolingischiehd®ebis zum Investiturstrdi vols; Leipzig, 1929), i.
9-43.

102 adolf Helbok, Grundlagen der Volksgeschichte Deutschlands undhieich. Vergleichende Studien zur
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193 Klaus Schreiner, ‘Wissenschaft von der Geschicties Mittelalters nach 1945. Kontinuitdten und
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Luckner, edsDeutsche Geschichtsschreibung nach dem ZweiterkEgl{1945-1965§Munich, 1989), 90.
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time, has been Europeaf” The use made by the N.S.D.A.P. of ‘nation’ as aceptual
apparatus may in part account for these perceptidosze, Heimpel and Ritter all at least
conformed to the Nazi regime, though Ritter — tdw to fight — stands in isolation for his
involvement with the Goerdeler circle’s attemptassassinate Hitléf® Between the three
historians, new preoccupations did emerge: Conzembled other young historians such as
Justus Hashagen, Hans Rosenberg, Klaus Schille;Hads Wehler and Karl Ferdinand
Werner who rejected the neo-Kantian argument thaiakscience concepts do not reflect
reality and engaged witAnnaleshistorians in their strides to create critical sbtiistories of
Germany-? Ritter and Heimpel, however, tried to reinvigortite methodological orientation
that they alleged had died. Sebastian Conrad desized the situation as a ‘renaissance of
the nation’; ‘all pleas for European, universal,vaorld history notwithstanding, the nation
[...] continued to function as the frequently unackiexiged centre of gravity of historical
interpretation*® This ‘renaissance’ accompanied unforgiving contenfpr Annales
historians’ methodologies in some cases, to thengxhat Christopher CorneliRen described
Ritter's response as a ‘campaign’ against th€mnd because Ritter and Heimpel became
two of the most prominent working historians instlperiod, their responses suggest the
contours of post-war resistances.

Ritter and Heimpel's exposure to tenalesSchool occurred through interactions

mainly with its second generation. Braudel and FFelksvwork preoccupied Ritter, whereas

197 Ritter to Dehio, 11 Jan. 1952, as cited in KaudgRezeption137.
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2001), 362-69.
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Gerhard, Hans Rosenberdi1z, 284 (2007): 59-102, 96-97; Schile, ‘Die Tendenz229-33; Hans-Ulrich
Wehler, ‘Hans-Ulrich Wehler e la ‘neue Sozialgesbke”, PP, 13 (1987):139-43, 142-43; Karl Ferdinand
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Pfeil, ed, Die Ruckkehr der deutschen Geschichtwissenschafdién ‘Okumene der Historiker: Ein
wissenschaftsgeschichtlicher Ans@#inich, 2008), 48.
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Heimpel spoke against Robert Boutruche, who workdite Bloch — on mediaeval society.
International historians’ congresses formed ondecdrfor Ritter and Heimpel’'s encounters:
the Paris and Rome meetings, held in 1950 and E¥5®ell as Vienna in 1965. For younger
socio-economic historians in Germaaynalistes’contributions to these congresses provided
a source of interest evident from their subsequewiews. Acknowledgement of the
importance of the Sixth Section, for the ‘powerfahalytical tools provided by Braudel's
ideas ofconjonctureor material civilization, for the importance of Blo and Febvre’'s
understanding of social realities as combinatiohgdeas and societal frameworks and for
Duby’s explanation of the mediaeval economy of\est, which historians thought superior
to Clapham and Tawney’s research, stood"S5uEoncern about scholarly insularity and the
extent to which the considerable factual researddertaken byAnnales historians
endangered Berr’s synthetic method also ran throegtain receptions:* But the resounding
tone remained positive.

Ritter and Heimpel, on the other hand, detectednnaleshistories the ‘peculiar
foreign character of Germany’s scientific enemli€'sHeimpel objected to Boutruche’s
analysis ofseigneurieand féodalité using anthropological, sociological, psychologieald
cultural categories because he believed both ttedpd-political concepts. Heimpel did not
object to multidisciplinary conceptualizations, ésdl his later study of family history in

mediaeval Strasbourg suggested the opposite, bublhlel not accept the explanatory de-

12 Werner Conze, ‘Bericht iiber das Schrifttum: HomenagLucien Febvre’HZ, 181 (1956): 593-96, 593;
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HZ, 196 (1963): 656-59, 656.
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centring of state-formation process&¥His response to Boutrouche also betrayed its &stho
revanchist feelings; as a youngster, Heimpel becaanéemptuous of France and the French
because he perceived that, with American, British Russian support, they had damaged
Germany'’s inter-war progres¥ There emerged a nationalist flavour in the vieshis
railway engineer’s son, whose ascent to @rdinariat owed a debt to economic prosperity
and the social mobility of the 1930s, in spite o&zN attempts to reverse bdtH. An
ideological intransigence also presented itselfemvhistorians in Germany such as Heimpel
expressed doubt abouinnales historians’ methods as simplifying complex reality, a
‘soziologischwirtschaftsgeschichtliche Richtundiey often envisaged themselves unmasking
a materialist historical interpretation in disgut&®

Heimpel's opposition also related to his fear ofesurgentKulturgeschichte He
believed that the Lamprechtigenrewould compromise the Bismarckian conception of the
state, which Heimpel admired, by disrupting thedrisal legitimacy of its power hierarchies.
After the Second World War, cultural history, imd@m with social histories, appeared to
Heimpel to pose the prospect of a Spenglerian dcailltpessimism’ unique to Germany
because questions about the domestic past befdrafter the Fischer controversy asked to
what extent German actions had caused world Watdeimpel proposed instead to restore
the analysis of individual agency, and with it #ologetic idea of human frailty, to what he

thought of as its rightful prominenc® With this came the necessity of an empirical isto
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Robert Boutrouche, ‘Moyen Age’, iiX® Congrés Internationale des Sciences Historigi@esols; Paris, 1950),
i. 129-133; Hermann Heimpel, ‘Internationaler Higdtertag in Paris’'GWU, 1 (1950): 556-59.

116 Michael Jeismanm)as Vaterland der Feinde. Studien zum nationaleindteegriff und Selbstverstandnis in
Deutschland und Frankreich 1792-19@®tuttgart, 1992), 334-38.

17 Ralf DahrendorfSociety and Democracy in Germafiyew York, 1967; originally published in German in
1965), 63-125; David Schoenbaulitler's Social Revolution(New York, 1966), 300-301; Ernst Schulin,
Hermann Heimpel und die deutsche NationalgeschichteibungHeidelberg, 1998), 26-43.

18 Heinz-Otto Sieburg, ‘Literaturbericht tber franisahie Geschichte der NeuzeilZ, Sonderheft 2 (1965)
277; see also Heinz-Otto Sieburg, review of Bearmontée de I'espritiZ, 183 (1957): 277-427, 335-7.

19 Heimpel, ‘Geschichte und Geschichtswissenschft’,

120 Hermann HeimpeDer Mensch in seiner Gegenw#@ottingen, 1954), 69, 125, 149.
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of facts from which Heimpel alleged Febvre hadrafited to escap€! Any evasion of that
duty resulted, in Heimpel's opinion, in the totalllapse of basic standards in historical
research, and, with them, any claim to scientificusacy.

Ritter occupied an intellectual world analogousHeimpel’s. He followed French
historiography with ‘great interest?” His public reaction té\nnalescame at the International
Congress in Rome in 1955 after the events of this Ra@ngress in 1950, which, ‘so heavily
influenced by the French historians’ had prompteddebate at the 1951 Marburg
Historikertagabout the historical uses of socioloGyRitter defended political history as part
of the outline of his renovated understanding ef $specialism: he used ‘political history’ as
an umbrella term for a collection of techniquesolifical history that isolates itself, that
merely speaks of ‘events’ fails to recognise itstdmical prerequisites: natural (for example,
geographic) facts, and the inevitable economic souial dimensions, the world of ideas, the
higher spiritual life — so abstractedhgtoire des faits politiquesould have no scientific
worth’, he explained® Ritter thus inferred that members of #henalesSchool had attacked
a straw man since 1900, rtus understanding of political history®> He added that without a
guiding political narrative historians could notsiilly, either from the point of view of
contemporary relevance or readership, any othecseh-criteria for the objects they chose
to investigate. So the prospect of a renewed us@ecultural history also alarmed Ritter

because it presented topics so large that he thqugfessional historians could not feasibly

121 Heimpel,Geschichte und Geschichtswissensgtift

122 Ritter to Berr c./o. Editions Albin Michel, 7 Det953, Ritter MSS N1166/341.

123 Wwinifred Schulze, ‘Der Neubeginn der deutschen dBiehitswissenschaft nach 1945: Einsichten und
Absichterklarungen der Historiker nach der Katgstes, in Schulin and Mduller-Luckner, edfeutsche
Geschichtswissenschaf3; Karl Dietrich Erdmann,Towards a Global Community of Historians: The
International Historical Congresses and the Intdioral Committee of Historical Sciences, 1898-2000
translated by Alan Nothnagle (Oxford, 2005; originaublished in German in 1987), 220.

124 Gerhard Ritter, ‘Leistungen, Probleme, und Aufgaber Internationalen Geschichtsschreibung zur nesue
Geschichte (16.-18. Jahrhundert)’, Relazioni del X Congresso Internazionale di Sciestpeiche (7 vols;
Rome, 1955), vi. 307.

12 CorneliRenGerhard Ritter 476.
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research them whilst fulfilling their teaching coiiments*?® History for Ritter still served a

public purpose no longer directly related to prégmulitics but informative for a reading
public interested to understand their nation’sufoes™’

These views informed Ritter’'s private argumentshwiraudel. His attempt to
apologize for Germany’s role in the First World Wself cast historical method in the
singular as responsive to a particular understgnairthe past: history ‘forever moves on the
border-line where human will and capacity collidath superhuman forces, with the powers
of destiny, which often defy contro?® Ritter participated in transnational diplomatistbiy
debates, for example, opposing (with Jacques CFsher’s interpretation of the origins of
the First World War and editing history textbookseptable to historians in both France and
Germany**® The Freiburg historian also ‘fought the Marxists’ international conferences,
alongside imperial historians William Langer andr&e& S. Graham, because he felt that

h%% His view hinted that he

Marxists ‘tended to dominate proceedings along wthh Frenc
shared Heimpel's habit of mistakenly homogenizingriiist and French historians in general.
And, because of the strength of Ritter's conviatioconfusion characterized his reaction to
Braudel's three-duration understanding and resultapthodology: ‘I cannot detect the
essence of the selection principle in your hisaneriting’, he wrote to Braudel in 1958 after
reading his colleague’€ollege de Francénaugural lecture. Ritter saw in Braudel's work

only ‘circumvention’ of the role for humanity bydlextensive statistical and factual evidence

required in order to understand tt@njoncture™®*

126 Gerhard Ritter, ‘Zum Begriff deulturgeschichté.Ein DiskussionbeitragHZz, 171 (1951): 293-302, 295.
127 Gerhard Ritter, ‘Gegenwartige Lage und Zukunftgab&n Deutscher Geschichtswissensch&fZ, 170
(1950): 1-22, 1, 8.

128 Gerhard Ritter Staatskunst und Kriegshandwerk: Das Problem degtavidmus in Deutschlang4 vols;
Munich, 1954), i. 12.

129 Gregor Schéllgen, “Fischer-Kontroverse’ und Kaoniitatsproblem. Deutsche Kriegsziele im Zeitalter d
Weltkriege’, in Andreas Hillgruber and Jost Dilffeds,Ploetz: Geschichte der Weltkriege. Machte, Eregmis
Entwicklungen 1900-1945Wdurzburg, 1981), 169; Gerhard Ritter, ‘Vereinbagyuder deutschen und
franzdsischen Historiker\WG, 12 (1952): 145-148, 146.

130 Ritter to Graham, 25 Sep. 1965, Ritter MSS N1164/3

131 Ritter to Braudel, 16 Dec. 1958, Ritter MSS N1 B2@.
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Conze’s response to Braudel's work mirrored theoriésmtation evident in Ritter's
letters. As a leading historian in the Heidelbéndpeitskreis fir moderne Sozialgeschichte
along with Reinhart Koselleck and Otto Brunner, @a interests in the methods of social
organization and structure ostensibly overlappeth vBraudel’s’*?> But Conze's review
remained muted, saying little besides signalling filture importance of Braudel's wotk
This restraint issued from the comparative youtltCohze’s social-analysis projects, which
drew on a de-Nazified form dfolksgeschichtelt also found echoes in Hermann Aubin’s
perplexity: Aubin never accepted Braudel's invitas to visit the Sixth Section, despite
suggestions that their projects could provide mecigl inspiration:** Braudel's complex
vision of history and its past in that sense existeeyond the limits of thinkable
conceptualizations available in the history disoglin the F.R.G.

The university system also shaped Ritter's respoig&ch Hassinger, Ritter’s
colleague, had joined Braudel in emphasizing thegoirrance of thédongue duréen terms of
both length of period and geographical scale. Hderthe sixteenth century a test-case in
German-language literature, and it caused a ‘hageadion’ in France, attracting praise from

Braudel himself>® Hassinger shared Braudel's feeling that ‘the lolgation had far too

often been ignored’ in Germany, but added ‘I did make it aloneclear’, inferring that he
like Braudel also framed short- and medium-terrmés/&® Ritter did not oppose Hassinger's
work nor object to Hassinger personally, but Hagsirprovided for Ritter another point of
contact with Annales Yet Hassinger's oeuvre remained within the broadinstream
constitutive of the renaissance of ‘nation’ in Gany at this time: it considered the sixteenth

century from European and worldwide perspectives| this arose from the international

132 Reinhart Koselleck, ‘Werner Conze: Tradition unddvation’,HZ, 245 (1987): 529-43, 537; Heinz-Gerhard
Haupt, ‘Deux cultures historiographiques en corence’,VS 34 (1992): 106-12, 107.

133\Werner Conze, review of Braudek MéditerranégHZ, 172 (1951): 358-62, 361.

134 Braudel to Aubin, 16 Aug. 1962, Aubin MSS NL179/4.

135 Erich Hassinger, ‘Die Weltgeschichtliche Stelludgs 16. JahrhundertsGWU, 2 (1951): 705-18; Max
Braubach to Ritter, 4 Nov. 1955, Ritter MSS N11&&/3

136 Hassinger to Braudel, 14 May 1953, Hassinger MS&&
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flavour of Ranke’s universal history as well Aasnales'total or civilizational approachés’
Like Theodor Schieder, Hassinger accepted thabrimsis must connect economic, social and
institutional ‘structures’ to individual and colle ‘agency.*®® He also understood the
subtleties of Braudel's system and so refrainethfasserting that structuralism constituted its
central precept®® Hassinger thus appropriated tbague durédor his own purposes.

The disciplinary hierarchy at Freiburg problematit¢éassinger’'s opennessAnnales
As a historian, Hassinger wrokengue duréehistory from within the Philosophical Faculty.
His less francophilecolleagues, by contrast, maintained the connectibnhistory to
philosophy, a subject hostile to social or humaerses in the way it had been in France.
Ritter, for example, attended the funeral of pheaoofogist philosopher Edmund Husserl; he
also enjoyed the friendship of Husserl's studerartv Heideggel*° Heidegger and Husserl
had tolerated the N.S.D.A.P. (Heidegger had eveyaged the Nazi vocabulary of ‘national
renewal’ in his rectorial inaugural at Freiburg 1833), and worked within &erstehen
tradition of hermeneutic criticistf! Both philosophers and Ritter affirmed that exisigén
guestions about human life provided scholarshipading questions. Had Heidegger and
Husserl directly responded fnnaleshistorians, they may well have done so in the manne
of Heidegger-inspired proponents of French exigiésm such as Jean-Paul Sartre, who

criticized Braudel’'s conception of tHengue duréébecause it seemed to entrap humans in a

world of geographical, geological, climatologicsdcial and economic processes beyond their

137 Erich HassingeBrandenburg-PreuRen, Schweden und Russland 1700¢2Aols; Munich, 1953) anBas
Werden des neuzeitlichen Europa, 1300-1§Bfaunschweig, 1959). ‘To trace the sequence o$ehgreat
events which link all nations together and conttair destinies is the task undertaken by the seieof
universal history.” Rankaj)eltgeschichtex.
izz Theodor Schieder, ‘Strukturen und Personlichkeitetter GeschichteHz, 195 (1962): 265-96, 296.

Ibid., 276.
140 Ridiger SafranskiMartin Heidegger: Between Good and Evitanslated by Ewald Osers (Cambridge
[Mass.], 1998; originally published in German ire29, 258.
141 Heidegger's programmatic statement of his anddasher's method is in Martin Heidegg&ein und Zeit
(TUbingen, 2001; originally published in 1927), 87;39.
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control*? Braudel had already insisted, however, in his guaal lecture at th€ollége de
France that ‘to challenge the enormous role that has somest been assigned to certain
outstanding men in the genesis of history is bynaans to deny the stature of the individual
as individual and the fascination there is for oman in poring over the fate of anoth&y’
But the connection of history to philosophy in Garmy had perhaps obscured this point.
Ritter and Heimpel also disseminated their congsmavisions throughout the
profession from positions of power. Konrad Adenaugovernment appointed Ritter to re-
organize the existing provision of teaching in &ddi to his role as chair of the Historians’
Association*** Heimpel participated in the direction of tM®numenta Germaniae Historica
between 1945 and 1988 and thus supervised a lamj@flate-mediaeval historiograpfy.
He also featured amongst a group of Gottingen hgsts including the older Prussian
conservatives, Kaehler, Schramm, Richard Wittrardfited Heul3 and the orientalist, Hans
Heinrich Schaeder, all of whom commanded publipees and wrote histories in Heimpel’'s
conservative mod&? As chair from 1954 of theVestdeutschen Rektorenkonferdfeimpel
also invigilated curricula and grading at all deggranting universitie§'’ So his suspicions
of Marxism at the mention of sociology and multai@inarity may owe something to his
position of authority. Just as Gerd Tellenbach #avSixth Section as a ‘hot-bed’ of Marxist

thought, Heimpel may well have feared the encireletof the F.R.G. in the east by socialist

142 Jean-Paul Sartre, ‘Questions de méthode: Existimmtie et marxismeTM, 139-140 (1957): 1-37; this and
the developed argument are in Jean-Paul Sattnigque de la raison dialectiquéParis, 1960). Klingenstein
referred to it as Braudel's ‘morose’ tendency, §&reta Klingenstein, ‘Kultur- und universalgeschiidfte
Aspekte in strukturaler Sicht’, review of Braud€lylisation matérielle et capitalisméfK, 52 (1970): 280-96,
288.

143 Fernand Braudel, ‘Positions de I'Histoire en 1950'Braudel Ecrits, 21.

144 Barbel Kuhn, ‘Historische Bildung als Welt- und Mehenkunde?’, in Wolfgang Hasberg and Manfred
Seidenful3, eddylodernisierung im Umbruch: Geschichtsdidaktik unes€hichtsunterricht nach 194Berlin,
2008), 368.

145 3chulin,Hermann Heimpel37.

“®pid., 10.

147Klee, Personenlexikor239.
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academies andnnaleshistorians who sometimes cited Marx without beingriiists in Paris
during the First Cold Wa*®

Yet, by 1970, objections tAnnalesmethodologies had not come full circle, despite an
appearance of intellectual continuity since 1900etidological traditions pursued in
Germany proved long-lived. But they also kept pag¢h the innovations for which
conservative and liberal historians in both England France took responsibility. Even Ritter
and Heimpel, like Chevalier and Droz, Elton andniy did not separate history from
neighbouring subjects’ methods. Resistances endmnpekistorians in Germany originated
from approaches possessing a variety of distincive, in Jorn Rusen’s words, ‘implicit’
political and religious determinant$. Diversity complicates discussion of oppositions in
chronological terms of a historist or positivistoep, originally defended but ultimately
conceding to amAnnaleshegemony™® That is not to say that this conceptualization is
unhelpful, but the complexity of reservations eggedl in Germany aboAinnalesprecludes
it from providing any more than a prolegomenon talerstanding. ThéAnnales School
managed to find an audience in Germany from theénbeyy of the period in question. The
prevalence of nationalistic conservatism from th#set did not outlaw similar interests
between historians in Germany and themmalescolleagues across the Rhine, even amongst
von Below’'s older generation. But that conservatismade neither democratic nor
emancipatory claims. Even throughout the so-cad{Bstman Revolution’ between 1918 and
1922 sufficient national consensus about the woftdefending Germany’s acquired unity
encouraged the resultant professional habitus grapied by a politics-led account of the
past, which only the generation responsible for 1Bé8 protests finally disturbed around

1980** Throughout the 1930s and into the 1950s youngdroéater generations alike built

148 Hon.-Prof. Dr Peter Schéttler, electronic corresfence with the author, 14 Jan. 2008.

149 Jorn RuserHistorische Vernunft: Die Grundlagen der GeschialissenschaftGéttingen, 1983), 24.
150 Raphael, ‘Epochen der franzésischen Geschichsisetg’, 131.

151 Carr,History of Germany366.
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their scientific reputations on established acadestandards in universities that remained for
the most part unchanged in structure by politicabilence, unlike the curriculum or the
racial theory institutes erected with the NatioBakialist state’s blessing. These facts made
German universities hostile places #nnalesmethodologies. But historians continued to
observe French historiography, includiAgnalescontributions. Even scholars who pursued
and/or accepted/olksgeschichtgqwhether for self-preservation or out of belief Nazi
doctrines) did so. In a qualified way, therefovmlksgeschichtalid exhibit a coincidental
openness (but no resemblance in content and amn#nmnales methods; but it is more
accurate still to suggest that isolated individualsch as Wopfner toleratednnaliste
approache$>? That many professional historians took the tintedlghout this period to reject
and opposeAnnales methodologies should overall be taken as tacit asiom that they
perceived something in thAnnales School worth opposing. In itself, this signifieseth
importance of resistances to methodologies advabgefinnaleshistorians to theAnnales

School’s own history.

152 This statement echoes Heinz-Gerhard Haupt andefGilBiebura, edsWirtschaft und Gesellschaft in
Frankreich seit 1789 Gutersloh, 1975), 16 and Georg Iggers, ‘Geschigstenschaft in Deutschland und
Frankreich 1830 bis 1918 und die Rolle der Sozagehte. Ein Vergleich zwischen zwei Traditionen
birgerlicher Geschichtsschreibung’, in Jirgen Koodd, Blrgertum im 19. Jahrhundert: Deutschland im
europaischen Vergleict8 vols; Munich, 1998), iii. 175-99.
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5. Resistances #nnalesMethodologies in Italy, 1900-1970

That historians ‘often felt the need to line up inehset versions of history dictated by
political considerations’ aggravatefinnalesreceptions in Italy as it had in Germahny.
Historical interpretations formed an important pafra ‘battle for control and direction of the
political and civil conscience of the Italian pe®plnot simply the work of specialists free
from political interference, as in Englafdnd universities, the loci of history teachingeaft

1870, became the scenes of conflicts between mafesirculating divergent interpretatiohs.
‘Science [was] a vehicle for politicd.Resistances tdnnaleshistorians’ methodologies for

that reason loosely fall into moments correspondmgolitical regimes in Italian history

between 1900 and 1970: the liberal-constitutionananchy until 1922; the Fascist era,
including Italy’s second war against the Germaneraf943; and, from 1946 until 1970, the

republican age.

5.1 Different Paths to Concrete Historical Re&diti€900-1922

The First World War transformed attitudes to Fraand her historical techniques. A change
in alliance partners in 1915, from the Triple Atie with Germany and the Habsburg
Monarchy to theEntente Cordialevith Britain, France and Russia, heralded the ttams’
Anti-French sentiment once promulgated in the neywsps and by those who remembered
the Franco-Italian tariff war of 1887-1897 dissgmhit and scientific exchange intensified.
Where previously the academies and institutes imclwischolars debated their research-
findings had focused on regional histories of #&alspeaking areas, after 1915 they became
cognisant of the degree to which French historye-Revolution in particular — had informed

their own ‘national’ revolution, th&isorgimentp new efforts to study in tandem the two

! John FootModern Italy (Basingstoke, 2003), 2; Marcello Mustég storia: Teoria e metodjUrbino, 2005),
102-111.

% Rosario Romeo, ‘La storia 0gg(G, 23 Dec. 1978: 4.

% Salvatore De Luca Carnazia, questione universitaria, studi e propo§Batania, 1891), 27.

* Gaetano De Sanctis to Mikhail Rostovtzeff, 5 19119, Sanctis MSS N.706.

® Christopher Duggarhe Force of Destiny: A History of Italy Since 1786ndon, 2007), 462.
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Latin countries emerged as Guglielmo Ferrero angrdluchaire’sRivista delle Nazioni
latine testified® Events of this order stimulated historical reskamwhich in this period
focused amongst other things on questions abouttb@woke a correct or ‘concrete’ likeness
of the past, often with one eye on the realitiekalfan life after 1870.

Debates about method exhibited a plurality gredten in England, France or
Germany. Italians described as a philological ss@emhat Davies or Berr had called
erudition. Many of Italy’s most prominent historgatefore 1920 examined the structure,
evolution and relationships of language and wordagtions in order to decipher and publish
archival documentation, conceived as a complexasyict entity revelatory of the past. The
mediaevalist, Giacinto Romano, showed that the mfean Italian nation had appeared in
‘popular and ‘official language’, which connectees publicato cives romana- a nascent
idea of modern Italy. Amadeo Crivellucci also deployed the techniqueiider to publish
modern versions of antiquarian teXtsike the men of théEcole des Chartesphilological
historians emerged from aristocratic backgroundsidCCipolla exemplified this social trait,
hailing from a family of Venetian counts and becogian expert in the paleography and
diplomatic history of the Italian city-statésCorrado Barbagallo, admired by Bloch and
Febvre, Raffaello Morghen, Romolo Caggese and BiemoaBarbadoro, by contrast, all tried
to overcome the parochialism resulting from the ohamt philological tradition, emphasizing
that it had produced ‘the terminal decline of Halihistory into superficiality.” These
historians wrote interpretive accounts of particylariods, examining socio-economic facts
or developing political with institutional histomp the manner of contemporaries such as

Tout, Luchaire and Hintze for several ltalian-spegkprovinces? Gioacchino Volpe,

® Antonino de Francesco, ‘La Révolution hors de EeanQuelques perspectives de recherche sur
I'historiographie italienne entre Xfxet XX° siecle’,AhRf 334 (2003): 105-18, 113.
’ Giacinto Romand,e dominazione barbariche in Italia (395-888)ilan, 1907), 3.
8 See, for instance, Amadeo Crivellucci, kdndolfi Ssagacis Historia romar@ vols; Rome, 1912-13).
9 .
Dbi.
19 Raffaello Morghen, ‘La crisi degli studi medievali'opera dello StatoABI, 1 (1927): 15-19, 15.
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Gaetano Salvemini, Michelangelo Schipa, Niccolo &licd, Roberto Palmarocchi and the
legal scholar Dionisio Anzilotti tried in anothelawto connect into a coherent interpretation
the dates and events constitutive of ‘Italian’ twgf which affixed the constitutional state of
liberal Italy to an economic narrative whose foeqgeared in contemporary expansion in
industrial output and discontent during the syniitagitation of thebiennio rossof 1919-
1920 Catholic and Marxist historians in turn providelfematives by emphasizing the
transcendental unity or the dialectical evolutiépast life on the Peninsuta.

Disagreement over university reform matched theiatian in methodological
positions alluded to above. The Casati law, decredtiedmont and Lombardy in 1859 and
applied universally in unified ltaly, formed theimmiple point of reference in the debate
because it entrusted on behalf of the state a nuinab education to a Ministory of Public
Instruction™®* Problems arose and remained unchecked until &igisl at the outset of the
Fascist period, despite student protests againsiversity governance and the
recommendations of th€ommissione Realthat Luigi Ceci, a professor in comparative
history of classical languages, led between 191D 914 Professors expressed concern
about politicians’ manipulation of appointmentseaftl900™ Dissenters also raised moral
guestions: they thought the peripatetic juribero docenteill-prepared to teach students,
whose first degree, th&aurea became devalued as fast-growing numbers of gtaslua
competed in a low-growth job mark8tAcademics also obstructed the creation of teaching
‘routines’, preferring to lecture on their researctterests, thus making curricula and

examinations difficult to standardizé.Disdain for perceived injustice arose, too, in

™ Walter Maturi, ‘La crisi della storiografia poli italiana’,RS| 47 (1930): 1-29, 4-5.

12 Nick CarterModern Italy in Historical Perspectivi.ondon, 2010), 8-12, 28.

13 Angelo Semerard| sistema scolastico italian(Bologna, 1976), 20.

14 Mauro Moretti, ‘La questione universitaria a ciagtianni dall’unificazione. La Commissione Realg je
riordinamento degli studi superiori e la relazi@exi’, in Porciani, ed,’universita tra Otto e Novocent808.

!5 Tina Tomasi and Luciana BellatalldUniversita italiana nell’eta liberale (1861-192%Naples, 1988), 179.
18 |bid., 144-49; Duggarkorce of Destiny462.

" Gaetano De Sanctis, ‘L'istruzione obbligatorizoeStato’, in Nino Cortese, edlpartiti e 'educazione della
Nuova Italia(Turin, 1970), 17.
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suggestions that ‘a handful of powerful professotsroni ‘controlled’ universities®
Aristocrat-scholars in turn argued for a universigpility, in which ‘few but good’ students
enjoyed personal tuition from specialiSisThat vision, often conjoined to a preference for
philological research, disclosed that in Italy dahy élites emulated the conservatism of the
German university model to the regret of some wiedepred French alternativés.

The resultant responses to pratmaliste’ methods are well-demonstrated by three of
the period’'s leading historians, whose careers amdvre exemplify the contextual
complexity and stylistic differences between Fremciu Italian methodological traditions.
Ancient historian Gaetano De Sanctis, modern hetaand philosopher, Benedetto Croce, as
well as Guglielmo Ferrero, merit attention both daese of their cognisance of transnational
discourses with, and personal connections to, IRrenlkolars.

Research specialisms brought Sanctis, Croce andr&anto contact with France’s
academic life. Ancient historians such as Jéromedino, later the director of tHecole
Francaise de Romand Gustave Glotz admired Sanctis and his statewrk on the Roman
Republic, a subject that Sanctis, Ettore Pais aaud Beloch rescued from replacement in the
curriculum by Imperial Rom&. Gabriel Monod in turn spoke as highly of Ferrertisie
talent’ in analyzing the sources of Roman histasyAalard did of Ferrero’s ability to evoke
‘deep connections between ideas and evéht§érrero himself admired Albert Sorel's
‘critical eye’ in the latter's observations aboutlids Caesar, and participated in the

Association lItalo-frangaise d’expansion économijgaie organization designed to publicize

18 Carlo Ottolenghi, ‘Per la morale universitarig®Jl, 15 (1916): 1-8, 4.

! Tomasi and Bellatalld, Universita italiana 39-41.

% Angelo Mosso, ‘L'lstruzione superiore in ItaliayA, 139 (1886): 693-709; Carlo Formichi,tarlo delle
universita italiane(Pisa, 1908), 22.

2L Carcopino to Sanctis, 26 May, 1928, Sanctis MSE28t. Henry Stuart Jones, review of Sanclitria dei
Romanj EHR, 133 (1919): 93-96, 93.

22 Monod to Joseph Reinach, 25 Mar. 1905, Reinach MSF./24882/374; Aulard to Ferrero, 26 Feb. 1917,
Ferrero MSS, Catalogue box.
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the benefits to Italy of French investméhtSimilarly, a historian of classical philosophy,
Emile Boutroux, followed the work of Croce and Hiend (before the rise of Fascism),
Giovanni Gentilé* Croce for his part paid attention to Berr’s jodrmehich he felt ‘had been
bound to appear at some time or another’ to coacotgrowing specialization. He contributed
to it short articles, and expressed delight that Bad published a special issue devoted to
ltalian philosophy?> But Croce’s explicit engagement with Berr did featt, nor did his work
attract widespread attention in Fraice.

Differences in objects of study imposed immovaleits on interests in proto-
annalistes’ historical practice. Sanctis’sStoria dei Romani for example, synthesized
information into a ‘complete narrativ€”’ To Sanctis, this narrative synthesis meant an
exhaustive factual account attentive to ‘socialdibons’ and economic developments that, in
total, made his project analogous to Carcopinder lattempt to analyze Roman daily life or
Clapham’s economic history of Great Britd&fhSanctis worked in this manner to convey
transcendence: he envisaged history as a recoedpainding and improving civilizatior3s.
His Catholicism led him to believe that historyuksd from an accumulation of ‘historical,
aesthetic and mystical experiences’ and platongalldm mixed with the fact-verifying

positivism of Johann Friedrich Herbart that sufflisehool curricula left Sanctis with the

# Ferrero to Sorel, 9 Jul. 1902, Sorel MSS AB/XIX880the Caesar book is volume two of Guglielmo &err
Grandezza e decandenza di RofBavols; Milan, 1901-1907); Hauser to Ferrero,M8y 1920, Ferrero MSS
Catalogue box; French investment became the laspeste of foreign direct investment in Italy afi®00, see
Carter,Modern lItaly 28-33.

% Gentile to Croce, 1 May 1900, in Simona Giannaiyted, Giovanni Gentile: Lettere a Benedetto Cro&e
vols; Florence, 2004), i. 275.

% Croce to Berr, 6 Jul. 1909, Berr MSS BRR2/G1-0d34-Benedetto Croce, ‘Notiziel,C, 1 (1903): 13;
Benedetto Croce, ‘Les études relatives a la thédeid’histoire en Italie durant les quinze derngemnées’,
RSH 5 (1902): 257-69; Benedetto Croce, ‘L'attitudebjgative et I'attitude objective dans la compositio
historique’,RSH 6 (1903): 261-65.

% Jacques Revel, ‘Le moment Berr, in Biard, Boused Brian, edsHenri Berr, 167; Graziella Pagliano,
‘Ricerche sulla fortuna di Benedetto Croce in Fran®Ei, 10 (1964): 272-301; Robert Paris, ‘Benedetto €roc
en France’ AESG 20 (1965): 273-301.

%’ Gaetano De SanctiStoria dei Roman(5 vols; Milan, 1907-65), i. v.
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1917-1933Florence, 1996), 139.
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impression that history sought first to deciphegsth ‘vital intuitions’ from written sources
with the help of archaeological and palaeograpltiindings in order to discern the essence of
past realitie$” Sanctis’s orientation also took inspiration frome work his German teacher,
Beloch, an expert philologist and demographic histoof European population$.Indeed,
such became Sanctis’s reputation for philologicdlguarianism, that, after 1923, he shared
with Augusto Rostagni the editorship of the prestig Rivista di Filologia e di Istruzione
Classica

Sanctis worked outside the confines opwrely philological method both to release
history from what Barbagallo called the ‘shallowses$ educated Italians’ and to ‘evoke’ past
but historically-immanent realiti€d. His interpretations moved further from statist
‘Prussianism’ towards the facts of collective crddulife in the volumes of th&toria that
appeared after First World Wt This reflected both war-time changes in professidastes
and Sanctis’s aspiration to guarantee the ‘unithisforical education’, wholeness that is in
terms of chronological divisions and cont&htOnly in that way could history teaching
demonstrate progress in history, a reality Sanittmught that European nation’s recent
colonial acquisitions, a symbol to him of the weride spread of civilization, confirmeq.
The civic aim required that a variety of methodsd k@ replace an ‘unchanged method’ like
the philological one because history, in his stadddo Ferrabino’s words, ‘[rested] more or
less on problems’ arising from the past it§&IBut Sanctis did not follow Ferrabino’s later
legitimization of the ‘necessity’ of suspending s@ral freedoms in ancient Greece in a way

evocative of Fascism. He not only refused to swleaiascist oath of allegiance in 1931, but

% Gaetano De SanctiRicordi della mia vita(Florence, 1970), 50-52, 236; Tomasi and BellatallUniversita
italiana, 29.

31 See Karl Julius Beloctgevélkerungsgeschichte Italie(gvols; Berlin, 1937-61).
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% Stuart Jones, review of Sanctis, 96; Arnaldo Mdiai®, ‘In memoria di Gaetano De Sanctis (1873-19F7,

13 (1957): 1068-72, 1071.
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believed, despite his membership of the CatholipuRo Party, his position at Turin’s
Catholic University and his firm Catholic faith,athscholars should guard their intellectual
freedom 2’

Croce defended a liberal-historical understandinigeralism appeared not just in the
sense of incorporating into narratives a pluratifystories, but extended to a philosophical
justification for historians’ apparent preferenaedependently to work on their chosen
research projects in contrast to pratmalistehistorians’ interdisciplinary research. Croce’s
theory of history remained distinct from those glated previously within the university
system, and, in that sense, it resembled Crocersmgition: he never occupied a university
post, instead developing his oeuvre and teachifagnmally in his family seat, th€alazzo
Filomarino, Naples. This changed in 1946, when he foundedstiiato Italiano per gli Studi
Storici, which, in tandem with Croce’s journék Critica: Rivista di letteratura, storia e
filosofia, added to Croce’s pre-eminence among ltaly’s letaials®®

Crocean historical method differed in implicatimom protoannalistes’propositions.
Croce sought not to discredit Berr's work but teate a coherent system of historical
understanding directed against what he saw asebsahting effect of historical materialism.
As expounded by Antonio Gramsci, that philosophaattrine formed the intellectual basis
for criticisms of liberal Italy’s ‘structural weaksses’ — the failure of holistic national
revolution owing to the disenfranchisement of ruaald urban workers through northern
hegemony over the south during the ‘bourgdéisorgimentb— and consequent failures to
modernize and democratiZeThe sinistra storicaadvanced similar argumerffsCroce, by

contrast, corroborated claims from Prime MinisteiolBi's destra storicathat Italian

37 Aldo Ferrabino,La dissoluzione della liberta nella Grecia anti¢Radua, 1929); Jirgen Charnitzl®ie
Schulpolitik des faschistischen Regimes in Ita{lE922-1943)(TUbingen, 1994), 257-60; SanctRicordi, 61-
62.

3 Daniela ColiCroce, Laterza e la cultura européBologna, 1983), 184.

39 Antonio Gramsci in Quentin Hoare and Geoffrey Nb@enith, eds Selections from the Prison Notebooks of
Antonio Gramsc{London, 1971), 90.

“0Nino Valeri,La lotta politica in Italia(Florence, 1998), 219-244.
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liberalism in fact remained active and, therefdin@t ‘history is the story of liberty.” Tracing
the dialectical development of liberty — and ofateemies — became, therefore, the historian’s
principal task, according to Croék.He formulated an approach that he called ‘ethical-
political history’, which, distancing it from Germadealist forms of national, universal and
StaatengeschichteCroce’s pupil Nino Cortese described ‘as embieimat is outside the
State’, ‘the formation of all moral institutions the broadest sense, inclusive of religious
institutions, revolutionary factions, the peoplé®lings, habits, fancies and myths bearing
upon practical life?? Here the focus remained thought-worlds of paréicypeoples in
context, ‘the historical situation of the universglrit in each instant of time’, ‘because the
individual and the situation are together offe.’

Ferrero’s understanding of historical methodolagged a third variant, centred on the
‘coming imperium’ of the social scienc&sLike the Marxist Sorel whom he admired, Ferrero
entertained close-personal relationships with Bgaba, the sociologist Vilfredo Pareto, as
well as reading Comte’s sociology. He upheld a eption of history as a science alongside
other social sciences — a view Pasquale Villardhef the prominenstituto Storico Italiano
in Rome, had held, and which Croce had opposedaunds that history dealt with thought
whereas social sciences investigated secondaryugi©dof the actions to which
contemplation led> Ferrero admired, therefore, the work on sociolagydertaken by
historians in Paris, ‘which’, he felt, ‘remain[ealways the great intellectual centre of Europe,
'

its brain and its spirit.” He and Henri Moysset, a constitutional and ecoronistorian,

discussed visions of forming a ‘school of histodevoted to societies past, and Lavisse

! Benedetto Crocétoria d’Europa nel secolo decimonof®ari, 1933), 9-25.

2 Croce to Girolamo Vitelli, 25 Nov. 1917, in Benéue Croce, Epistolario I: Scelta di lettere curate
dall'autore 1914-1935Naples, 1967), 167; Nino Cortese, ‘Storia pdditatitalia e storia del regno di Napoli’,
RS| 43 (1926): 229-48, 231, 236, 240, 243-44.

3 Benedetto Croceilosofia della pratica. Economia ed eti¢Bari, 1957), 63.

“4 Ferrero to Barbagallo, 8 Aug. 1912, Ferrero MS$ 40

5 pasquale Villari, ‘La storia & una scienza®A, 3¢ series, 31 (1891): 209-25, 409-36, 609-36; Beredet
Croce, ‘La storia ridotta sotto il concetto generdéll'arte’, AAP, 23 (1893): 13-32.

“® Ferrero to Henri Moysset, 17 Apr. 1906, FerreroS\@®Xx 5.
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helped Ferrero pursue research into the econondcaaministrative life of seventeenth-
century Francé’

Ferrero’s turn to consider the place of the Fremvolution in Italian history
disclosed his reformism. The founder-editor of tRevista Storica Italiana Costanzo
Rinaudo, and his successor, Pietro Egidi, had &hayvn an awareness of the importance to
Risorgimentohistory of France’sGrande Révolutioi® Croce had shown less sensitivity:
Aulard’s work seldom gained mention ra Critica; and, although Croce saw 1789 as a
victory for liberalism that had ramifications orstgide of the Alps, he felt able to endorse the
centenary celebration of the Neapolitan Republit889 as a commemoration of the Italian
unification movement without contradicting his leélin the Risorgimento’sFranco-Italian
origins*® Ferrero saw the Revolution, in contrast, as & thifards Napoleonic dictatorship,
in condemnation of which he cited TaitfeCiting Taine, however, neither suggested that
atheist-democrat Ferrero adhered to the idea tlmaarnchy could co-exist with democracy
nor that he shared opinions expressed by Cesardrosm sociologist and father-in-law to
Ferrero, that the Revolution had been a politicaébn¢ instead Ferrero observed an
interpretive habit begun by a fellow-democrat, Garivaroni, who saw Taine as a heroic
enemy of the Jacobin Terror rather than as a mhisampponent of the Revoluti@n bloc>*

Subsequent career paths confirmed the directiehcamtent of Ferrero’s methods.
Ferrero’s magnum opusGrandezza e decandenza di Rorsat the pattern for his later
attention to historyle bas en hauiThe study of the Roman Empire became not onlyatien
of Roman thought, but evaluated the mechanics bhghwéocial organizations functioned; of

Roman Gaul, for instance, Ferrero explained, ‘d-v@lanced and homogenous people was

*" Ferrero to Moysset, 3 Nov. 1906, Ferrero MSS Wi 3visse to Ferrero, 24 May 1915, ibid.

8 Costanzo Rinaudo, review of Aularétudes et leconsRS| 27 (1910): 60-61, review of Madelina
Révolution RS| 29 (1912): 54-55, review of Hazalda Révolution francaisdRS| 29 (1912): 55-57 and review
of Lavisse Histoire de FranceRS| 37 (1920): 76-79; Pietro Egidi, review of Halph&tudes critiqueskRS| 41
(1924): 38-42.

9 Francesco, ‘La Révolution hors de France’, 111.

0 Guglielmo Ferrero, ‘La Crisi morale dell'ltaliaRNI, 2 (1918): 97-98.

® Carlo Tivaroni Storia critica della Rivoluzione france§® vols; Turin, 1881), ii. 851-54.
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thus formed, chiefly devoted to industrial and raetde pursuits, but at the same time
supplying the large contingents of cavalry and nitrfa to the Roman Empiré? Ferrero’s
interest in demographic questions also extendadestudy of women, as his collaboration
with Lombroso in the 1890s suggested and in tuffeated the importance of female
audiences produced by a growing number of womenirggiuniversity admission after
unification>® But Ferrero’s advancement of social democracyuiginathis form of historical
research both put him at odds with the Fascistmre@ authoritarian leanings and
distinguished his work from that of protmnalistehistorians, who studied socio-economic
factors in conjunction with socio-economic theorie®t just as an empirical exercise
designed to describe historical events, mater@bfa and thought-worlds. Ferrero’s research
on the French Revolution thus resembled Hedwigzdistin Weimar Germany inasmuch as
it responded to liberal-democratic and empiricapuises from Aulard and Mathiez not the
earlyAnnalesSchool?*

The cases of Sanctis, Croce and Ferrero indibataritransigence in Italy before 1922
to techniques pioneered by Berr’s circle issuednfitbe specificity of Italian debates, thus
taking the form of habitus, not intentional respes)sdetermined by field and contextual
factors. The imperviousness of methodological dise®e to protannalisteinnovation did not
arise from a lack of momentum on the part of hiatws in Italy to look to future changes in
their discipline; indeed the Futurist movement, etthfirst published its manifesto in France,
strove to abrogate the past like Fascist ‘actiaradg’, but not by repressing opposition after
parliamentary elections in 19%9.Sanctis, Ferrero and Croce sought to incorporaye,

contrast, different perspectives into their workontdler to move toward a liberal-democratic

*2 FerreroGrandezza e decadenaa 352.

%3 Guglielmo Ferrero and Caesare Lombrdsm,donna delinquente: La prostituta e la donna naler(Rome,
1893); Tomasi and Bellatalla;Universita italiang 156-59.

* Antonino de Francesco, ‘Discorsi interrotti; Geffiio Ferrero, Corrado Barbagallo e la critica della
Rivoluzione franceseNRS 87 (2004): 147-84, 181; KaudelkRezeption327-336.
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future; the philological tradition provided basigtical principles for an array of competing
efforts in this direction, not only a knot to buraving lit a fire, @esta di turcofor a young-
reformist generation of historians, ‘an unthinkablsion, skewed by youthful
intemperance>® Those emergent traditions did not refer to or mésle protoannalistes’
because of the dual (platonic and German) ldealisat pervaded Italian thought and
educational institutions. This lack of recognitiaiso attested to the strength of personal
preference as a determinant in Italian scholarsisiyggested by the prominence of
Catholicism in Sanctis’'s work, of the connectiontvween individualizing method and an
aristocratic position in Croce’s liberal vision atite reformist-democratic political message
Ferrero offered. The roots of oppositionAanaleshistorians’ techniques lay in Italy in the
field of political power, which related directly tmstorical method because of the political

dimensions of past and present historical realltisrians set about to uncover with its help.

5.2 Becoming Fascist, European and Nationalist2419845

Amidst lamentations such as Ermanno Amicucci’'s, st lack a Fascist educator’, and
raillery, that swearing the oath of allegiance he Partito Nazionale Fascistaame from
devotion to another P.N.FRer Necessita Familiatethe Fascist government changed the
university system between 1922 and 1945, mainlyabguming control of the research
institutions that provided the material for univigrsteaching’ The libertarian instincts
evident in Sanctis, Croce and Ferrero’s work thesaine sidelined. On an intellectual level,
this meant retreat in Italian Idealism; institutadiy, it resulted in the ideas associated with the
Fascist ethical state and the work of supposedeisopen’ like theDuce becoming active

constituents in historical thought, particularlyteaf 1935. Taken together, government

%% Pietro EgidiLa storia medioevaléRome, 1922), 35.
" Tracy H. KoonBelieve, Obey, Fight: Political Socialization ofutb in Fascist ItalyChapel Hill, 1985), 86;
Duggan,Force of Destiny463.
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interference heightened hostility within the acageftout not necessarily that of individual
historians) to methodologies formulatedArynaleshistorians.

The university system became less open to traiosadscientific developments. The
Minister for Education took control of researchtitugions directly in 1935, when the holder
of that office automatically became president & @Giunta centrale The Giunta controlled
all aspects of the management and financing oflshiuto Storico per il Medioevothe
Istituto Storico per I'Eta Moderna e Contemporanéiae Comitato Nazionale per la Storia
del Risorgimentditself Gentile’s personal creation) and the ngeuolaand Istituto Storico
per la Storia Antica— institutions covering the entire chronologicahga of historical
research® Whether or not these developments embarrassediaigtpand it may be too early
to say decisively, the fact remained that histdnmeaearch came under the direct control of
central government. Officially-disseminated ideas of an ethical stdtas seeped into the
committee discussions of research institutions.s€hwotions idealized Italy’s rural economy
and natural fecundity, also alluded to in the Fatseational anthem, th@iovinezzaas well
as incorporating a belief in Italians’ racial supaty, especially in contrast to the Jewish
peoples; the need for an assertive foreign polityoider to demonstrate Italy’'s moral
authority, as the occupation of Corfu in 1923 amalihvasion of Abyssinia in 1935 disclosed;
corporativist economic policies to strengthen pabstic government; and certain Catholic
precepts, legitimized by the Lateran Pacts of 1988luding the necessity to show how
successive generations — a communion of the ligimgj the dead — had affirmed their Italian

identity *°
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Divisions over Fascism also left the professiomowerted. Supporters of the regime
such as Adolfo Omodeo, Gioacchino Volpe and thecation minister, Gentile, signed the
Manifesto degli intellettuali fascistCroce, Sanctis, Guido De Ruggiero, the exiled&alni
and others responded with thdanifesto degli intellettuali antifascistt Fault lines also
emerged about the efficacy of Gentile’s reformsjclwhcontinued to provide the basis for
university education in ltaly even after 1970Matriculating students became fewer in
number — reduced by 10,000 to 42,000 in the pet@®t8 to 1928; Gentile also restricted
funded school places in the hope of preservinghtggality’ education and in the process a
large workforce. Students now arrived at univeraiith particular ideas about Italy’s history,
which a state textbook projected as the story bé ‘pbrimacy and excellence of Italian
genius.®® Gentile’s reforms in that way sought to replacelidet’s positivism with his own
‘actual idealism’, an elision of history and phibgdy, which transformed history into the
history of philosophy and demoted physics and nma#ties in the hierarchy of scientific
taste®

Methodological developments promulgated by Volplee Fascist regime’s official
historian’, suggest the anatomy of resultant hitissl to annalistemethodologie$® Volpe’s
work requires attention not only because of it$inesy to the thought-world of a Fascist
supporter, diancheggiatore but because of its presentation of the themetshiisastudents
and their colleagues expressed in responsesnt@leshistorians’ work. From 1906 until
1910, Volpe had pioneered a legal-economic apprdachnistory that self-consciously

followed the lead of Ludo M. Hartmann, known to pelsince their meeting at the first

Mario Casellal’Azione Cattolica alla caduta del regime fascisbapegno sociale e pluralismo politico (1942-
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International Congress for the Historical Sciendes1903°® The ‘economic-juridicial’
method analyzed Italian regions in terms of thegal and economic origins, and sought to
examine legal history as a product of social stippudmpting legislation and their attendant
economic antecedents and consequeticeEhe method brought Volpe into Gaetano
Salvemini’'s orbit. Together the two men discussecklated project, which their teacher,
Amadeo Crivellucci, had mooted to found a periodidavoted to economic and legal
history®® Salvemini and Volpe accepted the view that théutacontent of history emanated
from ‘remains and records’, and that historical moels uncovered and explained non-
recurring facts because ‘in the world of humanaact...] the events which have peculiar
features of their own are the rule, and of thenmsesg therefore, that theo not recur ®° But

he also recommended that historians should openrtiieds to the ‘social sciences’ in order
to learn how aspects of the material world — thedgoand services, engineered constructions,
demographic fluctuations and so on — could propigees of the puzzle.

Scepticism about French methodologies originatédalpe’s rejection of openness to
social science. Volpe agreed with Gentile thatabeof thinking equated to perception, not
creation, of reality, and insisted that abstracutiht could therefore disclose historical
realities’® Volpe wanted, therefore, a ‘history of ideas’, Safvemini’s ‘history of facts.” As
editor of theRIivisita Storica Italianaat the behest of théstituto Fascista di Cultura di
Torino, Volpe expressed the desire: he wanted a ‘nonsrahstic, non-sociological, non-
schematic, neither formalist nor abstract, nor swte historiography [...] that sees in the

state the greatest motivating force [...] and thadeustands historical life as a synthesis of

% Gioacchino Volpe ‘Per la storia giuridica ed ecmim del Medio Evo’, in Gioacchino Volpévedioevo
italiano (Florence, 1925; originally published Bsin 1905), 3-54 resulted from reading Ludo M. Hanima
Geschichte Italiens im Mittelalté€B vols; Leipzig, 1897).
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% \/olpe to Salvemini, n.d. Dec. 1905, Salvemini MS$91.
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action and thought, culture and politi¢sHe also practised this ‘history of ideas’ approach
his defence of Italy as a historically-legitimatation, arguing that Italian identity, ‘not only
in towns but on the part of parties without geogrametermination or limits in the form of
walls or territories’ had existed since the fiftdercentury when, in the past before 1870,
either ‘foreign’ occupiers, city- or Papal Statesl dhe Kingdom of Naples had controlled the
ltalian Peninsuld? Volpe's interpretation for that reason dissentennf Carl Neumann and
Kurt Breysig’s, which suggested that ethnic Gernizans prevailed® And appointment to the
University of Rome, where he remained from 19241 1940, ministerial allocation of funds
to enable the organization of an institute for shedy of modern and contemporary Italy and
election in 1925 as editor of thenciclopedia Italianauntil 1937 all attested to the extent of
official endorsement bestowed on Volpe personally iatellectually, making him an epitome
of ‘official’ history.

A cohort of young scholars’ debates abfunhaleshistorians’ work developed under
Volpe and his colleagues’ supervision against akdap of government-sponsored anti-
French and anti-British sentiment, particularlyward the time of the Abyssinian campaign.
Michelangelo Schipa’s student, Walter Maturi, wh¥wipe appointed in 1935 to work with
him at Rome, described Henri Sée’s boBkplutions et Révolutionsis exemplary of the
‘typically sociologizing French historical mentaiit’* Maturi did not dismiss Sée’s work, but
suggested that the link Sée described betweenribataeterminism and causal explanation
neither impeded social history’s progress nor fotewbnciliation in more rigorous empirical

methods” He instead emphasized that the epistemologicgitivas behind determinism and

"L Gioacchino Volpe, ‘Ai vecchi e nuovi collaboratpRS| 52 (1936): i-iii, ii.

2\/olpe, Medioevg ix.
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causation theories merited investigation in thexweselas answers to a problem that Maturi
implied rested on personal preference in the practf history. Maturi's alignment of
methodological tradition and implicitly-political pmion mirrored his assimilation of
intellectual and national developments in an atich theRisorgimentd® For Maturi, the
Risorgimentofounded Italian liberalism and in so doing both foomed to and vindicated
Croce’s historical understanding and resultant ology.

Chabod also discovered Braudel's early articlesking him perhaps the first historian
in ltaly to do sd.’ The encounter came in Simancas, where Chabodsearaher for Pietro
Egidi, and Braudel had met each other in the ass{f“Chabod read Braudel’s analysis of
Spanish diplomacy, and found it ‘interesting.” Tdabod’s mind, it simply clarified the
historical problems presented by the period: whg ®panish government had never
established nor pursued a coherent policy towardsthN Africa, despite favourable
circumstances, rather than adding to historicabkadge by presenting previously unknown
information’® Chabod’s interaction remained, therefore, momgntsgcause he did not
appreciate thafnnaleshistorians’ formulation of historical problems cdigerve to uncover
new data through, for example, comparison. Hisqu@pation by political science — Chabod
worked in a department devoted to it at the Unitgersf Perugia — also accounted for his
impatience because matters of state interested ddhabhilst Braudel questioned their

centrality to historical understandifiy Diplomatic histories, which nationalized the lgali

S Walter Maturi, ‘Risorgimento’, ifEnciclopedia Italiang36 vols; Rome, 1936), xxix. 434-52.
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past by alluding to versions of Italian exceptissral even before 1870, instead occupied
Chabod'’s time as they did Volpe's, Pietro De Sivahd Romolo Quazza®s.

Carlo Morandi’'s response ténnales historians’ techniques demonstrated greater
engagement and subtlety. Morandi belonged to timergéion old enough to remember the
First World War®? Anzilotti taught Morandi in the economic-juridicadition. Morandi then
went on to teach at Rome between 1920 and 1924ctore inRisorgimentchistory at the
Scuola Normale di Pisaand, from 1939 until 1950, modern history at theiversity of
Florence®® Morandi’s work prompted some adulation for itsliapto show the foundational
elements of Italy’s changing, often fractious, pcél parties and national movemefitahis
political historian’s Catholic faith also re-infad the conviction behind Morandi’'s oeuvre:
that a need existed ‘to Europeanize the historamaisciousness of a larger public, not
comprised of specialists alorf&.The desire to create a European historical epistagy also
hinged upon Morandi’s discovery of the ‘novelty’ thfe Europeanism purveyed by French
historians, both those accepting elements of, tsying wholesaleAnnalesmethodologie§®

Connecting economic to political history first dreMorandi towards French
scholarship. Morandi believed that ‘although positis apparently nothing more than linear
and continuous, it corresponds in reality with ateiior logic and deep motives, which, in
order to be understood, must be reconstructedrasfphe internal evolution (moral, political
and economic) of the Italian nation and the mudtipzents of the international situatigh.’
The reconstruction relied on ‘critical examinat&md comparison’ both of information in the

‘sources’, taken as Salvemini’s records and remaind of the competing ‘principal currents

81 Gioacchino VolpeMomenti di storia italiana(Florence, 1925); Pietro Silv#l, mediterraneo dall’unita di
Roma all’'unita d'ltalia(Milan, 1927); Romolo QuazzRreponderanza spagnola 1559-17@0ilan, 1938).
:z Miozzi therefore called Maturi and Morandi ‘Siaradsvins’, see MiozziScuola i. 193.
Dbi.
8 Angelo Tamborra, ‘Come nacquero in Italia la ‘da'se la ‘sinistra”,IN, 5 May 1946.
8 Carlo Morandi, review of Sé€apitalismo moderndRS| 50 (1933): 511-12, 512.
8 Ernesto Sestan to Morandi, 18 May 1941, MorandB\&S1.
87 Ccarlo Morandi, ‘Lezioni di storia moderna’, 193940, Morandi MSS S.4/Lezioni.
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of [historical] interpretations®® So far as economics went, Morandi accepted tfsiofins
did not yet have an available terminology — he gt ‘imprecise’ by comparison with that
of legal history and physics — to deal with econoimstory other than on a local scale that
antiquarian historians had investigated in the teimeth centur§? But this did not constitute a
reaction against economic history in general, ragheeason to study it further. His argument
distinguished Morandi’s intentions from those ohtmmporary historians working in Italy to
discredit modern forms of capitalism, distrustedAagcist politicians as hyper-technological
and individualistic?’

Morandi’s discovery of a ‘European’ epistemologgdaeconomic analysis came
through his readings about the European Reformatpamticularly about Jean Bodih.
Hauser's work made an impression on him in 192% Sbrbonnehistorian’s ‘rigorous
methodology’ — the analytical deconstruction ofdieigstitutions and social structures as well
as local customs — attracted Morandi's attentiomt € too did Hauser’s ‘demonstration of
the links that connect economic reality and alleotkeries of human facts [...Hauser], in
agreement with Ranke’s pupils, confirms that ashim first half of the nineteenth century
many of the historical considerations and ideagadftical history arise from economic
history ‘sans le savoir, sans le diré®.The idea of a universal history also brought Fetsvr
Reformation scholarship to Morandi’'s notice asatdho Massimo Petrocchi, who turned to
consider Febvre as a historian in 1943 after repMartin Luther: Un destirt® Religious
content aside, Morandi asked in a review articletivar in view of the magnitude of the task
it would be possible to research and verify Fels/igiderstanding of the Reformation as a

European social change rather than a series obnadtievents precipitated by Protestant

% bid.

8 carlo Morandi, unpublished review of Barbagallgpitale e lavoro: Disegno storica.d., Morandi MSS
S.7/1.

O |bid.

1 Carlo Morandi, marginalia, Morandi MSS 8/appuntiate.

92 Carlo Morandi, review of HauséeFravailleurs et Marchand<CM, 2 (1930): 8.

9 Massimo Petrocchi, ‘Misure di Lucien FebvréM, 14 (1943): 1-13.
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‘heroes’, as Ranke and Emile Doumergue had argfu@ith Morandi and Petrocchi also
highlighted the thought that Febvre managed tomnsitoct a humane past with a multi-
dimensional context

Critical engagement did not end there. Morandesspnal papers suggest that his
knowledge of the European perspectives offered ibtoans in France took in work by
Georges Weill, Emile Bourgeois and Sagnac as veelPaul Hazard’s books, which Gentile
sent him® In addition, notes preserved in his archive shbat tMorandi read Febvre’s
polemical articles about Seignobos’s and Benda'ditigal histories?’ And his
correspondence with Delio Cantimori expressed ffatisin at the difficulties associated with
acquiring French-language material in Italy: ‘intagithat even in Florence neither the Revue

d’histoire moderneor the Bulletin de la Sociéists!®®

The results of critical engagement of this sort difficult to discern. Morandi’s
insistence to students that tlR#sorgimentoprojected ‘the concept of ‘nationality’ as a
historical-moral unity, and not as an ethnic amgyuiistic unity’ suggests that Morandi shared
some of the ecumenism Ahnaleshistorians’ inclusive total history as opposedhe tacial
and chauvinistic impulses prevalent in state-spatsdistory textbooks. His readings of
French histories focus on books that argued ifiteeinstance that there existed such a thing
as European consciousness, and, in the secondi thakred a phase of crisis in the early
twentieth century owing to the interaction of theisRian Revolution, world economic

depression, population growth and urbanizatiomimndustrial era. Sée’s work on the origins

% Leopold von RankeDeutsche Geschichte im Zeitalter der Reformai{@nvols; Berlin, 1839-47); Emile
DoumergueJean Calvin(5 vols; Lausanne, 1899-1917); Carlo Morandi, Bemi storici della Riforma’CM, 1
(1929): 669-74, 670, 673.

% Morandi, ‘Problemi’, 674; Petrocchi, ‘Misure’, 8.

% Georges WeillL’Europe du XIX siécle et 'idée de nationalitéParis, 1938), Morandi MSS S.3/2; Emile
Bourgeois,Manual historique de politique étrangér@ vols; Paris, 1892-1926), Morandi MSS S.11/IV/1;
Alexandre de Saint-Léger and Philippe Sagrae,préponderance francaise: Louis XIV 1661-17Faris,
1935), Morandi MSS S.8; Paul Hazaldh Crise de la conscience européefaris, 1935), Morandi MSS
S.5/1/175.

" Febvre, ‘Entre I'histoire’, 205-36; Febvre, ‘Unistoire politique’, 29-36, Morandi MSS, S.5/1, S.8.

% Morandi to Cantimori, 7 Dec. 1940, Cantimori MSS.
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of capitalism in the Middle Ages, social classeshef eighteenth century, the working classes
and the nature of financial systems attracted lat teason widespread review interest and
not just from Morandi, particularly because theg dot depart radically from the prevailing
consensus that explanation had a narrative €darly-economic formations in the Roman
Empire leading to modern capitalism meant thatrPieés book,Mahomet et Charlemagne
found favour equal to Sée’s work; they both prodidetellectual stimulation to historians,
like Morandi, who assessed the meaning of earlyanogeriods for contemporary (political)
history!’ But Morandi’s interest focused on the factual eontdisclosed not the techniques
used to byAnnaleshistorians. That he never took up a theorized augrao economic
history, preferring instead to remain focused oghhpolitics, suggests the limits of his

interaction with French methodologies.

5.3 Renaissance, Reformation and Enlightenmen§-1940

The Reformation continued after 1945 to bring histts in Italy into contact wittAnnales
historians and their work. Early-modern subjecsikied by the Fascist government for their
perceived individualism and scientism also returr@ed objects of research, particularly
Renaissance and Enlightenment histories. This gedamroads that Volpe had created into
these areas, rather than breaking with earlientioad altogether, and historians’ methods
still combined techniques both inherited from Halitraditions as well as engagements with
the work of Annaleshistorians. This resulted from a definitive turn awfrom German
scholarship, completing a trend begun at the tirhehe First World War. Changing

methodological taste became still more promineterdf960, when Franco Venturi replaced

% Francesco Lemmi, review of S&ée économiqueRS| 46 (1929): 199-200; Federico Chabod, review af, Sé
Origines du capitalismeRS| 46 (1929): 200; Carlo Morandi, review of Séerigini ed evoluzione del
capitalismo moderndRS| 50 (1933): 511-12.

1% paolo Brezzi, review of Pirennilahomet et CharlemagnBS| 55 (1938): 129-35.
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Chabod as editor of th®ivista Storica Italiand® Parochial perspectives as well as
nominalist and transcendent traditions then retcbads theRivista stopped claiming to
represent the entire profession and a growing nurabé#alian-language history periodicals
appeared? But notions of the centrality of history and plsitphy to civic education
remained. A higher-education commission re-examimédeft unchanged that association of
ideas in 1963. In France, meanwhile, the sociadrag@s had become the motor of civic
education. Contextual and institutional differenbesveen France and Italy thus demonstrate
both pre-Fascist continuities and the extent ofitutsonal problems abounding in Franco-
ltalian historiographical transfet$’

Delio Cantimori’'s career at th&cuola Normale Superiore di Pisdisplays the
dimensions of resultant complications. He and hiésivoe stand out in the context of
resistances because Cantimori’'s awareness dhrithalesSchool lasted for many years, and,
owing to his importance in the post-war re-orieotabf historical studies in Italy, it furnishes
realization of the complex manner in whighnalistemethods entered Italian methodological
discourses.

Cantimori’s professional activity resembled Chab@Gdbrgio Falco and Venturi's: it
transformed the epistemological horizon of his@rigractice'® The metamorphosis sought
to escape previous confrontations between Croceah Gentilian Idealism and Marxist
materialisnt> The problems with both originated in their Romankilealism in which
‘concepts, buzzwords and thoughts’ provided thestunze of historical reality. Cantimori

cited Medioevo italianoby Volpe as demonstrative of this ‘liberal-natibnialealism°®

101 Adriano Viarengo, ‘L’Assunzione della direzionelldeRivista Storica Italianada parte di Franco Venturi',

RS| 116 (2004): 493-527, 496, 519.

192 pid., 519.

193 SemeraroSistema scolasticd 31-34, 162-27.

194 Mario Del Treppol.a liberta della memoria: Scritti di storiografigRome, 2006), 13.

1% Furio Diaz, ‘La nuova storiografia fra impegnoifiob e ricerca scientifica: Momenti e problemi 594950’

in Vigezzi, ed,Chabod 635-41.

1% pelio Cantmori, ‘Nelle ombre di domani’, prefaae dJohan Huizingal.a crisi della civiltj translated by

Barbara Allasor{Turin, 1966; originally published in Dutch in 193%«; see also Carlo Antoni, ‘La lotta contro
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Implied ‘naturalism’ posed the greatest danger abog to Cantimori: if abstract ideas
became real historical events, then, owing to ttene of idealist dialectics, the past became
deterministict®’

Cantimori felt compelled to respond but not byhsfarming history into a collection
of all historical and social-science periodicitasd technique¥?® Reading Braudel'smagnum
opus La Méditeranée et le monde méditerrané&hich he came across because he advised
Einaudi on their publication strategy, confirmedn@mori’s conviction. He saw Braudel's
book as evacuating the concreteness of the pastighr‘empty neo-positivism and neo-
sociologism laden with allusions, recollectionsp&ations, significations, suggestions and
points of suspense [...] it makesfeglthe complexity of history: but just as certairtlysi not
enough tdeel itand be left open-mouthed: that runs the risk ofai@ing on the surface and
never penetrating to what lies benedffi Cantimori focused on the results of, more than the
theory behind, Braudel's work inasmuch as he dmssreither a decade before Braudel
explained both in his article, ‘Histoire et sciescgociales.” He saw only superabundant
factual material and sociological theory, the vahfieboth of which he doubted because he
believed that their deployment had made the pa&stoime like parsley’ — ‘finely chopped’ or
fragmentary-*°

Cantimori looked instead to philosophy as a sowftcenethodological renewal. He
thought that philosophy considered universal cotscepd in that way could overcome the

impasseanto which he thought Italian-idealist and Braudeliapproaches to the past had led

la ragione’,AsSj 18 (1943): 128-30; Carlo Antoni, review of Cro€&nnsiderazioni su Hegel e MarRa, 3
(1946): 174-81; Carlo Antoni, review of Omoddicsenso della storigRa, 5 (1948): 422-28.

7 Delio Cantimori, report on Braudegivilta e imperj 22 May 1949, in Luisa Mangoni, eBelio Cantimori.
Politica e storia contemporanea: Scritti 1927-1942irin, 1991), 796.

198 Delio Cantimori, preface to Gerhard Rittércospiratori del 20 luglio 1944translated by Enzo Collotti
(Turin, 1966; originally published in German in #95ix.

199 Cantimori, report on Braudel, 796; Cantimori mea@el in Venice in 1955, see Paolo Simoncefenzo
De Felice: La formazione intellettual@-lorence, 2001), 121, however, Cantimori's cladidiaries suggest
that his opinion of Braudel's work remained uncheahgDr Milletta Shrilli, interview with the autho&cuola
Normale Superiore di Pisa, 4 Jul. 2008.

10 pelio Cantimori,Studi di Storia3 vols; Turin, 1959), i. xix.
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historical theory** Cantimori also insisted that the history of phipky advanced
methodological prerequisites for historians: ‘ratitity’ and ‘complexity problematicitd.’ **?

In addition, philosophy avoided Salvemini’'s reneveetentization of history on his return to
Italy in 1949. Cantimori and Maturi agreed that thé understanding of the ‘history of facts’
as a method posed the danger of ‘overbalancingdghbéibrium’ against ‘the history of ideas
as undertaken by Chabod [...] or Franco Venturi’, sthaf circumscribing human
intelligence'™® Cantimori’s friend Armando Saitta suggested adoglg that Mandrou’s
arguments against the quantification of the pasdtdsmmuch relevance to the renovation of
Italian historical method as in France becausde@if tand their circle’s rejection of Braudel's
magnum opus**

The methodological inclination also had politicaldertones. Cantimori had, until the
late-1930s, supported radical republicanism andddetical politics, issuing from his family
background, as well as Fascist anti-capitalismalee shared Fascist contempt for France as
home to a ‘positivist-materialist mentality’, hdstito Idealism since the Enlightenmétt.
But his militant-communist wife, Emma Mezzomontipntbined with perceptions of
Bolshevism’s emancipatory characteristics persuddadtimori of the virtue of the Italian
Communist Party, of which he became a member i8184rhis, and Cantimori’s translation
with his wife ofDas Kapital signalled his intellectual curiosity about Marxiseory as well

as contemporary feelings of its importance to ustaedings of ‘historiography’s own work’

in Italy.'*” But Cantimori's interest did not extend to beliéfstead the views he adopted

1 Treppo Liberta della memorial3.

12 Gennaro Sass@elio Cantimori: Filosofia e storiografigPisa, 2005), 227.

13 Maturi to Cantimori, 1 Jun. 1950, Cantimori MSS.

114 Editorial note, in Mandrou, ‘Mathématiques’, 3Bantimori’s circle invited Mandrou to thecuola Normale
in 1960, but regretted (for intellectual and budggtreasons) Alberto Tenenti's invitation to Bralydee Saitta
to Cantimori, 13 Feb. 1960, Cantimori MSS; Saitt&antimori, 15 Jan. 1960, ibid.

15 Delio Cantimori, ‘Fascismo, rivoluzione e non-riea® europea’ VN, 7 (1931): 3-6; Francesco Vitali,
‘Cantimori e il concetto di nazione Vita Novd, NRS 93 (2009): 111-52, 130-31, 144.

1% sassoCantimori 198-199. Cantimori allowed his membership to laips&956 in protest at party-secretary
Palmiro Togliatti’'s support for Soviet military @@ in Hungary.

17 Diaz to Cantimori, 17 May 1962, Cantimori MSS.
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having engaged with Marxism resembled Venturi'sexile in the 1930s, Venturi participated
in debates at th€ollege de Sociologiabout concepts of liberty, human emancipation and
orthodox Marxism, studied Diderot and followed delsainside Communist and Socialist
movements® Venturi became by the early 1940s an exponent lifeatarian Socialism,
which, he thought, had historical precedent in EBwgopean Enlightenment, traceable to a
class ofphilosopheswho had sought social and intellectual reform ighteenth-century
ltalian-speaking communiti€d?

The ‘civil-political nature’ of history that Ventuproposed also formed the basis for
Cantimori’s work on lItalian reformeré® The original book on fifteenth-century heretics,
Eretici italiani del Cinquecento‘re-composed’ the thought of heretical individsiadnd
groups, thus resembling Bloch and Febvre's techrdezipherment ofmentalité'?* But
Cantimori’s explanatory method deployed narrataabdevices: a controlled chronological
encounter in turn with individual heretics, assagdheir individual work in the context of
one of the many towns and cities in which they fbshelter. The procedure emphasized how
reformer-heretics preserved an Italian identitypitestheir peregrinations: Celio Curione, for
example, is shown attacking pre-destination thanslating into Latin Guicciardini’s history
of Italy.*?* The ‘originality and fecundity of [Cantimori’s] search, above all in the field of
ideas and religious and social movements’ in tustirdguished it from contributions to
transnational debates because Cantimori soughthtev she meaning of the reformist

movement as a whole, not just its pafts.

118 Edoardo Tortarolo, ‘L'esilio della liberta. Frans@nturi e la cultura europea negli anni trenta’Liciano
Guerci and Giuseppe Ricuperati, eds,coraggio della ragione: Franco Venturi intelleiile e storico
cosmopolita Rome, 1998), 93-95.

19 Franco VenturiSettecento Riformato(® vols; Turin, 1969-90), i. 54-59.

120 Girolamo Imbruglia, ‘E difficile vivere in epoca ®ivoluzione: Franco Venturi e la politica dellsco’,
SdS 40 (2001): 67-90.

121 Delio Cantimori Eretici italiani del Cinquecent¢Florence, 1939), 24-28.

22 |bid., 264-65.

123 Gentile to Cantimori, 16 Dec. 1942, Cantimori MEsnmanuel Rodacanachia Réforme en Italié2 vols;
Paris, 1920); Frederic Cross Churghg Italian Reformers 1534-gflew York, 1932); George Kenneth Brown,
Italy and the Reform to 155®@xford, 1932).
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As had Venturi on the Enlightenment, Cantimorihe process came across Febvre’s
work thanks to Morandi's article about the limitstbe idea of a ‘Catholic Reformatiott
But only after the war did Cantimori fully engagéwFebvre, and that fact recalls a trend of
delays inAnnalesreceptions in Italy. Discovery of the School camehe inter-war period,
but publications about discovery only emerged duramd after the Second World War.
Venturi himself had written about Sardinian encltesuin a way that resembled Bloch’s
comparative historical analysis of field systems; diso advised Einaudi to print Bloch’s
Métier d’historien'® Gino Luzzatto discovered Bloch’s work in the 1930t wrote about it
in the 1950%° And Febvre’s personal friendship with Armando Sapaly became public
knowledge through the obituary Sapori devoted 0.3

Institutional incompatibility accounted in part fdeferred receptions. Sapori worked,
for instance, not in a history department, which,part of the Faculty of Letters, offered a
home to the majority of historians and no recognifior social-science approaches to history,
but in aMagisteroor economics and trade departm¥fitdistory and geography enjoyed no
connection in the Italian curriculum, either, themking an understanding of Febvre and
Bataillon’s or Simiand’s work in that direction fifult to appropriaté?® Sapori developed,
with Franco Borlandi, Federico Melis and Aldo deddalena, Italy’'s own multidisciplinary
historical methodologies, taking in perspective®nifr economics, demography and

anthropology late by comparison with French sctsdf&rOnly in 1969 did they secure an

124 Delio Cantimori,Prospettive di storia ereticale italiana del Cingesto(Bari, 1960), 20; Venturi to Paul O.
Kristeller, 15 Mar. 1948, Kristeller MSS box 8.

125 Massimo Mastrogregoril manoscritto interrotto di Marc Bloch: Apologiaetla storia o mestiere di storico
(Pisa, 1995), 86-87; Antonello Mattone, ‘Franco ¥ene la Sardegna. Dall'insegnamento cagliaritagh studi
sul settecento riformatoreAsMQ, 48 (1950): 303-55, 312.

126 Gino Luzzatto, ‘La storia economica e sociale aldifancia rurale’NRS 17 (1933): 502-505 and ‘Les
noblesses. Les activités économiques du patriéiaetien (X-XIV © siecle)’,AHés 9 (1937): 25-57.

127 Armando Sapori, ‘Lucien Febvre: Uno storico e omo’, NRS 11 (1956): 549-79.

128 Mauro Moretti, ‘Storici accademici e insegnamestperiore della storia nell’ltalia unita. Dati eegtioni
preliminari’, Qs 82 (1993): 61-98, 66Aymard, ‘AnnalesSchool’, 303.

129 MastrogregoriManoscrittq 61.

130 Franco Borlandi,Per la storia della popolazione della CorsigMilan, 1942): Mario Del Treppo,
‘Presentazione delle ‘opera sparse’ di Federicoid¥leh Simonetta Cavaciocchi, eBroduzione e commercia
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institutional home for their approach, but Bettimani di Studand its host organization, the
Istituto Datini, existed as research not teaching institutionscanttl not alter curricula in this
period'®' Amintore Fanfani also played an important parsignalling the work of leading
Annaleshistorians in a new journgEconomia e Stori&®

Cantimori’s interest in Febvre’s historical reséardy contrast, concerned the
relationship of method to understandifig. Cantimori became interested utour de
I'Heptaméron he rejected Febvre’s contention in it that histos had misinterpreted the
sixteenth century as ‘modern’ because they faiedexamine the sources on their own
semantic terms. Cantimori felt that Febvre thersimynalled the separation of past and
present: ‘the enclosure of history like the ocedhs, mountains, or, as one says, like the
seasons and skie§® A friend of Cantimori, theologian Roland H. Baintovoiced
Cantimori’s own interpretation that thought botlogwced and responded to the facts of
history*® ‘Historical recollection fjevocazion¥ became, therefore, a necessary cognitive
function*® The commonality of that driving force both to thistorian and to past agent
made past and present mutually-constitutive. THiefoeesembled that expressed in Croce’s

theory of historiography that Gennaro Sasso desdrds ‘persistent rankeanism’ owing to its

historist echoe&®’

della carta e del libro al XVI secol@Florence, 1992), 19; Aldo de MaddaleRagezzi e aspetti di mercato in
Milano durante il secolo XVi{Milan, 1950).

131 Aymard, ‘AnnalesSchool’, 299; P. J. Jones, ‘Per la Storia agradhana nel Medio Evo: Lineamenti e
problemi’,RS| 76 (1964): 287-348, 293-94.

132 Amintore Fanfani, review of BlochEsquisse d’'une histoire monétairES (1955): 100; Michelangelo
Cariselli, review of Duby,L’Economie rurale ES (1963): 530-31; Amintore Fanfani, review of Hayser
Modernité du X\ siécle ES (1963): 633-35; see also Claudio Rotelli, review lafdurie, Paysans de
LanguedocES(1967): 267-69; Giorgio Borelli, review of Dub$yiluppo economicdS(1970): 573.

133 Cantimori’s limited attention to economic histamay reflect prevalent attitudes amongst memberghef
Italian Communist Party, which had few popular ewoic policies in an era of rising Gross Domestiodict
and consumerism, see Dugginrce of Destiny553; CarterModern Italy 192-95.

134 Delio Cantimori, review of Febvréutour de I'Heptamérar, 1 (1945): 261-73, note 3.

135 Roland H. Bainton, ‘Michael Servetus and the Tanan Speculation of the Middle Ages’, in BrunocRer,
ed,Autour de Michel Servet et de Sébastian Caste(litamrlem, 1953), 29-46.

136 Cantimori, review of Febvre, 271.
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When Cantimori again considered heretical refornretectures delivered during the
1950s and 1960s the tone of his project had chahfddhe focus shifted away from lItalian
identity and political coherence, the foci of Chalsowork on the Reformatiol?” Now the
heretics’ lack of nationality became the sourcentdérest because of their detachment from
‘official doctrines of the states to which they nedv and because they formed a ‘prism’
through which to analyze problems of a social hfi@jch state history could not represéfit.
Cantimori looked again in chronological order at teretics’ cultural world, not just their
theological proposaf$! By analyzing the social impulse of political actjche marked his
interpretive dissent from the idea of ‘Catholic Berion’, advanced in the 1950s by Paul
Kristeller. Cantimori instead endorsed Armando t&at conviction: that, in order to
understand Protestantism, scholars should assesxtént to which heretics dissented from
orthodoxy and its varied sourc¥$.In this way, Cantimori gravitated towards a théiose
proposition he had outlined in the 1930s: thatdmsts ‘founded upon the experience of facts
and upon theoretical reflexion on political evenfs. Post-war explanations of it could
legitimately focus on social or cultural historiesorder to strengthen the precept.

A partial reconciliation with Febvre accompaniean@mori’s new direction. Signs of
disagreement — about the separation of past froesept and accusations that Febvre
evacuated the theological import of Luther's life Martin Luther — disappeared in the
reception ofAu Coeur religieux du X¥kiécle*** Cantimori spoke in congratulatory tones of

Febvre’s methodological innovations: the reconstouc of the Reformation both ‘as a

138 Cantimori,Prospettive di storia eretica)e.

139 political and religious protests are born togettsee Federico Chabod, ‘Per la storia religiosiodStato di
Milano. Note e documenti’, in Federico Chabad, Stato e la vita religiosa a Milano nell’epoca @arlo |
(Turin, 1971), 302; Cantimori described Chabod’'srkvas ‘first cosmopolitan, second national’ in Deli
Cantimori,Storici e storia(Turin, 1971), 327.

140 cantimori,Prospettive 110.
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142 cantimori,Studj 394-95.

143 Delio Cantimori, ‘Rhetoric and Politics in Italidtumanism’ JWI, 1 (1937): 83-10285.

144 Delio Cantimori, preface to Lucien Febv&tudi su Riforma e Rinascimenteanslated by Corrado Vivante
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European not narrowly national history’ (Renaudsot aeceived praised for this), as a feature
of ‘spontaneous life’, re-enforced by the connettd economic, social, religious, intellectual
and cultural life over thiongue duréeand the precision of the terminology used by Felinr
contrast with the inconsistent application of ‘@stant’ to recognized heretics and Church
theologians alike by previous authdf3Cantimori on those counts compared Febvre’s work
to Abi Warburg'’s, whose self-styledaseinberechtigimethod’ conveyed with equal richness
the ‘feeling of a general historical reality of er@in time **°

But doubt acquired during Cantimori’'s youth lingdré&choing Chabod’s diction in
response to Braudel’s articles on North Africa, @aari found Febvre’s use of comparison
‘interesting’ despite his suspicion of the techmigCantimori attributed that mistrust to his
school education, which had instilled in him a éngg predilection for specificity and
incomparibility through the cadences and expressioinrote-learning reigns of kings and
dates of battles, so it attests to the institutidiaariers to Franco-Italian co-operatitii.in
addition, the procedure could not be used in lfadgause, according to Cantimori, the
scarcity of documentary desposits and publicatrefeging to the Reformation compared with
France precluded the need for comparative techaifjgeause these preparatory compilations
of sources had not yet been made ready in #lyRich and varied suggestions of a
methodological character’ interested Cantimori ménedess, despite the fact that Coeur
religieux du XVle siécladid not in his opinion ‘add much from the point vlew of
knowledge properly-speakind’® The persistent problem as Cantimori put it remaitieat

the ‘cultural environment in Italy is different frothat in France'®

145 Delio Cantimori, review of Febvr&oeur religieux AESG 15 (1960): 556-68, 557-58, 560; Delio Cantimori,
‘Testimonianza per A. RenaudeRS| 71 (1959): 9-19, 18; thengue duréenformed Cantimori’s division of
the past into culturally-uniform ‘moments’, see ldairri, ‘Il Risorgimento’, in Vigezzi, edChabod 144-45.

148 \Warburg to Seligman, 1 Nov. 1927, Seligman MSS ®&xCantimori, review of Febvre, 558.

147 Cantimori, review of Febvre, 561.

18 |bid., 564; see also VentuRiformatore i. xvii.

149 Cantimori, review of Febvre, 567.

1%0 Delio Cantimori, ‘Il mestiere dello storico’, indlio Cantimori,Conversando di Storjaedited by Francesco
Rossi (Bari, 1967), 64.
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If in the modern combination of Laticultura and GermarKultur Cantimori meant
differences in the state of intellectual developtnéren his remark is incisive and not simply
a statement of the obvious. Cantimori’'s fatal hattdck in 1966 prevented realization of his
intended multi-volume work on heresy. Nevertheiess possible to see that methodological
discourses to which Gaetano De Sanctis and Volpeedsas Cantimori contributed disclosed
historians’ pressing concerns about how holistyctdirecover the past and the identity of an
‘Italian’ history (particularly in the Fascist erapolitics remained prominent in this
framework throughout, even in Cantimori’s oeuwsecause of a combination of disciplinary,
field and national factors: the longevity of Idsaland philology-inspired methodological
traditions; platonic Idealism inscribed in what &ewe after 1923 a rarefied and, after 1935, a
controlled university system and with lingering sgspmological vagueness about the the
contours of an ltalian past and its contemporaxny farture political ramifications. Just as in
Germany questions about nationhood became img@liter 1945, so in Italy historians like
Cantimori and Venturi ‘dissembled’ Italy as partqefestions about cultural development, but
without co-operating with a fully-fledged sociologl discipline, because before 1970 one
simply did not exist in the Peninsufd. Protoannalistes’ proposal of synthetic and
multidisciplinary approaches to historical knowledagtracted limited attention because they
appeared to historians in ltaly to ignore the prdit import of historical knowledge when
Sanctis, Ferrero and Croce insisted on the subigctof historical research and when
proponents of a history made by a ‘science of factended individualizing methods
comparable with English traditions. Neither ideatier scientific traditions shared, therefore,
proto-annalistehistorians’ aspirations, and therein lay the ratlenfor perceptions in post-

1970 Italy thatAnnaleshistorians had not had the impact there that Bidatkr claimed they

151 Giuseppe Gargallo Di Castel LentiBtoriografia e sociologigRome, 1971), 91; Aldo Monti, ‘L&toria
d’ltalia Einaudi, Gramsci e I&nnales Elementi di riflessione per un rapporto fra stgrafia e societa civile’,
QS 32 (1976): 729-65, 733.
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had in an article-series in ti@orriere della Serd®? First-, not second-, generatidmnales
historians’ work made an impact in the period aft®23, particularly after 1929. Their
methodologies encountered support as well as debat conceptual tools ahentalité
provided efficacious techniques to historians alyeleeen to eschew historicétatisme but
not, as Venturi alleged Braudel did, to abandonciti-political basis of history>* Defences

of the historians’ craft and its autonomy had foattreason roots in Italy both older and more
deeply entangled with political concerns than iarfée or even Germany. But historians there
did not ignore the work of French scholars, nor ttasnational debates surrounding the
topics of Risorgimentp Reformation and Enlightenment on which amongsteict they
worked. Resistances in Italy appeared in that sbote more complex and more individual,

because more political, than elsewhere in Westernge.

152 Renzi, ‘Incontri marginali’, 634; Fernand Braud&ul mare della ‘lunga durata’GdS 12 Dec. 1982.
153 professor Edoardo Tortarolo, electronic correspand with the author, 13 Dec. 2009.
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6. Resistances #nnalesMethodologies in the United States of
America, 1900-1970

As local historical societies opened their specw@lections to visitors around 1900, history
teaching and research expanded in the United Stetet had simultaneously in England,
France, Germany and ltatyJohn Franklin Jameson presided over the Americatotital
Association, edited th&merican Historical Reviewdirected the Department for Historical
Research at the Carnegie Institute — otherwise tddventirely to the natural sciences — and
founded the Historical Manuscripts Commission. He diore than anybody to lead
development$. Jameson, aided by several other historians, it thay created the
professional practice of history, which worked ofitlove of civil and religious liberty’ to
train historians who would create extensive docuargn resources that subsequent
generations could interprétClosure of the Carnegie Department and the enthofeson’s
career in 1928, as well as an Association reviewistbry teaching four years later, signalled
change: an end to monopolization by a small nurobéistorians of syllabi and a change in
interpretive framework$.The coincidence of these alterations with thesitam to the first
generation ofAnnaleshistorians provides, therefore, an apposite timei® in which to

examine resistances to praonalistes’'methodologies in America.

! Thomas L. HaskellThe Emergence of Professional Social Science: Theridan Social Science Association
and the Nineteenth-Century Crisis of Authofiyrbana, 1977), 172; Deborah L. Haines, ‘Scientifistory as a
Teaching Method: The Formative Year3AH, 63 (1977):887-914, 893; John Higharhlistory: Professional
Scholarship in AmericéBaltimore, 1965), 5, 11-13, 17; Arthur S. LinEh'e American Historical Association,
1884-1984: Retrospect and ProspestiR, 90 (1985): 1-17, 10; Novicloble Dream58; Arthur E. Bestor Jr,
‘The Transformation of American Scholarship, 188-1, LQ, 23 (1953): 164-79, 175.

2 Morey Rothenberg and Jacqueline Goggin, édan Franklin Jameson and the Development of Hustiani
Scholarship in Americ& vols; Athens [Georg.], 1993), iii. 4-5.

% John Lothrop Motley quoted in Novickjoble Dream 45-46. Vann describes this group as an ‘Old Boy
network’, see Richard T. Vann, ‘No King of Isragi®lividuals and Schools in American Historiographyi
Torstendahl, edTwentieth-Century Historiography82.

* Arthur M. Schlesinger, William L. Langer, Charl David, William S. Ferguson, Guy Stanton Fordrl©a

J. H. Hayes and Dexter Perkimistorical Scholarship in America: Needs and Oppaities(New York, 1932),
i-iii, 11-13.
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6.1 Histories of ‘American’ Experiences, 1900-1932
Acknowledgement of the professionalization of difioary history in France abounded in the
American Historical Review Méthodique historians’ organization of archives and
palaeographical research prompted American effortse same direction, because, as Frank
Maloy Anderson suggested, historians in Americaugfind that it produced ‘the admirable
skill which almost invariably marks French histadionriting.”® Yet the multiplication of
sources and their analysis by Blache and Febvrewiiktconcern from Mark Jefferson, a
leading geographer, who admired Blache’s conceptoahbulary but lamented both the
‘somewhat confusing’ style and ‘veiled irony’ witthich Febvre and Bataillon relayed it and
that they neglected non-Francophone secondargtier on the topi€.Jefferson agreed with
André Allix that events determined settlement patanore often and in greater measure than
features of the landscape, but felt tAanaleshistorians sometimes ignored that fadthe
founder of the Chicago School of Sociology, RolkerPark, disagreed — he felt that Febvre’s
simultaneous description of geographical environsesnd comparison of social strata
responded to questions about social integrationttteagrowth in industrial labour forces had
prompted’

Intellectual and social issues examined by PiremmteBerr also aroused interest. Ruth
Putnam, one of the first graduates of the all-fenfédge College, Cornell, and mediaevalist
Theodore Collier singled out the ‘fair-minded Bealgischolar’ for his investigation of the

industrial and societal development of contempor@gjgium and the way in which he

® Frank Maloy Anderson, review of Seignob&sance contémporaineAHR, 27 (1921): 560-62, 560; Charles
Homer Haskins, review of Seignobddéthode historiqueAHR, 7 (1902): 390-91; Charles Homer Haskins,
review of Langlois,Manuel de BibliographieAHR 10 (1904): 768-70; James T. Shotwell, ‘The Ectés
Chartes’ AHR, 11 (1906): 761-68.

® Mark Jefferson, review of Blach@rincipes AHR 13 (1923): 144-46; Mark Jefferson, review of Febta
Terre, GR, 13 (1923): 147-48, 148; Mark Jefferson, reviewebvrela Terre AHR 28 (1923): 291-93.

" André Allix, ‘Géohistoire, Méditerrannée et Géagnie’, RGL, 26 (1951): 45-52, 51.

8 Robert E. Parks, review of Febvte Terre AJS 32 (1926): 486-90, 488.
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analyzed the world-view and intellectual influencgserating on its leadefslames Harvey
Robinson admired Berr's work combining ‘erudite’cffacollection and ‘philosophical
history’, emphasizing the value in Berr’s outlintioe origins of social consciousné$But
Robinson also predicted that few historians in Aoegehad patience enough to pay attention
to a ‘philosophical’ approacH. Fred Morrow Fling, an admirer of Aulard, joined rBén
announcing the importance of synthesis as the ngssoncept in notions about whether or
not historians should make laws about facts, falhgwthe hard sciences. He suggested that
both human and natural sciences synthesized thadugi® of their research but in different
ways: history arranged individual ‘will-acts’ intmomplex narratives, structured by but not
reducible to the causes and intentions of indiviqu@enomena; natural science outlined
general laws on the basis of particular rules, whibey tested and modified as
experimentation incorporated a wider range of dbj&cin other words, according to Fling,
historians practised methodological holism and redscientists explanatory reductionidi.
Bloch’s international reputation also reached ApzerHis work placed feudalism in
its ‘proper context’, the combined political, sdcagand economic environments determining
the organization of mediaeval society, accordingdastitutional and mediaeval historian,
Charles H. Taylot? Contextualization itself informed the study of stitutional history,
considered by 1930 as a political science — intheed States, an interdisciplinary approach
to political history mindful of the findings of smbogy, economics, psychology and

psychiatry™ It required that scholars examine ‘civil procesagshe biologist examines living

°® Ruth Putnam, review of Pirennkljstoire de BelgiqueAHR 17 (1912): 367-368, 368; Theodore Collier,
review of PirenneHistoire de BelgiqueAHR, 27 (1921): 294-96, 295.
iiJames Harvey Robinson, review of B&ynthése en HistoirdHR, 17 (1912): 643-44, 644.

Ibid., 643.
12 Fred Morrow Fling, ‘Historical SynthesisAHR, 9 (1903): 1-22, 3, 21; Fred Morrow Flin§he Writing of
History (New Haven, 1920), 187-90.
13 Laird Addis, ‘Methodological Holism’, in Robert Alii ed, The Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy
(Cambridge, 1999), 566.
14 Charles H. Taylor, review of BlocKaractéres originauxAHR, 37 (1932): 736-37, 736.
15 James Garfield Randall, ‘The Interrelation of &beind Constitutional HistoryAHR, 35 (1929): 1-13, 1.
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cells; and [...] observe criticially and study objeety civil and governmental dat&”
Bloch’s work also struck Charles W. David as patbaiing because it suggested the current
view that Capetian kings had granted enfranchis¢teeindentured slaves between 1315 and
1318 not out of ‘pious motives’ but because the [ieed for the privilege garnered up
government revenués.

Beyond attention in reviews, a range of blockggesented widespread appropriation
of proto-annalistes’'work; older leading historians’ style of historiagalsearch posed the first
of them. ‘Gentlemen historians’ such as Henry Ca,LEenry Adams, George Bancroft,
William H. Prescott, Herbert Putnam and Francik®an created history syllabi charting the
decline of old-world imperial powers such as Spaind the rise of modern AmeritaTheir
‘conservative-evolutionist’ histories highlightetiet institutional genesis, ‘the fortunes’ of
‘[their] land’, exhibiting in the process social reony and divine sanctioli. Interpretive
frameworks emphasized that America originated feoBEuropean past: Baxter Adams’ ‘germ
theory’ showed, for example, how thilarkgenossenschaftinderpinned all Western
institutions and culture®. James Garner, Walter Fleming, Joseph-Grégoire delhBc
Hamilton, Clara Mildred Thompson and Charles Rarhgdaed their teacher William A.
Dunning in disseminating theories that the Americanstitution had its origins in English
law, and, therefore that even at the time of thistfVorld War ‘some special fiat of God and

nature enjoins enduring peace among those whosad bkdo language or institutions or

®pid., 2.

" Charles W. David, review of BloclRois et SerfsAHR, 26 (1921): 758-59, 758. For the current view, see
Morris Bishop,The Middle AgegNew York, 2001), 296.

18 Richard L. Kagan, ‘Prescott’'s Paradigm: Americaistétical Scholarship and the Decline of SpaHR,

101 (1996): 423-47, 426-28.

9 Higham, History, 158-60; NovickNoble Dream 72; George BancroftHistory of Colonization of the United
Stateq3 vols; Boston, 1837), i. 4 and iii. 467: ‘God skeoAmericans.’

2 Herbert Baxter AdamsThe Germanic Origins of New England Tow@sltimore, 1882). But Adams also
supported Lamprecht'&ulturgeschichte see Raymond J. Cunningham, ‘The German HistoNgalld of
Herbert Baxter Adams: 1874-1878AH, 68 (1981): 261-75, 263.



Resistances tdnnalesMethodologies in the United States of America, 22000 192

traditions or all together, go back historicallytke snug little island of Britairfi* It founded
claims to scientific status on the recovery of teuthrough scrutiny of evidence related to
whole sections of the past — what Henry Adams ddhe ‘equilibrium’ of ‘forces at work??
History necessarily remained ‘a vast collectiorfaufts’, but historical writing required their
‘clever handling’ in order to ensure their metanfargis into a readable narrative, conveying
‘truthful impressions?®

Limited public esteem for historical work presehtesecond circumstantial barrier to
widespread interest in any historiographical inrimra Until the rise of the ‘serious writer’ in
the 1920s and 1930s no significant public audidacéistory existed, mainly because public
opinion held that it fulfilled no ‘practical usé®’Limited university enrolments also impeded
historical training: Henry Brook Adams complaineslearly as 1887 that a ‘lack of historical
training in our secondary schools is the great eafisveakness in this department of college
work.”® Still, Turner told Arthur Meier Schlesinger, “Hiical Mindedness’ [was] among
the most important elements needed in modern zatibn.” But he did ‘not feel that in the
past schools accomplished much in this directinr£922° Teaching nevertheless expanded:
the total number of doctoral degrees conferred giem 394 in 38 different institutions
around 1908 to 8492 offered in 175 universities affitlated colleges in 1958. But regional
differences persisted because what ‘meet the neédSouthern people’ could offend
northerners, especially with regard to popular ‘@amporary Civilization’ courses, which

began with the Civil War and extended to the predag?®

2 william A. Dunning, The British Empire and the United States: A Revigvirheir Relations During the
Century of Peace Following the Treaty of Gh@ew York, 1914), 371.

% Henry Adams, ‘The Tendency of HistonKRAHA(1894): 17-23, 21.

% James Ford Rhodes to Albert Bushnell Hart, 4 N®@6, Hart MSS H.U.G./448/35/11; Edward Channing,
‘The Present State of Historical Writing in AmericBAAS 20 (1910): 427-40, 430.

#Waldo G. Leland, ‘Concerning Catholic Historicalcgties’,CHR 11 (1917): 386-99, 387, 386.

% Adams to Hart, 28 Apr. 1887, Macmillan MSS box 42.

% Turner to Schlesinger, 22 Oct. 1922, Schlesing86M1.U.G./4769/305/7.

" BerelsonGraduate Education95s.

2 Channing to Brett, 30 Jul. 1903, Macmillan MSS Bdx
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Disciplinary problems arising from history’s assadmn with literature detracted from
recognition of the theoretical import of praaonalistehistorians’ visior’., Many members of
the general public ‘[liked] to think that they [sgied] history when they [were] being
entertained® Both students and educated readers did not, trerefissociate history and
philosophy. At the time when Woodrow Wilson led pasr peace iniatives, popular with
historians in France such as Aulard, Berr told Bogtublishers at Little, Brown & Co. that
he ‘wished personally to contribute to fosteringser intellectual relations between the
United States and France’ by increasing collabonatiith Americans® French-émigré and
historian of literature at Columbia University, Gge Chinard, for that reason invited Berr to
contribute to a cycle of conferences in New YorkyCmediaeval historian Charles Homer
Haskins also expressed his interest but no pahipefsllowed>? Berr's work had most
impact, however, in philosophy departments justRabinson had suspected. Philosopher
Woodridge Riley confirmed that, and detected tmafact Europeans looked at American
intellectual developments with more assiduity thaoce versa noting the ‘considerable
curiosity in Europe [...] in regard to our philosogii speculations>®

Historiographical innovation in America also congzetvith methodological traditions
inaugurated abroad. Philosophical pragmatism, #reets of which William James and
Charles S. Peirce outlined before the First Worldr\sought to emphasize the vitality,
contingency and diversity of human experience, gigedd as forming a continuum:
‘continuities and the discontinuities are absol@-ordinate matters of immediate feeling.

The conjunctions are as primordial elements of t'faas are the distinctions and

29 Emile CoornaertDestins de Clio en France depuis 1800. E¢Bairis, 1977), 129-31.

30 Channing to Brett, 12 Nov. 1903, Macmillan MSS Hdx

3L Berr to Little, Brown & Co., 1 Aug. 1919, Berr MERR2/G1-03.2-55.

32 Chinard to Berr, 11 Jul. 1919, ibid; Haskins taB& Aug. 1919, ibid BRR2/G1-03.2-101.
* Riley to Berr, 15 Feb. 1921, Berr MSS BRR2/G1-0801
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disjunctions* New experiences could co-exist with a sense of-frag. And sociologists
outlined the ‘pragmatic’ function of teaching, a®lw They argued that ‘knowledge is
inchoate action inchoately directed to an end; pll knowledge is ‘functional’, that it is of
the nature of us€” Pragmatic connections between past, present diuh dikewise featured
in transnational reflections on the foundations hidtorical knowledge because of their
similarity to those posited to attach mind to exgere by philosophical Idealism, thus
feeding into the thought-world of Americans who lodiggn undertaken their doctoral research
in Germany*® Florentine academics also deployed pragmatisnrdercto provide historical
legitimacy to their socialist and syndicalist caugthout referring to dialectical materialism,
the detail of which a busy industrial workforce giled to mastet’ Berr's friend, the
philosopher André Lalande, even hoped that pragmatvould reveal ‘concrete realities’
because it aligned knowledge with experience, Hrimging certainty to histors?

The Beards and Robinson took up pragmatic philogoghich, combined with their
‘progressive’ political commitments and admiratifam Frederick Jackson Turner’'s oeuvre,
inspired their ‘new’ history® Each, excepting New-Yorker Robinson, hailed fréra tural
Mid-West or North-Western United States, did nosgess the older generation of historians’
urbane customs and distrusted wealth in its mamngp especially the rise of large-scale
financial speculation that in part produced a seaedepressions in 1904, 1907, 1913 and
more seriously in 192#. Their universities, in Wisconsin, Chicago and N¥ark City,

existed in states represented by politicians whapsted President Theodore Roosevelt's

3 Charles S. Peirce, ‘How To Make Our Ideas Cle@8M (1878), 1-16; William James, ‘The Thing and lts
Relations’ JPPSM 2 (1905): 29-41, 30.

% Thorstein VeblenThe Place of Science in Modern Civilization andedtEssaygNew York, 1919), 21.

3 Novick, Noble Dream21-24, 48, 50, 66, 113; Burleigh Taylor WilkinBragmatism as a Theory of Historical
Knowledge: John Dewey on the Nature of Historicajuiry’, AHR, 64 (1959): 878-90, 879.

37 Adolfo De Carolis, Giovanni Costetti, Giovanni Fapand Giuseppe Prezzolini, ‘Il Pragmatismo messo
ordine’, Le, 3 (1905): 45-48, 46; Edmund E. Jacobetti, ‘Hegeynbefore Gramsci: The Case of Benedetto
Croce’,JMH, 52 (1980): 66-84, 73.

3 André Lalande, ‘Pragmatisme et pragmaticisrigs, 61 (1906): 121-146, 144.

39 On the personal networks facilitating this, seeiislo, Noble Dream 150.
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campaign to ameliorate living conditions for Amerg new-urban and impoverished-rural
populations'* Turner's work at Wisconsin, a ‘laboratory of demammy’ under Senator Robert
La Follette, rose to prominence for associated ouklogical reasons: his techniques
produced the ‘frontier theory’ and the ‘sectionppeoach’, both of which focused minds on
the progress of American society. The first inglsteat American civilization acquired
democratic-cosmopolitan traits because of the eaditlers’ encounters with frontier
wilderness during westward expansfériThe ‘sectional approach’ investigated how ‘vast
physiocratic provinces of the country’, with alleth local issues, steered federal political
activity by influencing the opinions and policiesaeted by elected representatifes.

Beard and Robinson responded to the ‘sectionaloagpi inasmuch as their history
examined social phenomeffaThey demonstrated the dynamism of historical evert
products of hard-fought campaigns for change. Beaate radical than the moderate Turner,
challenged conservative-evolutionary interpretationf American institutions by re-
examining the Constitution as a product of the o Fathers’ vested-economic interests,
just as Bloch had dispelled myths about emancipaitiofourteenth-century Frané®.The
methodological precept, ‘to sacrifice historicaqliisitions and theories of government to the
great problem of how things are actually done’enesled Fustel's and sought to distinguish
history from political scienc& Robinson explained the general intention of thegpessive
project, insisting that he and Beard ‘[furnishetlflee same time the best, perhaps the only,

means of cultivating that breadth of view, moradl amtellectual perspective, and enthusiasm

*! Thomas C. Reeve§wentieth-Century Americ@New York, 2000), 28-31.

“2 Frederick J. TurnefThe Rise of the New Wedtew York, 1906), 3-6, 67-83; Frederick J. Turn@vcial
Forces in American History’, in Frederick J. TurriEne Frontier in American HistorgNew York, 1921), 311.
3 Frederick J. TurnefThe Significance of Sections in American Histgw York, 1932) The United States
1830-1850: The Nation and Its Sectighew York, 1935), 1-3 and Turnédew West6.

4 James Harvey Robinsofihe New History: Essays lllustrating the Modern thiical Outlook (New York,
1912), 100.
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for progress which must always come with a peroeptif the relation of past and presefit.’
The First World War only heightened the contempprasonances of past struggles, adding
to progressive-pragmatic historians’ scepticismualmoodern civilizatior'?

New historians resembled prodéomnalistecounterparts because they became involved
in disagreements with Jameson and other senioreauas. Conflict with President of
Columbia University, Nicholas Murray Butler, droBeard and Robinson to resign their posts
and found the New School for Social Research in9f81At the American Historical
Association, members of a generation including Bearthur Meier Schlesinger and Harry
Elmer Barnes born in the 1870s criticized the inlbant ‘nobility’: William Dunning, Albert
Bushnell Hart, Charles McLaughlin and John Frankimeson® They reprised complaints
made in 1915 that a cliqgue monopolized appointmanthistorical institutions, and they
alleged that the ‘old boys’ had outlived their udeéss because they ‘ignored so much
information on the very surface of the materiatipugh details about which information
went unspoken® The older generation, born in the 1850s, replied tthere [existed] some
tendency to classify historical scholars partidylaigidly, as of old and new schools [...] as
if there had been a sharp transitidhJameson maintained privately his commitment to
professional individualism, stressing ‘that mostha# solid and fruitful work in history can be
and will be done by means within the power of tlepasate nations, if not of separate
individuals.?® And Dunning added his own faith that ‘new histocguld not read into the

past ‘to affect the thoughts and deeds of the gd¢ioeis who knew not the reality’ of

" RobinsonNew History 153.

“8 Ernst A. BreisachAmerican Progressive History: An Experiment in Mwiation (Chicago, 1993), 117-29.
9 Roger Steed, ‘History Professor Quits at ColumbMYT, 6 May 1919; Peter M. Rutkoff and William B.
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historians’ new theories and findingsNeither party questioned seriously, however, the
scientific character of historical inquiry that thleler generation had established.

Even Europeanists tended to favour professionavichaalism. Fred Morrow Fling
knew better than most the situation of historicdddarship in France, thanks to his research
on and teaching of the French Revolution, ‘the mwsdely taught topic of modern
Continental History> But Fling’s sympathies for Rickert's individualigj-scientific
rationale and distinction of sociology as a natinatory of society from the story of human
events, hinted that his contributions to Berr'srj@l arose more from Berr’s effort to acquire
international contributors and editorial tolerartb@n genuine consensus between the two
men>® Just as Ranke symbolized to historians in Ameifieaindividual scholar collecting
unconnected facts, Berr appeared to Fling to prerdebates about historical theory, which
became an important element of discourse in Amerstoriography before 19323 Yet, as
Ernst A. Breisach suggested repeatedly in his stigyogressive history in America, ‘once
more, the French developments in the 1920s [...]d@dhfluence on American historians;
that despite a fully wartime-inspired suspensioGefman influence’®

The progressive-pragmatic tradition as well as dtti@udes of an older generation,
actually accounted for the difficulties proaonaliste historians faced in penetrating
American historiography. Explicit combinations offarmist philosophical and political
attitudes in ‘new’ historical approaches to thetpasse from American circumstances and
changed the position of Europe in historians’ thaugorld. Europe’s struggles and destinies

now resembled America’s, so the study of Europesstitutions, for example, became

> William A. Dunning, ‘Truth in History’ AHR, 19 (1914): 217-29, 228-9.
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*% Fling, Writing of History 131.

" |bid., 17; Georg lggers, ‘The Image of Ranke in&ivan and German Historical Thought&T, 2 (1962):
17-40, 18-22.

%8 BreisachProgressive History122.
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necessary as a prefatory training required to stmly institutiom® Barnes, Carl Becker,
Beard, Robinson and Schlesinger emphasized in iassef books the contours of the
experiences felt by the ‘great many’ in America@eéat Society’ rather than the ‘great men’
of Providence-directed politi®8.And with those convictions, plus interventionsnirélbert
Pollard in England, came recognition that the cbMe experiences of Americans related to
autonomous conditions within the United Statesvell asEuropean legaci€s.Here emerged

a pan-American context for which praaonalisteshad not intended thescholarship. But, by
the 1920s, America had in any case become a difftace in which to propagate reform, as
Thomas C. Reeves has shown: politicians once agaiounced the mutual benefits of free-
market economic policies and individualism; the K{ilux Klan conducted their affairs
unobstructed; the rise of socially-conservativedamentalist Christianity and the allure of a
consumer culture and freedom of expression foroavigily number of men and some women

drowned out American- and French-progressive vaidi&e almost entirel§?

6.2 Manifest Destiny and Historical Reality, 1933-1957
From 1933, however, responsesAtanalesmethodologies followed a logic suggestive of the
extent to which historians working in a varietyasfalytical modes shared basic assumptions,
established by 1932, that experiential certaintigeph historical practice® Agreement shaped
the reception of French scholarship, and producstdhdtive reactions to it. 1957 provides the
end date to a period of oppositions comparabletyte decause it is the year in which

appeared an article by Edward R. Tannenbaum abeuck historiography that exemplified

%9 James Harvey Robinsofihe Ordeal of Civilization: A Sketch of the Devehemt and World-Wide Diffusion
of Our Present Day Institution®New York, 1926), 4-5.

60 Graham WallasThe Great Society: A Psychological Analydew York, 1914); Arthur M. SchlesingeXew
Viewpoints in American HistorfNew York, 1922), viii.

®L A. F. Pollard, ‘New Birth of Our Soil’, in A. F.d¥ard, Factors in American HistoryCambridge, 1925), 130-
175; Bernard Bailyn, ‘The American Academy and Aitem Society: A Bicentennial Discours8AAAS 34
(1980): 29-31, 30.

®2 ReevesAmericg 98-99.

%3 See also BreisacRrogressive History207.
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the range of circumspect as well as positive altisuexpressed since the 1930although it
is the work of one scholar, it compounded the vgrid attitudes and interpretive tendencies
historians in America articulated with referencétmalesmethodologies.

From the point of view of American historiograpllye period 1933 until 1957 in fact
witnessed manifold developments. Progressive lastsrtheorized the relativity of historical
work, leaving behind earlier conceptions of histasya story of conflict of the ‘is’ with the
‘ought’ of human affairs. Whereas before 1933 pesgive-pragmatic and conservative-
evolutionary historians alike believed history tavh scientific qualities, now it became an
‘act of faith’, ‘the selection and organization faicts by the processes of thought’ within
‘borders arbitrarily established’, and historiatdd ‘useful myths’ efficacious to the present
not ‘true’ of an autonomous pastCéléstin Bouglé’s contention that ‘the social feamorks
of memory’ within which historians operated infloen the developmeft.Croce’s notion
that ‘it [was] necessary constantly to renovatetgnography] and confer on it the energy
that originates from new needs’ also played a Pakfter the Second World War, however,
another type of history concerned with ‘consensyrew up as Daniel J. Boorstin, Louis
Hacker, Louis Hartz, Richard Hofstadter, David BPotand Arthur Meier Schlesinger Jr
emphasized the strength and harmony of a libenaledeatic ‘American political tradition’ as
a universal force, perceptible thanks to the Ung¢ates’ new-found status as a world power

and economic expansion, her manifest desfiny.

6 Edward R. Tannenbaum, ‘French Scholarship in Mod&ropean History. New Developments Since 1945,
JMH, 29 (1957): 246-52.

® Charles A. Beard, ‘Written History as an Act ofithy AHR 39 (1934): 219-31, 231; Carl Lotus Becker,
‘Everyman His Own HistorianAHR, 37 (1932): 221-36, 223.

€ Charles A. Beard and Alfred Vagts, ‘Currents oblight in Historiography’AHR, 42 (1937): 460-83, 481.

%7 Croce to Beard, 18 May 1933, in CroEgistolario |, 133.

% Douglas TallackTwentieth-Century America: The Intellectual and tGral Context(London, 1991), 235-36;
Reeves,America 170; J. Rogers Hollingsworth, ‘Consensus and i@aity in Recent American Historical
Writing’, SAQ 61 (1962): 40-50; manifest destiny ‘meant expamsprearranged by Heaven, over an area not
clearly defined’, see Frederick Merkjanifest Destiny and Mission in American History:R&interpretation
(New York, 1963), 24, 60.
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Against this background, Tannenbaum, a speciatisttalian history at Rutgers
University, explained that intensified interest @onomic history, including social and
demographic aspects, the study of mental and benali habits considered as cultural
history and the campaign for ‘co-operative projefciened the three principal innovations in
France® In the United States, the American Historical Asation had also enacted openness
to the ‘social science approacf.’Appointed representatives from the Associationneve
participated after 1925 in meetings held by thei@dcience Research Council, creation of
Bearsley Ruml, director of the Laura Spelman Raellef Memorial’* That organization
worked for ‘cross-fertilization’ between the socistiences and the humanities, amongst
which it shared out scholarships for junior reskars along with the American Council of
Learned Societies, to which the Association alsbeeetl after 1914 The progressive
agenda thus gained fulfilment, so that what wowdehlooked like a ‘new’ history of life for
the populace in general in the 1920s became ‘sithistpry’ because ‘now, the battle [had]
been won, ‘new’ history is simply histor{’

Other historians held Tannenbaum’s view thanhalistespurveyed a social-science
approach to the past through their ‘review of aaéion, of mutual assistance, a medium of
contact between Parisian and provincial work&tsThey singled out Braudel’s work on
Mediterranean history, particularly because itinfed a debate in America about the origins
of modernity: whether or not modern civilizatioretpan’ in the twelfth century — a keenly-
debated topic, according to Haskins — or whethefaat short-term human experience not
Braudel’s ‘history of tall waves’ detached itselbin earlier epochS. Febvre’s oeuvralso

stood out because his name, alongside Bloch anddBra, formed a group known to

% Tannenbaum, ‘French Scholarship’, 247.

©bid., 249.

" Higham,History, 118.

"2 Herbert HeatonA Scholar in Action: Edwin F. GaiCambridge [Mass.], 1952), 206-209.

3 Alfred Northrop, review of Haye#y Generation of Materialism 1871-1900YHT, 18 Jan. 1941.
" Georges Debien, ‘Marc Bloch and Rural HistoAHR, 21 (1947): 187-89, 189.

"> Dietrich Gerhard, ‘Periodization in European HigtpAHR, 61 (1956): 900-913, 904-905, 913.
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historians throughout America. And Europeanisthsag Leo Gershoy confirmed the extent
of Febvre’s reputation in themerican Historical Reviemcalling him ‘the great renovator of
history in France’

Before the 1950s, mediaevalists pioneered Europesanawareness ofnnales’
scholarship. Charles M. Andrews, L. J. Paetow, [@saHomer Haskins, George Burton
Adams, Charles H. Mcllwain, Dana C. Munro and Lyirirorndike demonstrated their ability
to absorb a range of scholarship related to them cesearch specialisms, and, like Francis
Parkman, found ways of affording expensive archiiaits to Europé’ In so doing they
encountered\nnaleshistorians: particularly, Marc Bloch, Georges DuByarles Morazé and
Roland Mousnier. Definitional debates about fewsali which proved a subject of lively
debate in their work, became a leading issue irewey of Annaleshistorians’ work. These
encounters subjected interpretive tools such aghegis’ or ‘generalization’ and ‘context’ to
intense scrutiny. Yet, in the study of America’sropast, a professor at New York Univeristy
insisted, ‘fifty years of rapid growth in the sdcgriences have had surprisingly little effect
on the general content and and synthesis of Amefdstory [...] the old skeleton of wars,
presidential administrations, and the westward mmres still holds the edifice togethé}.’

Mediaevalists, by contrast, expressed their tolanf methodological innovation.
Insights derived fromAnnaleshistorians work strengthened their resolve not épasate
feudal society from its political governance. Aatiog to Bloch, feudalism referred to ‘a
subject peasantry; widespread use of the servigentent instead of a salary [...]; the
supremacy of a class of warriors, ties of obediemoé protection [...]; fragmentation of
authority.”® Bloch did not rule out other forms of familial arstte association, but the

description appeared, as historians in Americaltiag hoped, ‘to make the body of evidence

® Leo Gershoy, review of Braudel, dflventail de I'histoire vivanteAHR, 60 (1955): 577-78, 578.

" Haskins, ‘European History’, 219; Leonard Krieg&uyropean History in America’, in Felix Gilbertptin
Higham and Leonard Kriegéddistory (Englewood, 1965), 256.

8 Thomas C. Cochran, ‘The ‘Presidential SynthesiAinerican History’ AHR, 53 (1948): 748-59, 748.
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on mediaeval institutions coherefit.Bloch’s definition, for example, disrupted Haskins
evaluation that the ‘Anglo-Norman state’ meriteda@&chers’ interest because of ‘the extent
and cohesion of its territories’ or the ‘centratizauthority of its rulers® It also proved
topical because its author alleged that feudalisgfeped the birth of modern capitali§m.

The implication of defining a system of governabgets social consequences incited
debates within the context of which localized dsubmerged. Bloch’s ‘good synthesis’ of
factors in their ‘proper setting’ attracted admwoat the business historian, N. S. B. Gras,
estimated that Bloch’s ‘instructive generalizatioabout feudalism raised new questions
without settling them, and could, therefore, actaastimulus not a guide for othefS.
Historians at Yale, Stanford and Princeton alsagdithe review response: Eva M. Sanford
suggested that ‘sympathy tempered by common sdra#d’prompted the ‘internationally
known authority’ to reconstruct feudal society; Wdiin A. Morris appreciated the ‘synthesis’
of social, economic and cultural conditions, whilsiseph R. Strayer exemplified the post-
Second World War recognition for Bloch as both ‘tea®f the comparative method’ with
regard to his work on Anglo-French manorial systema practitioner of history renewed by
the varied sources it exploit&é Duby’s work, reviewers felt, complemented Blochfser
1945 because it analyzed the role of class as tarioc® category explicative of social
transformations, whilst Morazé’s studies of westeinilization attracted praise as the

counterparts both to Bloch and Duby’s technical fawotual reconstructions of aspects of the

8 Frederic Cheyette, ‘Some Notations on Mr Hollistdrony”, JBS 5 (1965): 1-14, 12.

81 Charles Homer Haskinslorman Institution§Cambridge [Mass.], 1918), 3.

8 Bloch, Métier d’historien 88.

8 Charles H. Taylor, review of BlockGaractéres originauxAHR, 37 (1932): 736-37; N. S. B. Gras, review of
Bloch, Caractéres originaux8 (1933): 396-97, 397; James Lea Cate, revieBloth, Caractéres originaux
AHR 5 (1933): 517-518, 518.

8 Eva M. Sanford, review of Bloclgociété féodaleSp 15 (1940): 234-35, 234; William A. Morris, reviesy
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past, as well as new tendencies toward quantitaistery propagated in the United Stdtes.
Historians thought that Morazé, like Roland Mousnjovided a ‘broad interpretation of
history’, a ‘necessary counterpart of fact-findiresearch’, with ‘calm objectivity’ making
him one of the finest ‘general historians’ of tr@50s%

Preference of holism through synthesis in the 19804 post-war admiration of
French-language world histories paralleled Amerietforts to write exhaustive expositions.
Historians in America recognized the perspicacftiloch’s consideration of the relationship
between historical methodologies and historiangs@aal experience, summed up by his
remark ‘nearly every man understands the world @pleases® They detected the self-
reflexive relativism that both shattered Americampés of a historical science equal in rigour
to biology or physics and pushed historians tokitniarder about how to guarantee the fixity
of their conclusions after 1938.Bloch’s determination to defend history’s pre-eemioe
amongst the social sciences, which, Francophilehgstdrian of France, Beatrice F. Hyslop,
explained, had come into question in America besmigolars debated the matter in France,
therefore appealed to historians in America as & may to highlight Clio’s scientific
capital®® Historians in America and France asked about theepof history in relation to its
neighbouring subjects, but historians in America $leir discourse as the more advanced;

‘national strategies’ accordingly continued to shdpstorical methodologies in the United

States?

8 Beatrice F. Hyslop, review of Morazérois EssaisAHR, 55 (1950)866-68, 868; Rushton Coulborn, review
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Many mediaeval historians in America, thereforefirled feudalism differently from
Bloch and from another transnational voice in tebate, Francois-Louis Ganshof — Pirenne’s
successor at the University of Ghent. Ganshof thbwd feudalism as an exchange of
services between free men: vassals offered miliaryice to a lord in return for a figfBut
vassals never exercised powers of jurisdictfodoseph R. Strayer, Haskins’s student and
chair of Yale’'s History Department from 1941 urt®61 and two years Braudel’s junior,
disagreed, however, both with Bloch and Gansho# iway that betrayed certain of his
colleagues’ attitudes. He insisted that the ‘pevekercise of public power’ associated with
the disintegration of central authority constitufeddalism’s defining characteristit Adding
‘social and economic conditions’ to Ganshof's ‘wavr military definition of feudalism’,
Strayer argued, resulted in definitional vaguensch’s list of features, he alleged, could
apply to a variety of non-feudal societies toojtsin fact defined nothing™ Social history
thus made Strayer nervous in the same way thaadt grovoked hostility in Charles M.
Andrews, who had referred to it as ‘a disorganigebs of half truths’, ‘dealing as it does
with a sort of chaos of habits and customs, waydiwifg, dressing, eating and the
performance of duties of existende.The twelve-volumeHistory of American Lifethat
Schlesinger and Dixon Ryan Fox had edited, crgidiby new historians and traditionalists
alike for circumscribing politics altogether thrdwayt the period 1928 until 1943 in which it
gained publication, had not helped matf&But Strayer's own definition of feudalism also
incorporated social as well as institutional cherastics after 1963, when he wondered

whether his original conception had become ‘tooravar He nevertheless reiterated

°1 Francois-Louis Ganshofu’est-ce que la féodalii@russels, 1944), xv.
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narrowly-legal definitions in lectures printed i@@B, implying that, although he chose to use
political terms, he recognized that alternativeistex?’

Reverence for institutions both as entities féonma and guardians of harmony placed
Strayer’s feudal history within a consensus moedé,dy Samuel Eliot Morison; like Strayer,
consensus historians emphasized the continuity ftieen past of political traditions and
relationships. This Boston aristocrat inherited tdumservative-evolutionary preference to
study institutional developments, which he thoygtihted ultimately to the role that America
would play in the future of the worf§.Morison described his commitment to historicattiru
in terms illustrative of Iggers’ description of temerican image of Ranke: “the present
investigation,” said Ranke in the preface to histfvolume, published in 1824, ‘will simply
explain the event as it happenetl.’"Consensus historiography explicitly connected riitu
happiness of American citizens, as inscribed inGbastitution, to the exceptional progress of
the United States by using this supposedly imdariethod. Morison’s history did so with a
view to fulfilling Dexter Perkin's promise that athembers of the American Historical
Association, of which college instructors remainée@ greatest proportion, ‘shall gladly
teach.'® He wanted students to have an open-minded ‘intiermelly-oriented’ account of
American history, both in the 1930s, when depres&mded the attraction of America’s
individualist and entrepreneurial heritage, andh@ 1950s, when it made many Americans
proud to hear of their contribution to the defenééreedom against Communist countriés.
Like William Langer and Sarell Everett Gleason, Mon defended Franklin Roosevelt's
decision to take America into the Second World Vdar‘the expression of the popular

understanding and the popular will' against Beaatguments that isolationism and domestic

" Joseph R. Strayer, ‘The Tokugawa Period and JapaReudalism’, in John W. Hall and Marius B. Jansen
eds,Studies in the Institutional History of Modern Jag#rinceton, 1968), 3.
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transformation befitted American® Likewise, Boorstin emphasized that ‘national well-
being is in inverse proportion to the sharpness extégnt of the theoretical differences

between our political parties’, to which Arthur MeiSchlesinger Jr added that liberalism,
‘constantly reconstructing itself, never fixed onyaone principle’ rather than ‘nostalgic

sentimentalism’ held the key to America’s futdf®Even Richard Hofstadter, educated under
Beard's tutelage, accepted the ‘absence of confliche post-Civil War past. But he felt that

the lack of dispute suggested ‘conformity’: ‘beliafthe rights of property, the philosophy of

economic individualism, the value of competitiopolitical struggles] have accepted the
economic virtues of capitalist culture as necesgasjfities of man***

Reservations abouinnaleshistorians’ methodologies thus emerged in the adse
mediaeval history over contested definitions. Histts working in progressive, relativist and
consensus modes adhered to comparable procedunes) vesembled first- and second-
generatiorAnnaleshistorians’: recoverability of the past, interpvetiholism, usually through
synthesis of different research specialisms’ figdirand analytical heterodoxy, the dissection
of cultural and social as well as political and mmmic factors. Consensus history expressed
the liberal-political import of these assumptioastjas in France th&nnalesSchool tended
to political centrism when alternative innovatioms electoral sociology, the history of
political ideas and exhaustive investigations @utdican institutional history related at least
partially to their authors’ conservative-republicaommitments. Resistances finnales
methodologies in America arose on grounds relatedhé pre-eminent role assigned to

institutions in past and present life because af khstorico-political consensus, which in any

192 william L. Langer and Sarell Everett Gleasdine Challenge to Isolation: The World Crisis of 798 and
American Foreign Policy2 vols; New York, 1952), ii. 776; Samuel Eliot Mspn, History of the United States
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case is a term used ‘as a correction of or re\gdirest the kind of oversimplified progressive
historiography that preceded 1£* In fact the premises of American historiographyaied
stable until Tannenbaum'’s investigation of Frenidtdniography, and, as a result, so too did
basic ‘ruling ideas in the past’, which, as Boarstimself recounted, ‘cuts short the academic
game of comparing ‘isms’ and ‘movement®® Historical research still aimed in 1957 to

elucidate for readers in America what had been ifas, or perceptible, in their patt’

6.3 Methodological Pluralism, 1958-1970

Debates about feudalism continued into the 196@stemyond. But Braudel and Chaunu’s
work as well as Febvre’s essastgnulated other oppositional acts as the 1950sidad into
the 1960s. Curiosity about it in America confirmédat the Annales School gained
international esteem at the moment of its insondiization in France. Interest also resulted
from methodological diversification in America’s avhistoriography, which itself related to
the changed position of the United States in theasatlantic intellectual community: now
historians at established universities such aseMeurti at Wisconsin celebrated ‘the give and
take between Europe and AmericX’'The Second World War contributed to mutual-
recognition, building on transatlantic ties forrzall by the Marshall Plan, and, in the
university field, increases of book-supplies amficial resource®? Historians exiled from
the countries of their birth also contributed te trariety of historical approaches deployed in
America; German émigrés such as Dietrich Gerhaajo HHolborn, Alfred Vagts and the

children of refugees such as Fritz Stern and KIgpstein, amongst other immigrants,

195 Hofstadter to Boorstin, 27 Jun. 1968, Boorstin MBS 28.
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contributed to re-adjustments. Cliometrics, behavioural- and psycho-historiesnepified
the variety of fresh approaches initiated and paqizéd by historian§' Amidst this
‘academic boom’, resistances Amnaleshistorians’ methodologies became diffuse and more
random than ever in equal measure to the arragdfniques on offer in whiclAnnales
methodologies offered one of many options in theldi® largest university systef?
Consideration of Febvre and Braudel's work canwnfrhistorians of France, and
Europe generally. Manoel Cardozo examined the Qliuransatlantic shipping analyses as
‘a special kind of history, ‘interdisciplinary’ imature, which relies heavily on geography,
economics and statistic® A professional pioneer, Clarence Henry Haring, sudlied the
same subject, but ‘he was more juridically mindesti, the story of shipping resembled a
study of the accounting methods it produced rathen wider ramifications** Cardozo
appreciated the work because it explored the Adastonomy, which fed into his own
research on Portugese-speaking peoples’ cultutataly and immigration histories, and,
behind that, his personal experience as a Braziimnigrant to California in 1915 who later
presided over the history department at the CatHdhiversity of America in Washington
D.C. between 1961 and 19%f.Historians of France such as Orest Ranum, Palmheyop,

Elizabeth Eisenstein and Robert Forster also censiithe techniques deployed by Febvre,
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Labrousse and Ladurfé® Ranum perceived a ‘national bias’ in Febvre’s wavkich he felt
focused narrowly on French histoly. In 1960s America, this appeared ‘old-fashioned’
because historians there focused on subjects atmeswhole spectrum of world history,
inspired by the presence in America of differenioralities and enabled by the availability
of library resource$'® Throop observed Febvre’s ‘abiding trust in the hoistic aims of
history’ to deliver self-knowledge and to fostetisaal thought, but felt that ‘une histoire a
part entiere’ aroused ‘a weary smile, not made nobeerful by fulminations concerning the
vague delimitations and definitions of histofy” Yet Throop’s own doctoral dissertation,
which examined public opposition to the Crusade®ld French and Provencal literature,
testified to its author’'s comparable desires fdristory of collective representations through
research into public opinior° Forster, a professor at Johns Hopkins Univershyp wtudied
social history as an account of daily life incluglieating habits, held Ladurie’s Languedoc
history in higher esteem because of the unexplemdces — fiscal records, price series,
notarial registers as well as private archivesomfivhich its author drew his finding%:
Responses to Braudel's work also exhibited a coatlin of admiration and
exasperation. Garrett Mattingly had subjedtedVéditerrannédo an extended review when
it first appeared. A leading diplomatic historignColumbia University born in the 1900s like
Braudel himself, Mattingly understood the animus o French counterpart’s work,
identifying it as ‘the result of [a] revolt againStaditional’ history and [an] enthusiastic

adherence to the ‘new history”, which Mattinglysteibed as ‘social and economté?But

16 Orest Ranum, review of Febvidistoire & part entiereAHR 68 (1963): 1096-97; Palmer Throop, review of
Febvre,CombatsJMH, 35 (1963): 162-63; Elizabeth L. Eisenstein, rewvd Labrousse, ed, Histoire sociale
AHR, 73 (1967): 154-46; Robert Forster, review of LidellPaysans de Languedo&HR, 72 (1967): 596-97.

7 Ranum, review of Febvre, 1097.

118 Higham,History, 39-40; W. Stull Holt, ‘Historical Scholarshiph iMerle Curti, edAmerican Scholarship in
the Twentieth CenturfCambridge [Mass.], 1953), 101, 107.

19 Throop, review of Febvre, 163, 162.

120 palmer ThroopCriticism of the Crusade: A Study in Public Opinamd Crusade Propogand®hiladelphia,
1940), ix.

2L Eorster, review of Ladurie, 596.

122 Mattingly, review of Braudel, 349, 350.
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the interpretations that Braudel offered disappamnthis American reader: ‘the chief one
offered’, Mattingly suggested, ‘as if it were remtbnary, that the Mediterranean was not a
dead sea devoid of commerce and economic life #ielPortuguese reached India, hardly
seems worth so much insistence. Nobody today wdisdgree. Did anybody evet?®
Braudel had made two mistakes, according to Mditinthat related to the mode of
explanation employed. First, he had offered a thendissection of his subject, evident in the
division of the work into three parts. This, Matfin supposed, second, created a repetitious
account because the author had to refer repeaiedhe same set of factors disréeswere,

by Braudel’s own account, interconnected.

Mattingly’s appraisal of Braudel's book occupiedhimge-point, balanced between
scepticism and admiration. It rehearsed his argarie narrative provided an unparalleled
explanatory method because it colligated manifest recondite historical processes into a
unified explanation of event8? But Mattingly did not seek to ‘delay’ receptionsBraudel’s
work as Marino has shown activities perpetratednfigmbers of the Economic History
Association such as Bernard Bailyn, Earl J. Hamilamd Frederic C. Lane did in order to
obstruct potential competitors of their own entegmmurial business histot§? Bernard
Bailyn’s derision of Braudel's different durationdescribed as ‘an exhausting treadmill’
suggestive that Braudel ‘[had] mistaken a poetpoase to the past for a historical problem’
because ‘there was no problem Braudel wished tonmet exemplified their attitude's®

Richard A. Newhall, ‘a rather cynical, hard-bittalough-minded empiricist’ according to

123 |pid., 350.

124 Garrett Mattingly, ‘Some Revisions of the Polititéistory of the Renaissance’, in Tensley Hiltod, €he
RenaissancéMadison, 1961), 3-23.

125 Marino, ‘The Exile’, 634. After 1970, economistguantitative approaches brought teegue duréeto
America as it did to Germany, see Manfred Thall#taktische Probleme bei der Interdisziplindren
Untersuchung von Gemeinschaften ‘langer Dauer'Garhard A. Ritter and Rudolf Vierhaus, eispekt der
historischen Forschung in Frankreich und DeutschlaBchwerpunkt und Methodé@6ttingen, 1981), 172-89.
126 Bernard Bailyn, ‘Braudel’s Geohistory — A Recoresiation’,JEH, 11 (1951): 277-82, 281.
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Bailyn, also felt that Braudel posed more questitmen he answered’ Although these
economic historians had worked wiimnalistesin France or spent time studying in Paris,
they now had to compete with them for resourcespaestige.

In addition, Mattingly’s genuine intellectual caro about narrative and chronology
found parallels in Jack Hexter’s writings. A prafes of Tudor history at Washington then
Yale University, Hexter aired doubts about Brauslelork that demonstrate the extent to
which Mattingly had uncovered an issue under caraitbn in American historiography in
the work of men Braudel's own age. Hexter’'s circppwtion also revealed that diplomatic
historians did not monopolize the debate aboutrabiomy, or historical time, thus indicating
why Mattingly’s reactions are not comparable witioge of diplomatic historians such as
Jacques Droz. Hexter had gleaned from arguing aga@wney and Hugh Trevor-Roper in
the ‘gentry debate’ that ‘historical storytellersine is not clock-and-calendar time; it is
historical tempo’, and, more seriously, the ‘probe involved in reasonably accurate
determination of historical tempo have never beetesnatically studied, although results of
the disaster of not studying them strew the histgephic landscapé?® That so-called
disaster took form in arguments about the Englishil @var that Tawney advanced and
Hexter thought misguided: that an impoverishedi@rscy fell prey to a gentry in search of
social status, empowered economically by their Ipage of church lands after the English
Reformation:??

Braudel, who knew about Hexter’'s polemical artidleugh his personal friendship

with Trevor-Roper, disseminated interpretations l@gaus to Tawney’s, according to

127 Richard A. Newhall, review of Braudel.a Méditerranée JMH, 22 (1950): 365; A. Roger Ekirch,
‘Sometimes an Art, Never a Science, Always a Craf€onversation with Bernard BailylyMQ, 3¢ series, 51
(1994): 625-58, 627.

128 3. H. Hexter, ‘Historiography: The Rhetoric of tdis/’, in David Sills, ed)nternational Encyclopaedia of the
Social Sciencefl3 vols; New York, 1968), vi. 378.

129 3. H. Hexter, ‘Storm over the Gentr{, 10 (1958): 22-34.
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Hexter'*® La Méditerranée Hexter insisted, might well rest on an originaléstigative
procedure and complex historical epistemology t@kina range of time-spans or ‘waves of
various lengths’, but its prose amounted to a fidnd opaque mes§* Hexter based his
point on two issues. First he believed with Keyttest, as he confessed to Braudel, ‘in the
long run we are all dead® The implication held thata Méditerranéedisregarded
‘subjective temporal orientations towards actidm'ough its pre-occupation with processes
that outlived human lives; it appeared to Hextethizt sense to analyze periods of natural not
human history>® Second, because Hexter believed that differeratiturs obfuscated basic
chronological development, periodization of sucmessevents would have better
communicated Braudel's findingd! The logic of this particular argument, therefoaéso
defended narration. And for that reason the olgastithat Mattingly and Hexter advanced
anticipate the poles of debates about narrativelamguage that Hayden White, Dominick
LaCapra, Paul Ricoeur and Lawrence Stone laterloleee rather than a confrontation over
the role of social sciences in histdfy.

Periodization itself provided the substance of Magty’'s second objection to
Braudel's work. ‘Like other aesthetic judgement®lattingly proposed, ‘a scheme of
periodization must depend for its viability and ation, on the amount of agreement and the
length of time it can command&®® Braudel’s title indicated to Mattingly that he apted the
proposition — the book covered Mediterranean hystiorthe epoch of Philip Il of Spain. But

the analysis did not fulfil the promise. The stigkipoint arose because Mattingly defended a

130 Trevor-Roper to Braudel, 14 Oct. 1954, Braudel MSS

131 3. H. Hexter, ‘Fernand Braudel and #Mende Braudelien JMH, 76 (1971): 480-539, 530, 532.

132 Hexter to Braudel, 24 Sep. 1974, Braudel MSS.

133 John R. Hall, ‘The Time of History and the HistafyTimes’,H&T, 19 (1980): 113-131, 119.

134 Hexter, Monde Braudeliey 538.

135 Hayden White,Metahistory: The Literary Imagination in Nineteer@entury Europe(Baltimore, 1973);
Dominick LaCapraRethinking Intellectual History: Texts, Contextgnfuage(lthaca, 1983); Paul Ricoeur,
Temps et Réc(B vols; Paris, 1983-85); Lawrence Stone, ‘The Ravof Narrative: Reflections on a New Old
History’, P&P, 85 (1979): 3-24. Hexter accepted the relevandeigtwry of social science findings, see J. H.
Hexter,The History PrimefLondon, 1972), 115.

136 Garrett Mattingly, unpublished essay, ‘Burckhadd the Renaissance’, n.d., Mattingly MSS 1/26-39.
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different understanding of historical method froma&del. Braudel championed history as the
corridor connecting the social sciences, justaglt commentators on pragmatic philosophy
defended it as the hallway between the rooms ofdmuaxperience; history, ‘a collection of
all techniques’, possessed scientific rigour andeotétical insight through
interdisciplinarity®” But Mattingly saw historical processes as a ‘figiout the relative
validity of conflicting systems of ideas’, whichgwided, for example, the stimulus for the
despatch of Spanish fleets to destroy ProtestagiaBd in 15883 The thrust of that
argument went against Braudel's manner of histbitarpretation, but Mattingly also had in
mind the legacy of Alfred Thayer Mahan, whose ndnisdories written in the late-nineteenth
century had influenced directly colonial-naval wgies:*® Mattingly objected in both
instances to the over-estimation of vested economerests as determinants of historical
events.

Other historians in America engaging fresh appreadb the past shared Mattingly’s
outlook. Young political historians such as Lee &&m and Richard McCormick tested
Beard’s thesis that class conflicts determined tigali interests and parties. Economic
historians who worked in economics departmentsused the theories of economists and the
statistical models of statisticians with whom tleayne into daily contact provided inspiration,
as historians and social scientists agreed thair theethods could provide mutual
assistancé? They made and tested hypotheses about histotiesigmena over long periods,
including the issue of railway development and Aices rise to material pre-eminent.
Benson and McCormick showed, however, that ethelgious and local allegiances played

a more important part in political development thgeard or Robinson’s idea of class war.

137 Braudel, ‘Histoire et sciences sociales’, 734.

138 Garrett Mattingly,The ArmadgBoston, 1959), v.

139 A, T. Mahan,The Influence of Sea Power on History 1660-1{8&ston, 1890) andhe Influence of Sea
Power on the French Revolution and Empire 1793-121\ls; Boston, 1892).

140 Elizabeth Francis, ‘History and the Social SciencS8ome Reflections on the Reintegration of Social
Science’ RP, 13 (1951): 354-74, 365-66.

141 Robert W. FogelThe Union Pacific Railroad: A Case in Premature diptise (Baltimore, 1960); Douglass
C. North,The Economic Growth of the United States 1790-1&8@lewood, 1961).
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They also emphasized the evolution of ideas astitatnge of the substance of social
history!*? And they went so far as to posit that nineteerwtfiary American voters shared
‘broad and deep agreement’ on central isstiSocial historians followed their colleagues in
political history to create family histories of teert Pierre Goubert later brought to America
when political history went ‘out of fashion’, bute research effort only began in the mid-
1960s™** As it began, Mattingly’s students such as HerberRowen appeared amongst the
ranks of those interested in Braudel’'s work on mialtéactors in history, remarking that ‘the
material factor in civilization has long been pdated by historians, but it has generally
meant little more to them than a crude econontitsAlong with the work of Roy F. Nichols
to insert behaviourists’ theories into historicalabysis, historians in America developed a
range of procedures that appropriated the theafetnsights of the social sciences as a
guideline rather than an ahistorical organizingd toaleciphering the meaning of their data.
These efforts resembled but borrowed less from drbawand otherAnnales historians’
approach to social history, heeding instead domestils such as Mattingly’s to preserve
historical contingency through narration and ite@®@nce through periodizatidt.

Hans-Ulrich Wehler's discovery of th&nnalesSchool in America confirmed the
extent of American historiography’s plurality. Wehs magnum opysdesigned to create an
integrated and comparative history of society ipooating structures, groups and institutions

inside and outside politics, grew in part from theellectual heterodoxy he had encountered

142 See also Ernst Schulin, ‘German ‘GeistesgescHicAtaerican ‘Intellectual History’ and French ‘Hiite
des mentalités’; A ComparisoiEl, 3 (1981): 195-214, 205.

143 Richard P. McCormick, ‘Suffrage Classes and Pattgnments: A Study in Voter BehaviorMVHR, 46
(1959): 397-410, 397, 409; Lee Bensdme Concept of Jacksonian Democracy: New York dgst Case
(Princeton, 1961), 275.

144 Higham, History, 249; Pierre Goubert, ‘Family and Province: A Gitnition to the Knowledge of Family
Structures in Early Modern FrancdFH, 2 (1977): 179-95; Gordon A. Craig, ‘Political kisy’, D, 100 (1971):
323-38, 324.

145 Herbert H. Rowen, review of Braudé@ljvilisation matérielle AHR, 73 (1967): 766-67, 767.

146 The literature on social mobility in contemporakynerica is abundant, but social scientists havdarfaw
efforts to examine the problem in historical depthee Stephan ThernstroRoverty and Progress: Social
Mobility in a Nineteenth-Century CitCambridge [Mass.], 1964), 1.

147 Mattingly taught Rowen that ‘the hardware’ (maaédonditions), ‘the program’ (ideology) and ‘thefactor’
(chance) determine daily life, see Garrett Matgmginpublished MS, ‘The Hardware, the Program, Xhe
Factor’, Mattingly MSS box 1.
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in Turner’'s homeland, the American Mid-West, in 860s. First, the Fulbright Commission
(then the American Council of Learned Societiesidied Wehler's doctoral and post-doctoral
research at Ohio University, Athens, in the latBk9and early 19605% America’s symbolic
attraction to his generation, with memories of @dittates’ help in ending the Second World
War and support in establishing the German Fedplblic, accounted in part for the desire
to study there. Wehler absorbed the combinationsaofirce-criticism and theoretical
sophistication purveyed by Benson and McCormickianger generation of historians in the
contextual background to which the work of thenalesSchool played a limited part. Such
approaches provoked accusations of ‘leftism’ frohe tdominant-older generation of
historians in the German Federal Republic led byh&m Ritter and Hermann Heimpéy.
But Wehler nevertheless engaged freely with a tyané methodological traditions new and
old in order to recapture the ‘complexity of histat reality’ in his multi-volume history of
German society, which began to appear in the 138@$this distilled certain elements of the
varied practice of history that he encounterechiWnited State§° Annales’and American
liberalism’s reformism thus entered German hisgmaphy in part through transatlantic

channels.

Since 1970, historians in America have considenedatork ofAnnaleshistorians in a variety

of ways that relate to reactions and resistancasted prior to 1970. Samual Kinser insisted
on the ‘inspiring suggestiveness’ of Braudel's ‘destory’, whilst noting that subsequent
historians such as Ladurie had refined its focusrder to bring greater clarity to Braudel’s

‘deliberately vague’ definitions of structuf?. Lynn Hunt pointed to the methodological

148 Andreas Daum, ‘History in Transatlantic Perspextinterview with Hans-Ulrich WehlerBGHI, 26 (2000):
117-25, 119.

9pid., 120.

1%0 Hans-Ulrich WehlerDeutsche Gesellschaftsgeschicfierols; Munich, 1987-2008), i. 10, 28-30.

151 samual Kinser, ‘Annaliste Paradigm? The Geohis#rbtructuralism of Fernand BraudeXHR 86 (1981):
63-105, 103, 88.
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importance ofAnnaleshistorians’ researches but highlighted her own eamc¢hat, because
they shared no common research specialism, theiergent interests threatened to
compromise the coherence of their outp@indeed, Francois Furet even wrote in contrast to
Jacques Le Goff about a need he perceived to enahishment of political and narrative
history for an American audience after 1970Yet historians working in the United States
seldom spoke of aAnnalesSchool before 1970, until which point, as Marinc l&own,
only specialists read its members’ un-translatecks/5* And a majority of them contributed
in some manner to an American tradition of Europé&sstory. Resistances tdnnales
methodologies occurred principally on matters oplaratory and interpretive technique
because of the conclusions they produced desmtaitimistakeable’ resemblance in kind if
not type of methodological traditions establishgdhistorians in Americ&>® This suggests
the extent to which in 1900 historians in the Udi&ates had already taken steps away from
a data-driven conception of historical methodoldagward a hypothesis-driven model in
which present circumstances and theories combinéu avself-reflexive minimization of
relativism to stimulate historical research. Thanbination mirrored, of course, the direction
in which synthése historiquandhistoire probléemextended under proto- and first-generation
annalistehistorians’ tutelage, but historians in America fogured their alternatives largely in
isolation. Resistances to Braudel's generatiorAmhaleshistorians thereafter centred on a
commitment to a liberal-consensual historiograpmhich differed little from French
alternatives on methodological grounds, but prodok@position on interpretive matters.
Again, historians in the United States and of AmmalesSchool both ultimately developed

hybrid methodologies, appropriating analytical neddrawn from a communion of all the

152 Hunt, ‘Annales Paradigm’, 212-13.

153 Francois Furet, ‘Beyond the AnnalesMH, 55 (1983): 389-410; Jacques Le Goff, ‘Is Polit®sll the
Backbone of History’D, 100 (1971): 1-19.

% Marino, ‘The Exile’, 627.

155 Conrad and Conrad, ‘Wie vergleicht man Historipgian?’, 19-20.



Resistances tdnnalesMethodologies in the United States of America, 22000 217

disciplines'®® But the fresh approaches that economic and pallitiéstorians in America
pursued emphasized the populist preoccupationkenf harratives, the personal rather than
the geological or geographical, and consequenttyesbistorians in America considered that
their Annalescolleagues over-emphasized the place of determisysems’ to the detriment
of a consideration of contingency. Throughout teesity years in question, the diversity and
size of America’s university system meant that,easlAnnales historians undertook a
concerted effort to saturate American historioggaphth their work, both receptions and
resistances would never assume anything other thanstatus of one amongst many
methodological traditions. Before 1970, the histigraphical contexts examined in America
and linguistic barriers encountered in trans-aitapassages precluded that from happening.
Plurality thus encouraged as much as it impededdibgemination ofAnnaleshistorians’

methodologies in America.

1% Eugéne Weber, ‘Les études aux Etats-unis: Uneiteéssans histoiresRH, 225 (1961): 341-59, 356.
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Conclusion

The debates and oppositions examined in the pregetiapters facilitate certain responses to
the preliminary questions posed about resistantdbeaoutset. Those questions enquired
about the agency behind resistances, what comstitlistructions, to what extent oppositions
formed isolated examples of conflicting points adw and on what bases historians grounded
objections. Answers offered here reflect the lithiias of the material examined, prominent

amongst which is the frequency with which resistiels their comments to be self-evident

inasmuch as they provided few examples illustratf¢heir meaning. They are, therefore,

provisional findings, valid in connection with tleidence presented rather than any global
understanding ofall resistanceseverywherg that would require further research on an
extended geographical scale. Allusions to casesepted in the chapters are illustrative, not
conclusive vindication, of the points raised.

A selection of agents enacted resistances. Nothggested that ‘groups’ of two or
more historians co-ordinated their activities tgy aignificant extent. Readers may allege that
conservative historians of English politics workiaigCambridge University in the 1950s and
1960s acted as a ‘mafia’, which tried to preveetréception of Braudel's workindeed, the
same could be said in response to John Marino'meaion of the actions taken by several
members of the Economic History Association in theited State$.But scant collective
unity existed behind several scholars’ actionsoreland Cowling or Bailyn and Hamilton
each expressed doubts about Braudel’s work inqudati, but they each had their own set of
concerns. Their responses formed clusters of sim#sistances formulated by distinct
individuals working in large institutions, whichtested to similarity in kind of responses

prompted byAnnaleshistorians’ work inside that local ‘interpretiveramunity.” Suspicions

! Sisman highlights Hugh Trevor-Roper’s perceptitimst Cowling, for example, also conducted his cmle
affairs in Cambridge thus, see Sismidngh Trevor-Roperd56-61.

2 See Chapter 6, §6.3.

% See Horst-Walter Blankeéjistoriographiegeschichte als Histor{§tuttgart, 1991), 62.
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may also surface that historians older respectitredn Berr’s, Bloch and Febvre’s or Braudel,
Goubert and Ladurie’s age-cohort opposed each georerof theAnnalesSchool. Tawney,
Aulard, Briére, Caron and Kaehler were each oltantthe prot@nnalistesand annalistes
whom they criticized. But equally Kienast and Somna were younger than Bloch and
Febvre, and Cantimori and Venturi, Hexter, Mattynghd Strayer were, for example, of the
same generations as thenalisteswhom they criticized. All of this suggests that muntes
responding to methodological proposals associatgd thie AnnalesSchool comprised a
collection of active and distinguishable interpreteot united except in a limited sense, by the
general direction of their oppositiofis.

Scepticism expressed in resistances also hadlotats in motivation, aim and focus.
Historians made objections most often in defencehefir own modus operandiwhich,
because that related to their research speciakemfirms Laudan’s characterization that
scholars take up different methodological tradgidar the high ‘rate of progress’ they yield
for the study of particular objectsDebates over the definition of feudalism in theitelh
States at mid-century or between Heimpel and RoBerttruche testify to that. In both
instances, historians defended a legalistic apprdacdefining and explaining a form of
government, which, they maintained, existed in desp independent of its social
consequences. Issues besides historians’ defendbeof own approach also motivated
oppositional stances, as well as determining thens and focus. R. H. Tawney and Eileen
Power’s isolated interaction with Bloch, for exampuggested the role of personal relations:
they admired Bloch in particular and chose to wawith him. But their limited
acknowledgement of Bloch’s part in a widennalesproject discloses the non-convertibility

of that social capital to an interest in the Schasoh whole.

* See also, Stuart Hall, ‘Encoding and Decodinchin Television Discourse’, in Stuart Hall, &ylture, Media,
Language: Working Papers in Cultural Studies, 1983tondon, 1980), 136-38.
® LaudanBeyond PositivisirB4-85.
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Assessment of what constituted obstructions focadetion, by contrast, on the
interaction of historians and features of the ursig field. If historiography detached
historians’ work from its authors and their conggxhen a conclusion that resistances all took
a textual form through which authors consciouslgliemged members of thnnalesSchool
and their methodologies might prove cogent: hetettar, there an inaugural lecture or a
conference paper, in that year a book. Indeedorasis communicated doubts or arguments
through such media, and articles as well as lettave repeatedly come under investigation.
Less frequently, criticisms contained in reviewices published inAnnales such as
Cantimori’s and conference papers like those atl8&0 and 1955 International Congresses
for Historical Science, forms of ‘transnational ist@nce’ inasmuch as it took place outside
their author’s working environment, also appeardtey emerged, however, only after 1950.
And that owes much to the growing efforts for intional co-ordination by professions in
different countries aided by improvements in traasel communication in the growing use of
aeroplanes, telephones, typewriters and eventealigputers. Some historians, however,
enacted inadvertent resistances. They prevente@ptiens of Annales historians’
methodologies because they had not encounteredosemot to engage with them in their
own work rather than intentionally expressing reaBons. These two resistances are
categorically different: one is conscious, the otlneconscious. But they both resulted from
the habitus created by the university field in whigistorians worked; in short, they are
habitus cognates. Case-studies revealing thatrelffendividuals such as Davis, Tout or
Georg von Below avoided pro@mnalistes’ methodologies actually resemble others
analyzing how Benedetto Croce’s contemporary aperficial engagement with Berr related

to his own subjective-aesthetic approach to histmgause each reveals the way in which

® Pierre Daix,Braudel (Paris, 1995), 11; Stephen Keffhe Culture of Time and Space, 1880-19t8ndon,
1983), 109-30; Erdmanimternational Historical Congresses-4.
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historians embodied prevalent tastes hostile ®rangciplinarity and Berr's understanding of
synthesis.

Demographic forces acting on the historical preif@s contributed to field pressures.
Each nation’s profession remained of modest sizé the 1950s, all rarefied in terms of
ethnicity, gender and socio-economic backgrountbettame, however, less unusual to find
the son of a railway engineer like Heimpel with Hisancophobe predisposition in the
profession after 1945 than it had been before dat#, when men like Dietrich Schafer, the
son of a dockworker, presented an excepti@thnicity, by contrast, played little apparent
role in creating misreceptions. Robert Fawtiersyeklan origins, for example, are not
remarkable from the point of view of resistancesdmse no group of Algerian émigrés
enacted comparable opposition to tAenalesSchool. Diversification of socio-economic
backgrounds from whence issued historians workmtheé history departments, schools and
faculties, on the contrary, contributed most t@rsgthening competition for jobs and, as a
result, for scientific capital, often by stimulaginncreasingly original research projects and
distinctive approachésThis in part contributed to the multiplication fal methodological
traditions. Nowhere do the results of this plurian for the international communication of
Annaleshistorians’ work become clearer than in the United States, altee size of the
university system and the diversity of methodolagitraditions became both a source of
receptions and resistancesAionalesmethodologies.

Gender’s function amongst these factors remainteancFemale historians besides a
handful of names such as Mary Bateson, Helen CaratriBe F. Hyslop, Hilda Johnstone,
Lilian Knowles, Elizabeth L. Levett, Dana C. Munidarion Newbigin, Eileen Power and

Clara Mildred Thompson have not featured prominenti relation to the resistances

" Charles E. McClellandThe German Historians and England: A Study in Mieeth-Century Views
(Cambridge, 1971), 205; Raphael charted the difigation in Annaleshistorians’ fathers’ backgrounds, see
RaphaelDie Erben 576-78.

8 See also Matt Klinge, ‘Teachers’, in Riiegg, ldistory of the Universityiii. 134.
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examined. That owes in part to their minority pabtole in the historical profession
throughout the period, and to the fact that makohians controlled the formulation of
methodologies and award of the qualifications resgliby a discipline professionalized on
‘gendered’ or masculine lines — after all, ‘histaidi science was tantamount to the group that
practiced it.” But it does not preclude the possibility that liert research might reveal
gendered arguments at work in the predominantlycoleee resistances studied here given
the growing recognition for malkend female input in struggles over methodology condiicte
in private’® The fact that so many women, such as Millicentd'Bihghamton, Bianca Maria
Cremonesi, Lily Grove Frazer, Sian Reynolds, Malya8 and Janet Sondheimer, played a
role in transmitting work byAnnaleshistorians by translating it, highlights the poiBuit
llaria Porciani’s initial research on the case tafyl suggests that female input in Italy may,
nevertheless, be restrained by women’s predomingarest in nineteenth-century history — a
period on whichAnnaleshistorians seldom worked.

Interactions between the university field and histess cannot, however, obscure the
localization of resistances, in terms of the methogies criticized andAnnaleshistorians
concerned. A larger proportion of doubts and deb&ieused on definite parts of individual
Annaleshistorians’ methodologies than those directed @at3bhool as whole. The historical
theorist, Alexandru-Dmitrie Xénopol, referred touPaacombe’s work in order to refute its
conception of history as a science more often thandid to Berr's. Gerhard Ritter
counterposed his own vision of political historyaas‘umbrella-term’ to the Febvrian notion
that historians of politics wrote only about evetsibled together into narratives. Herbert H.
Rowen accepted a narrative approach to politicstbhy, the absence of which in Braudel’s
work he regretted, but took an active interestAmmaleshistorians’ study of material life

because he felt it improved understanding of a iptsly ill-defined concept. In each

° Smith,Gender of History155. ]
19 |laria Porciani, ‘Les historiennes et le Risorgire, MEfR, 112 (2000): 317-57, 332.
11 H

Ibid., 356.
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example, historians did not envisage a systematbattal either of one approach, such as
collective representations, or of the variety oftmoelologies pioneered and disseminated by
Annaleshistorians, either at one moment or across timstead they expressed cognitive
dissonance, discomfort at certain techniques addabyg one or otheknnaleshistorian. Nor
would they have recognized the analytic divisiontled AnnalesSchool between 1900 and
1970 into three generations. Chapter One usedldissificatory scheme in observance of the
scholarly consensus advanced across the secoigaayure concerning the School studied in
isolation. But questions rarely arose about thiiatfobn of one or moréAnnaleshistorians to

a particular generation, and exceptionally obsethetr membership of a group of scholars
referred to here as thénnales School before 1970. Resistances thus tended to
underemphasize any coherence between the work eofAtinales historians that they
guestioned and othannalistesadvancing comparable methodological proposals.

Recurrent themes featured in the host of oppostmonsidered, suggesting another
sense in which resistances operated within cerbmonds. The variety of arguments
counterposed by Gaston Briere, Raymond Aron andréPiBenouvin as well as Garrett
Mattingly and Jack Hexter all opposethnales historians’ theorization of analytic and
explanatory methodologies. They alleged thanalistesbroke the document-fact-event-
chronology nexus, a conceptual relation which coeo the past to the present because it
stipulated that the documentation, whether writtstatistical or otherwise, yielded facts
revelatory of events when colligated according teraporal logic, from an earlier to a later
time. Its importance apparently rested on the ta&t it compounded what historians thought
of as the crucial foundations of their practiceieBr, Meyer and von Below, for example,
attached this significance to it in debates playetiat the beginning of the twentieth century
when they and protannalistehistorians divided amongst themselves over whetheot to

transform history into a natural science based ogthodological individualism. The
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widespread acceptance of the modern idea of figtoadvance of the turn to neo-classical
conceptions of collections of histes about different parts of social and other phenomena
made the idea of a singular historical method phlat at that timé® But Cantimori,
Chevalier, Cobb, Elton, Heimpel, Mandrou, Mattinglyd Ritter later invoked the document-
fact-event-chronology nexus because they perceinethe growing popularity of social
sciences at universities and the emergence of iogviaws and statistical methods in history
the undesirable epiphenomendinfde-siécledebates?

Notions of quality and unigueness also servedetierd! this historical aestheticism.
When Chevalier defended the value and singulafityral testimony and Cantimori suspected
the incomparability of apparently similar phenoméetonging to different times and places,
both men implicitly argued in favour of history aseries of unrepeatable sequences against
the static impressions that quantification and camspn created. They thought that the
guantities and comparability of given historicalepbmena only provided a useful guide by
which the historian could assess the importancefaots, but could not substantiate
conclusions. The argument thamnaleshistorianshad made against narrative thus found its
inversion: whereannalisteshad argued that narrative lacked taxonomical rigmegause it
mixed facts together without a clear conceptualcstire, proponents of qualitative analysis
and critics of comparison implied that statistiemld comparative techniques intermingled
protean facts without recognising their inhererdtidctions in favour of arguing that they
corresponded to recondite processes. H. W. C. [x@mplified early in the period how such
oppositional sentiment could become an argumennsigperceived determinism when he
rejected the view that history formed ‘a connededd; the unfolding of a gigantic plan, the

record of a progressive evolutio. A cleavage thus formed where reconciliation migie

12 Reinhart Koselleck-utures Past: On the Semantics of Historical Titenslated by Keith Tribe (New York,
2004; originally published in German in 1979), 1103.

13 On ‘explanatory reductionism’ and ‘methodologibalism’, see Chapter 6, §6.1.

14 Davis, ‘Meaning of History’, Davis MSS Top. Oxod/E2.
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emerged given that Chevalier and Braudel as wellCastimori and Febvre saw their
techniqgues as enhancing historical practice aneéeddboth pairs of scholars worked in
similar areas.

Specific notions of methodological holism alsotidiguished opponents’ arguments.
Friedrich Meinecke, Gioacchino Volpe and Cantimexemplified a cognitive register
characteristic of a Romantic-Idealist commitmenttte view that ideas contained the total
sum of events and attitudes of a given epoch, pregeat once the interrelation of the whole
and its parts. They perceived thatnaleshistorians, as proponents of analytical techniques
such as collective representations or kegue durée wanted to interpret the past as a
collection of trans-temporal mechanical factors akhidirected human history without
attributing any causal responsibility to individuedency. This, they thought, compromised
the existing structure of history as a study oftel& but periodized past. On other occasions,
Briere and Jameson, for example, feared the restittsis change in emphasis: they disliked
the idea of ‘group research’, which, they suspectadperhaps feared, might supersede
established professional research rhythms formetidtprians working mainly in isolation,
perhaps interrupted by occasional contact witheegjles in their departments or through
friendships as well as with international specialiat conferences. The problem with group
research, they thought, arose from the loss of abvgyerspective facilitated by one
individual's command of a variety sources. It alstated to anxiety of an ascetic order about
the industrialization of intellectual activity thdtetrayed a particular set of attitudes
unfavourable to the creation of mass society amdwmption that Briére, for example, held.
Roland Mousnier also expressed comparable, buateshl concerns about the results for
research when he lamented the dramatic increase 4@0 to 3,000 pages in the length as
well as the amount of work required by thése d’'étathat he attributed to a precedent set by

Annaleshistorians. Like Briere and Jameson, Mousnier fddhat historical research would
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become too unwieldy to complete. He also perhapadsin isolation as a critic dhnnales
historians’ teaching habifs.

Resistances also arose against methodologicalopatgp that historians thought
annalistesshared with scholars working in other methodoldgittaditions. Elision by
commentators in th&imes Literary Supplemeispecial issue, ‘New Ways in History’, of
Chaunu’s serial history and the cliometric approtchhe history of the French Revolution
pioneered by historians in American universitieseraglified the problem of ‘family
resemblances.” Comparable difficulties emerged ern@ny. Historians’ reactions against
Karl Lamprecht’s cultural history, with its socie@omic and psychological dimensions,
contributed to the hardening of attitudes agaihstAnnalesSchool. They either ignored it,
enacting the hostile qualities of the field, oremtgd its intellectual reformism and the
intimated connection to political leftism they thgh that that compounded. The association
of Annaleshistoriography with Marxist equivalents by, for exale, Gerd Tellenbach after
1945 represented another incidence. The situatiohnaalesinstitutions in Paris played a
part in creating such fallacies because of thgtscreputation for providing shelter to radical-
political exiles*® A misreading of the social-science contentAohalesmethodologies as a
total conversion to a materialist reading of thetpaomething n@dnnaleshistorians in the
period offered, also encouraged the misapprehendManxism did offer certain insights to
Annaleshistorians at one time or another, but the openoktdse AnnalesSchool to a variety
of intellectual impulses including Marxism cannat bonfused with acceptance of any of
them, least of all doctrinaire Marxisth.Few detractors, by contrast, either situated or
criticized Annaleshistorians’ methodologies within debates aboututiralism’ except for

Theodor Schieder, who thought that structure hatdiraed ‘mythic proportions’ in French

15 Roland Mousnier, ‘Note sur la thése principaleistire pour le doctorat és lettreRH, 234 (1965): 123-29,
123, 126.

% Shari BenstockWomen of the Left Bank: Paris, 1900-19¢ustin, 1986), 4, 5-23; Colin JoneBaris:
Biography of a CityLondon, 2006), 443-89.

" pleskot, ‘Marxism in the Historiography Ahnales 204.
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historiographical discoursé8. This contrasted to discussions of structuralismoragst
Annaleshistorians after 1945 (raised in Chapter One waétjard to Febvre’s dislike of the
term and Braudel's arguments against structuraliokmgsts Georges Gurvitch and
anthropologist Lévi-Strauss) as well as the impuartaof Annales’economist allies, such as
Francois Perroux, whose work further stimulated aiebof the issue after 194%.The
problems posed, or not, by family resemblancesetbee, became active constituents of
resistances in combination with the prevailing erefces, or doxa, in each university system
combined with the personalities of the historiarmgking within them.

Discursive resistances in which historians exghjiovrote or spoke againgtnnales
methodologies did, however, understa#rhaleshistorians’ own conception of their projects.
From Davis’' idea of Berr's synthesis to Bailyn, Kax and Mattingly’'s doubts about
Braudel'slongue durégerecognition came for the context and animus es#annalistes’
methodologies. But more often resistances issuat foremises related to what historians
thoughtannalistes’proposals heralded, not literally what they destibin those instances,
historians responded to the symbolic elemerdrofalistearguments, or what Ricoeur would
call a ‘surplus of meaning’: the idea that, frone #udience’s point of view, itself driven by
the ‘dynamic of interpretive reading’, forms of hamexpression convey more than their
authors realized or intendéy.

Rival theories of history arose in these misrecasti Certain historians objected to
the conception of ‘the past’ implied bgnnales historians’ methodologies. Droz and
Cantimori’s objections to Febvre and Braudel's wakemplified the point. They both
thought that Febvre criticized historians such agi®bos for neglect of the past as a whole,
the past including the spectrum of facts and evénts politics to culture. Both Droz and

Cantimori later rejected Braudel's idea that histas should probe particular types of facts in

18 Schieder, ‘Strukturen und Persénlichkeiten’, 265-9
¥ Francois Dosséistoire du Structuralismé2 vols; Paris, 1992), i. 202-203.
2 paul Ricoeurlnterpretation Theory: Discourse and the Surplusiefaning(Fort Worth, 1976), 74.
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each of three time-spans of tleegue durédecause that broke the complex ‘maze of events’
or ‘chopped up’ the past as a chef would shred@artn a narrow sense here, two historians
working in different contexts made a similar prosed point that apparently centred on
empirical grounds —nihil est in intellectu quod non prius fuerit inrsel — or, more
specifically, that in their experience of examinthg evidence, the past formed a perceptibly
singular entity which scholars should not ultimateeparaté® But the basis of their point
referred not to the epistemology of history progb$y Annaleshistorians, the historical
knowledge that Febvre or Braudel had claimed tteeinniques could garner up; it questioned
annalistes’ methodologies given what Droz and Cantimori assurfethed the ‘actual
structure’ of the past: NeitherAnnaleshistorian had, however, claimed that their anaytic
methods responded to any notion of the past’s &dtructure’, what might be called an
‘historical ontology.’” Indeed, Droz and Cantimdrke Febvre and Braudel, used ‘the past’
and ‘history’ interchangeably to refer to the otherterminological habit also prevalent, for
instance, in Englantf So it becomes possible to agree with Mannheim tleat forms of
knowledge, and equally resistances, ‘do not nedrbtfirst legitimized by epistemolog$*'In

fact resistors often defended implicit ontologicahsiderations about what they thought the
past was without addressing the issue at any lemrgthdepth.

Theory lingered in a second surplus of meaningtirgadboth to accessibility of ‘the
past’ and truth-claims. Historians who defended doeument as the origin of historical
knowledge also defended a ‘verificationist’ undansting of historical truths without using
that terminology> They weighed up facts that they had uncoveredxiegetical methods in

order to verify that they corresponded to evidefaend elsewhere in the documentation.

2L saint Thomas Aquinas’s phrase, adopted by philusapof empiricism, ‘nothing in the intellect hast first
arisen in the senses.” See Thomas AquiGasitra Gentilesedited by Joseph Kenny (2 vols; New York, 1955-
77), 87 1. 2.

2 peter Strawsonndividuals: An Essay in Descriptive Metaphygicsndon, 1959), 155-56.

% Bentley,Modernizing England’s Pas08.

2 Mannheimdeology and Utopia259.

% The terminology of verification is borrowed fromL] Austin, Philosophical Paper§Oxford, 1970), §36, 92.
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They considered the written word as an echo, diration’ in Croce’s terminology, of past
events themselve$.Frustration expressed by M. I. Newbigin or HentisBon with Febvre
and Bataillon’s examination of the theoretical essarising from the relationship of history to
geography centred on its lack of ‘original resegrtite ‘certain materials hitherto unknown’
to which Ranke had made de rigueurto refer if historical knowledge was to make
progres<’ Behind this criticism, therefore, lay disdain #operceived movement away from
verificationist understandings of truth toward ‘eobnce’ theories: Newbigin and Busson
disliked the idea that developments in theoreticaderstandings of phenomena alone could
provide explanatory certitude by rendering coheestint knowledge. Frederic Cheyette’s
wish ‘to make the body of evidence on mediaevaltitutsons coherent’ by finding
representative ways of explaining it also spokeh® idea of coherené.The perceived
threat posed by such theories of truth coherense fdund expression as a rejection of
relativism with historians like Henri-Irénée Martowho defended biography as an
explanatory genre designed to convey vital trandeece, ‘the absolute worth of the human
person’, against his understanding that Morazé bkistory as tracing an evolution of
knowledge and the ability to manipulate the natwatld, ‘the genesis of our own science
and our contemporary technolody.’But Annales historians did not necessarily reject
correspondence theories of truth; as Chapter Oowesh they valued painstaking research as
much as their detractors and predecessors. In taey, created a hybrid theory of truth,
combining data-driven with hypothesis-driven apphes to subjects. In America, historians
had also developed this technique early in theopetbut, in isolation from developments in
France, with recourse to a Jamesonian pragmatierstachding of research: that the findings

of one hypothesis should spur formulation and igstif another. As cosmologists now posit

% Benedetto CroceStoria come pensiero e azio(®ari, 1943), 6.

27 Leopold von RankeDie rémischen Papste: lhre Kirche und ihr Staat $echszehnten und siebzehnten
Jahrhundert(3 vols; Berlin, 1844-45), i. xi.

2 Cheyette, ‘Mr Hollister’s ‘Irony”, 12.

% See RichéHenri-Irénée Marroy 174.
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that they can express the universesson d'étrein a series of mathematical equations,
Annaleshistorians’ ideas of hypothesis-driven historicaéthods productive of coherent
truths may unsettle fewer historians than theyltbre 197G° But this is a movement of

mind that historians examined here could not haveskeen.

Linguistic misunderstandings also generated sagdwf meaning. The issue cut two
ways: on one hand certain resistors reje&adaleshistorians’ methodologies in favour of
hermeneutic-documentary methods designed for thlestaf national history or refused to
deploy tools such as comparison and cultural regidesigned to underpin research in
European and global history; at the same time, ths®ad linguistic differences in order to
criticize Annaleshistorians’ work on stylistic grounds. Tawney, Metke, von Below, Ritter,
Heimpel and Volpe all worked towards a historicalderstanding with a clear national
identity inasmuch as it focused on English-, Germmantalian-speaking regions, reinforcing
the view that ‘national master narratives in his@r writing in Europe have been
extraordinarily successful in subsuming its potn®thers3' Their efforts, driven by a
habitus incorporating characteristics of the fi@dd its national context, obscured and
circumscribed elements oAnnales Europeanist and global methodologies. But stylistic
typecasting also resulted from this national irdtiand feature@n passanin the course of
reviews. The charges are familiar, and a small rermlustrate that they were both facile and
far-reaching in implied meaning: historians accuBebvre of ‘national bias’ towards French-
language literature and of the ‘substitution of taisms for analysis’, recalling Mark
Jefferson’s feeling that Febvre’s ‘veiled ironyiléal to convey his meaning to an ‘English

reader.®? Others went further, suggesting that ‘journaliftiavado’ tainted Febvre’s worR.

%0 Max Tegmark, ‘The Mathematical Universe®, 38 (2008): 101-50.

31 Stefan Berger and Chris Lorenz, ‘Conclusion: RigkUp the Threads’, in Berger and Lore@nntested
Nation, 531.

32 paul Wentzcke, review of Febvre and DemangeerRhin HZ, 160 (1939): 162; Jefferson, review of Febvre,
La Terrg 148.

%3 H. O. Evennett, review of Febvrau Coeur religieuxEHR, 73 (1958): 523-24, 523.
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Bloch’s name, too, became embroiled in comparablgwes. Of a posthumously-published
tract on economic history, Edward Miller assumeadt thalthough it was very French
(rhetorical, literary, circuitous), it probably pented a solid analysis that made a useful
contribution to historical scienc&”Charles Morazé’s analyses of Western Civilizatimre
condemned for their stylistic shortcomings as wéle text struggles with too heavily
distilled content and labours under the burden mfbiiunate embellishments’, and, more
pressing from the perspective of an interestederéithie style [was] not quite elegant enough
to carry off the implicit sense of urgency, oridiba and importance® Reviewers failed to
provide illustrative examples, so the criticismghat sense testify to the circulation of tacitly-
accepted notions of style in each of the universitstems examined, as well as the limited
sensitivity of reviewers to international variatsoim modes of historical writing. But they also
betray hostility to perceived sophistry, even ob&i®n, inherent in a form of literary
ornamentation that they surmised must be inheré&mtych. This minor constituent of certain
evaluations stemmed from and contributed to theodkpction of a superifical habit of
international review procedure that Klaus Schild ather young historians in Germany in
the 1960s rejected when they suggested that ‘mamnisanderstanding could be resolved if
historians ventured to undertake a comprehensie¢ysin of French historiography, in the
process making sure they did not simply presenteseniist of publications®® Historians
comparable in age and latitude of interests andhogeiogies might well have shared
Schule’s sentiment. But it is also worth recallthgt periodicals carried reviews of the books
and articles containing methodological proposalgimated by members of thAnnales

School throughout the period. The numbers and dejpémalysis undoubtedly grew as 1970

34 Edward Miller, review of BlochEsquisse d’une histoire monétaiiecHR 9 (1956): 158 c.f. Edward Miller,
review of BlochLa France sous les derniers CapétieBBIR 74 (1959): 521.

% Edward W. Fox, review of Morazéa Logique de I'histoireAHR 74 (1968): 100.

% Schiile, ‘Die Tendenzen’, 232.
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neared, but the evidence here does not indicatéethiding journals operated a total exclusion
of Annaleshistories in the countries investigated.

Contested political implications also complicatedistances in a twofold fashion. In
one sense historians of politics exhibited varyegls of hostility toAnnalesmethodologies,
particularly with regard to the uses of socioloByoz, for example, did not reject sociology
out-of-hand; he looked instead to André Siegfriad &abriel Le Bras’s electoral sociology,
itself comparable in import and direction to therkvof Lee Benson and Richard McCormick,
because it assessed voter affiliation and its @actesults. He also admired Emmanuel Beau
De Loménie’s work because it deployed social atsliysorder to reveal the way in which
France’sbourgeoisclass had usurped the privilege of royal governsiéot presented their
behaviour to the public as the product of democrstruples’ Morandi, by contrast, found
interest in European perspectives on politicaldnistather than a specific methodology, but
Cowling and Elton dismissed Braudel and Laduma&thodologies specifically on grounds of
alleged hyper-positivism. So some historians oftjesl opposed some methodologies, but it
is not possible to say they all adhered to a sarduie with regard to the nature of historical
research, nor that they all oppog&thaleshistorians on the same issues.

The political undertones oAnnales historians’ work created, however, greater
tensions. Aulard’s deployment of limited econommalysis as a result of his choice to focus
on narrative-political histories of the revolutiopeera as a moment in the burgeoning of
liberal democracy in France meshed well with hiscleis defence of Third-Republic
conservative-republicanism that contrasted to terfaoto-annalistes’ social reformism.
Chevalier's defence of qualitative demographic gsialfed into his urban histories, which

exhibited nostalgia for the Paris of a bygone drat texisted before the architects and

3" Emmanuel Beau de Loméniees responsabilités des dynasties bourgeqBesls; Paris, 1948-73), i. 10-12;
Loménie defended events against perceived negjeghbaleshistorians, notably Febvre, in a way evocative of
Aron and Renouvin’s arguments for their re-instaam see Emmanuel Beau de Loménie, ‘L'Histoire non
événementielle’HM, (1955): 187-202; 393-402.
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construction companies erected Berum des Hallesind theCentre Pompidod® Indeed, for
Schramm, Ritter and Heimpel, as for Volpe and Qaoti, varieties of historiographical
nationalism, as a search to historicize nationahiily or to maintain the indigeneity of
historical practice by opposing ‘foreign’ methodgiles, haunted the explanatory apparatus
that they used and testified to the intellectuglpgut politicians could acquire for their ideas
of paternalistic-nationalist government in the Gany and Italy in the 1930s and 1940s.
Venturi also defended the lingering suppositioristory’s civil-political nature in Italy in
opposition to Braudel's apparent apoliticization ibfoy undervaluing political narratives.
Arguments over the connection between the admatistr of justice and the institution of
feudal government in America also, for examplepnesed with twentieth-century notions
held in the professoriate that the United Stateslition of liberal government and free
markets rested on a European institutional leghay temained intact but did not direct or
guide social and economic life, instead providinge tlegal framework within which
entrepreneurship could flourish. Political commitrteethus fed into resistances ostensibly
about methodology.

The extent of disruption posed by rival politigdeas, supposed or in fact present,
owes a debt to the transnational repercussionsverfite between 1900 and 1970. In the
approach to 1914, Sanctis and Vidal de la Blachesk referred to colonial debates
widespread in the field of power, and A. L. Smitatsitudes, for example, distinguished the
liberal-Christian vision of a self-improving sogie¢xported by European empires. The two
World Wars affected all countries concerned, wigrspnal implications for Bloch and
Febvre, ramifications for new historians’ argumethigt the United States should remain in
isolation and many others besides. The resurgeineght-wing political parties in the United

States, France and Germany of the 1920s and thalghaonomic depression, inflation and

3 Claude Dubois, ‘Louis Chevaliet’M, 9 Aug. 2001.



Conclusion 234

ideologization of the 1930s reverberated with samiforce, producing histories more
responsive to material conditions. The ideologpshrization of the post-1945 reconstruction
era and emergent consumerism coupled with the td@eand military tensions of the Cold
War until 1970 also played out in historiographiés, example, in Cowling and Elton’s
choice to emphasize specificity and politicians iagfa Dobbs, Hilton and Hobsbawm’s
investigation of classes and material facts. Tisé i abbreviated, but its suggestion of
common experiences for historians across bordaders unsurprising the fact thabnales
methodologies became embroiled, and often suffecdidteral damage, in debates with an
ideological twist. They also complicate evaluatminthe extent to which different national
settings exerted decisive influence on the natureregistances toAnnales historians’
methodologies.

Surpluses of meaning relating to institutions rhattpolitical tensions in their affects
on resistances. Practitioners of institutional drigtsuch as historians of the Manchester
School and French mediaevalists Ferdinand Lot, IEsd&dmond Perrin and Robert Fawtier
ignored or doubted, respectively, the applicabiifyAnnaleshistorians’ technical proposals,
despite the connection established in Chapter Gatevden Durkheimian sociology and
institutional history. But historians’ different ti@dological positions also related to their
institutional affiliations. Rejections of sociologyy Oxford and Cambridge Universities
before the 1950s, the Fabian associations of Tawm@yndon School of Economics, the role
of French universities as part of republican ‘stgiparatus’, the separation of political history
in Germany’s Philosophical Faculties from legal aednomic history in other departments
and the shere diversity of American institutionslppematized the decoding and application

of Annalesmethodologies by scholars without the same traimingesearch paths open to
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Annaleshistorians in the institutions they had creatédet Annaleshistorians had never
envisaged or intended such consequences.

Only a series of different answers can respondretbre, to questions about the
content of resistances. Not all resistances rajeetery or indeed angnnalesmethodology;
some qualified, mitigated or neutralized their valece to the study of history in subjects or
territories little frequented bgnnaleshistorians. The responses of diplomatic historiges
Chabod, Kaehler and Taylor exemplified subject-Bgeneutralization. The dis-orientation
of Otto Hintze faced with the radicalism — by pnéing standards in Germany — of Braudel's
longue duréesuggested that difficulties arose in the passagepales’methodological ideas
between two parts of Western Europe. Yet FranceGerdhany formed part of one ‘historical
region’ or ‘meso-region which over a long periodtiohe is characterized by an individual
cluster of social, economic, cultural and politistductures and which is larger than a single
state yet smaller than a continefftOthers stated criticisms in stronger terms, bstonians
who might have labels such as ‘traditional’ or ‘servative’ attached to them, names ranging
from Cowling through Morandi to Ritter, rarely cooited allAnnalesmethodologies. So the
will to discomfit did not characterize many resstas, least of all those in which features of
the field produced habitus intransigent Amnales’ techniques. Nor can it be said that
conservatism of various political and professiosatts, or traditionalism, animated the
majority of resistances. An equal range of indialduand clusters from Davis through Croce,

Mattingly and Venturi entertained commitments distively liberal in tendency.

In total, these findings deliver a kinetic undenstiag of resistances, one that does not confine
itself to a rigid or singular conception but mowetween a variety of ideas, acts and styles of

resistances. This is not because ‘resistancedasraunfit for purpose; it is in fact because of

% For ‘state apparatuses’, see Althustgzplogy 24.
“0 Stefan Troebst, ‘What’s in a Historical Region7@utonic PerspectiveERH, 10 (2003): 173-88, 173.
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its suitability. The dissertation addressed a ramigeppositions and debates throughout the
period and they exhibited variety, imagination ancertain level of persistence in the form of
challenge they posed; that necessitated termincdbdliexibility allowed by the breadth of
meaning signified by ‘resistances.’” The limited wegof recurring styles of resistances also
suggests that, just as the period Afnalespre-history, from 1900 until 1929, aided an
understanding of thA&nnalesSchool after 1929 in Chapter One, the analysissistances
since 1900 has in turn provided insight into patalkevelopments of a diversity equal to those
disseminated byAnnales historians. But that does not indicate a form ofdenying
intellectual or other co-ordination between resgstand resistances. It points instead to an
uneven and discontinuous movement of methodologieditions toward plurality in focus,
theoretical sophistication and interdisciplinaribyoughout the twentieth century, inside and
outside theAnnalesSchool.

The variety of resistances fnnalesmethodologies also prevents decisive resolution
of whether disciplinary, national or transnationtdctors dominated. The array of
methodological traditions, individual predisposits) field features and the dynamism
exposed as part of receptionsfofhalesmethodologies by international audiences as well as
colleagues within France suggests that, whilsbtoes‘the twentieth century is a French one’
with hindsight, a variety of inventive techniquesltiplied in the work of resistors too; and at
a high-rate between 1900 and 197®nnaleshistorians’ methodologies commanded the
attention of a host of historians, who debated tHemmultifarious reasons. Where this
resulted from an intention to engage and oppadsealeshistorians’ own methodological
propositions, resistances suggest thatAhealesSchool constituted something worthy of the
time and effort to tackle even from the point oéwiof its detractors. This discloses that a

resistor was not simply aminence grisebut in fact considered their actions as necessary f

“1 Seibt, ‘Erzahler der Langsamen’, 234.
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the maintenance of standards as they perceived thehistorical research. That those
standards may no longer appear palatable, in panks to theAnnalesSchool itself, is not
reason to disregard debates in which resistanaese dsecause they themselves explain a
limited but important part of the history of tihenalesSchool. Nor did resistances always
occur in isolation from receptions in the univerdield. In fact, the historical disciplines in
the respective countries examined exhibited traskdgnterrelation, especially through
personal friendships and private communication ctvhcombined with growing international
collaboration through the International Committe Historical Sciences, highlights the
extent to which transnational field processes itatdd both receptions and resistances to
Annaleshistorians’ methodologies. The cross-fertilizatmfndisciplinary traditions, to which
geographically-mobile Americans in the early-twetiticentury and émigré scholars fleeing
dictatorships in inter-war Europe contributed, athed this international fluidity. Nor can the
prominence of features of university systems inpsita and skewing understandings of
Annales methodologies be considered as a purely nationaehghenon because of the
transnational echoes between instances of insiiali blockages occurring across the
university field. Indeed, transnational processesld not exist without the extant geo-
political national formations acting as hosts te Historical profession and discipline as well
as university systems. So, as far as the evideresepted here is concerned, the unity of
disciplinary, national and transnational factorsiv&cin generating resistances Amnales

methodologies stand together, each inalienable thenother.
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