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This introductory course invites foreign students of Social Sciences and Humanities
as part of the Berlin Perspectives program.
Despite increasing global interconnectivities and alternative modes of belonging, the
basic belief that the world should be structured and divided primarily along national
boundaries remains surprisingly unchallenged in the 21st century. In crossing
disciplinary boundaries this course uses the rapidly changing capital city of Berlin as
a lens to enable students to observe important facets of German nationalism since
the 19th century. These include romantic notions of place and belonging, the making
of the two unifications, left, right and liberal forms of nationalism, as well as the
collective memory of the Nazi past. It provides an introduction to some important
theories of nationalism, with special attention on the role of cities and capitals for the
public (re)production of memory and belonging. By the end of this course, students
will have a better understanding of Berlin and Germany, with their many contested
layers of histories and identities. They will be able to grasp Berlin’s unique as well as
paradigmatic role in the making and remaking of national identity in Germany.
Language
The language of instruction is English. The reading material will primarily be in
English, but students will also be encouraged to engage with some German sources.
Assessment
There will be a take-home exam in week 14. The two optional questions will be
published online on Friday at 2pm. Students will have four hours to answer one
question in the form of a short essay of 1000-1500 words. The exam will have to be
submitted electronically to the course convenor. Please note that appropriate
referencing will be essential to pass this exam. It is also required to use at least one
primary or secondary source in German.
In order to pass this course, students may not miss more than one of the seven
block seminars (unless exceptional circumstance apply) and will have to demonstrate
engagement with the reading material during the seminars.

PLEASE NOTE THAT A GOOD COMMAND OF ENGLISH AND A BASIC COMMAND OF
GERMAN IS NECESSARY TO PASS THIS COURSE!

	
  
Seminar 1 - Nationalism in Theory and Practice
During this seminar students will get acquainted with some theories on
nations and nationalism. What is a “nation”? And what does nationalism
mean for our personal, public and political lives? Is nationalism a good or a
bad thing? Is it essentially modern or rather something ancient? How does
nationalism come about and why do we live in nation-states? Will future
generations still organise themselves as nations?
During the discussion, students will be encouraged to think comparatively
and to apply learnt theories to their home countries as well as to Germany.
They also will be asked about their personal (Berlin) perspectives on German
nationalism, and whether they think of the Germans as a “normal” nation or
one that has taken a special path within Europe (the concept of the
Sonderweg will be more intensively discussed in Seminar 5). Can Berlin be
regarded as a typical German city, or rather a case sui generis? After all,
what is typically German?
During the second half of the seminar, the students will take a walk to the
Neue Wache monument. This particular lieu de mémoire is an excellent
place to get a first impression of the multifaceted history of Berlin and
German nationalism, in its earlier as well as more recent forms.
Reading Material
Benedict Anderson, ‘Introduction’ to Imagined Communities: Reflections on
the Origin and Spread of Nationalism, revised ed. (London: Verso, 1991).
John Breuilly, ‘Introduction’ to Ernest Gellner, Nations and Nationalism, 2nd
ed. (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2006 [1983]).
Wallis Miller, ‘Schinkel and the Politics of German Memory: The Life of the
Neue Wache Monument’, in Scott Denham et al. (eds.), A User’s Guide to
German Cultural Studies (Ann Arcor: University of Michigan, 1997).
Pierre Nora (2005), ‘Between Memory and History: Les Lieux de Mémoire’, in
Representations, No. 26, Special Issue: Memory and Counter-Memory.
Further Reading:
Laurenz Demps, Die Neue Wache: Vom königlichen Wachhaus zur zentralen
Gedenkstätte (Berlin: vbb, 2011).
Jonathan Hearn, Rethinking Nationalism (Basingtoke: Palgrave MacMillan
2006).
Jennifer A. Jordan, Structures of Memory: Understanding Urban Change in Berlin and
Beyond (Stanford University Press, 2006).

	
  
Seminar 2 - Towards Unification: how Berlin became Germany’s capital
city
Unification is by definition a nationalist event, as it follows the “one state = one
nation” formula. In 1871 the Prussian capital, Berlin, became the capital of the new
nation-state, which had been formed of many previously sovereign states. The
reasons for this outcome can be analysed from a longue durée perspective, reaching
from the defeat of Napoleon via the 1848/9 revolutions towards the “wars of
unification”. This seminar shall provide some basic knowledge of the history of
German nationalism in the 19th century. Students will learn about some crucial
events and discuss the effects of these events on the development of Berlin.
The second half of the seminar will take place at the Bismarck monument
(Grosser Stern). Students are encouraged to think about comparable examples in
history, and in how far Germany and its capital differed from other places in Europe.
Reading Material
David Barclay, "Political Trends and Movements 1830-1850: The Vormärz and the
Revolutions of 1848-1849," in Jonathan Sperber (ed.), Germany 1800-1870 (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2004).
John Breuilly and Ronald Speirs, ‘The Concept of Unification’, in Breuilly and Speirs
(eds.), Germany’s Two Unifications: Anticipations, Experiences, Responses
(Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2004).
John Breuilly, ‘Nationalism and the First Unification’, in Breuilly and Speirs (eds.),
Germany’s Two Unifications: Anticipations, Experiences, Responses (Basingstoke:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2004).
Michael Hecher, Containing Nationalism (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), see
especially pp. 15-17.
Wolfram Siemann, ‘The Revolutions of 1848-49 and the Persistence of the old
Regime in Germany (1848-1850), in Mary Fulbrook (ed.), German History since 1800
(London: Edward Arnold, 1997).
Further Reading
Otto von Bismarck, Gedanken und Erinnerungen. Bearbeitet von Michael Epkenhans
und Eberhard Kolb (Paderborn: Ferdinand Schöningh, 2012).
Otto Dann, Nation und Nationalismus in Deutschland 1770-1990 (Munich: C.H. Beck,
1993).
Heinrich A. Winkler, Germany: The Long Road West. Vol. 1: 1789-1933 (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2006).

	
  

Seminar 3 - Heimat and Metropolis
During this seminar the students will look at the concept of Heimat in relation to the
rapid industrialisation and demographic development of Berlin around 1900. Is a
romantic notion of Heimat essentially anti-modern, or perhaps rather a side effect of
modernity? Are there any fundamental differences between urban and rural forms of
Heimat? How have Berliners been able to reconcile the longing for domestic
community with the metropolitan anonymity that surrounded them? How could
Anderson’s theory of the imagined community be applied to Peter Fritzsche’s
approach in Reading Berlin 1900?
Meeting point for this seminar will be the Museum of the Heimatverein Steglitz
(tbc).
Reading Material
Celia Applegate, A Nation of Provincials: The German Idea of Heimat
(Berkeley, University of California Press, 1990), ch. 3.
Peter Fritzsche, Reading Berlin 1900 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1996).
Peter Blickle, Heimat: A Critical Theory of the German Idea of Homeland (Rochester:
Camden House, 2004), ch. 2.
Ernst Bloch, Das Prinzip Hoffnung (Frankfurt a.M.: Suhrkamp, 1959), see in
particular pages 16 and 28.
Karl Popper (1927), ‘Zur Philosophie des Heimatgedankens’, in Die Quelle 77(10).
Maiken Umbach, German Cities and Bourgeois Modernism, 1890-1924 (Oxford,
Oxford University Press, 2009), ch. 1 and 3.

Film
Fritz Lang (1927), Metropolis.
Walther Ruttmann (1927), Berlin: Symphonie einer Großstadt.

	
  
Seminar 4 – Ideologies and Identities
Nationalism is a “parasitic” ideology, as it conflates with political ideologies that
shape the way national identity is articulated. These ideologies compete with each
other. Students will be asked to think about conflicting notions of nationhood within
their own country, and try to establish parallels to the German case.
Throughout the 20th century conservatives, liberals, socialists and communists and
fascists have expressed different notions and visions of Germany. The racist notion
of Germany, as promoted by the Nazis during the Third Reich, stood in contrast to
the internationalist ideals of the Left. Nevertheless, left-wing nationalism has
appeared at many times around the world as well as in Germany. The ideological
polarisation of German nationalism particularly manifested itself on the official level
during the division of the nation, when Berlin was the epicentre of the Cold War. The
Federal Republic and the German Democratic Republic both claimed to be the better
and truer Germany. At the same time, a more post-national notion of Germany
emerged. This will be further discussed in Seminar 5.
During the the second half of the Seminar, the student group will meet at Berlin
Alexanderplatz, from where we will go up the Fernsehturm, which can be
interpreted as an architectural symbol of the ideological competition between the
two German states.

Reading Material
Arash Abizadeh (2004), ‘Liberal Nationalist versus Postnational Social Integration’, in
Nations and Nationalism 10(3).
John Bornemann, Belonging in the Two Berlins: Kin, State, Nation (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1992), ch. 1.
Michael Freeden (1998), ‘Is Nationalism a Distinct Ideology?’, in Political
Studies 46(4).
Ronald J. Granieri, ‘Thou shalt consider thyself a European: Catholic
Supranationalism and the Sublimation of German Nationalism after 1945’ in Michael
and Hartmut Lehmann (eds.), Religion und Nation, Nation und Religion: Beitrage zu
einer unbewältigten Geschichte (Göttingen: Wallstein, 2004).
Eric Hobsbawm (24 January 2008), ‘Diary’, in London Review of Books 30(2)
pp. 34-35, online http://www.lrb.co.uk/v30/n02/eric-hobsbawm/diary
Marc Howard (1995), ‘An East German Ethnicity? Understanding the New Division of
Unified Germany’, in German Politics and Society 13(4).
Dietrich Orlow (2006), ‘The GDR's Failed Search for a National Identity, 1945-1989’,
in German Studies Review 29(3).

	
  
Seminar 5 – Vergangenheitsbewältigung: Coming to terms with the Nazi
past and some related controversies
While the 1950s were more particularly a decade of supressing the past, rather than
recognising what really happened, since the 1960s the notion that Germans had
followed a negative historical trajectory from the reformation towards Nazism
became more popular amongst Federal Republican intellectuals. The Nazi episode
would subsequently be historicised as more than simply an historical accident that
could potentially have also happened to other nations; rather it was depicted as the
cumulative result of peculiarly German developments (i.e. the German Sonderweg).
At the same time, the public the public was increasingly confronted with the
Holocaust. The 1968 generation subsequently challenged the silence of their parents,
who they held responsible for Auschwitz. The political climate change of the mid1970s, however, quickly ignited a reactionary spirit, yearning for the lost values of
the 1950s, which Helmut Kohl sought to put into operation with his chancellorship in
1982. Consistent with the conservative-liberal concept of German memory, Kohl
sought to prevent the normalisation of a post-national identity, as envisaged by
Jürgen Habermas and the left-liberal antagonists. It was this tension that led to the
Historikerstreit (Historians’ Dispute) in 1986.
During the second half of the seminar, the class will visit the Memorial to the
Murdered Jews of Europe.
Reading Material
Jürgen, Habermas, (1988) ‘Historical Consciousness and Post-Traditional Identity:
Remarks on the Federal Republic's Orientation to the West’, in Acta Sociologica
31(1).
Konrad H. Jarausch, ‘Der nationale Tabubruch: Wissenschaft, Öffentlichkeit und
Politik in der Fischer-Kontroverse’ in Martin Sabrow, Ralph Jessen, Klaus Große
Kracht (eds.), Zeitgeschichte als Streitgeschichte: Große Kontroversen seit 1945
(Munich: C.H.Beck, 2003).
Jürgen Kocka (1988), ‘German History before Hitler: The Debate about the German
Sonderweg’, in Journal of Contemporary History 23(1).
A. Dirk Moses (2007), ‘Stigma and Structure in German Memory’ in German
Intellectuals and the Nazi Past (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press).
Further Reading
Rudolf Augstein, Historikerstreit: Die Dokumentation der Kontroverse um die
Einzigartigkeit der national-sozialistischen Judenvernichtung (Munich: Piper, 1987).
Torben Fischer and Matthias N. Lorenz, Lexikon der Vergangenheitsbewältigung in
Deutschland – Debatten- und Diskursgeschichte des Nationalsozialismus nach 1945
(Bielefeld: Transcript, 2007).
Jeffrey Herf, Divided Memory: The Nazi Past in the Two Germanys (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1997).

	
  
Seminar 6 – Multikulti and Post-migrant Identities
As discussed in Seminar 3, Berlin has been a city of enormous population influx since
the late 19th century. Since the 1960s, however, West Berlin experienced the
immigration of “Gastarbeiter” recruited from other European countries, especially
Turkey. This development has radically changed the public culture in several central
districts of Berlin.
In East Berlin, the migration system was fundamentally different. Here the largest
migrant group consisted of workers recruited from Vietnam, which was a close ally
during the Cold War. However, in comparison to the districts in the West, there were
few signs of multiculturalism in the East.
Against the backdrop of their personal experiences, the students will be asked to
respond to the claims of the German federal government and numerous other
international voices claiming that multiculturalism had been a “failure”.
The discussions will this time take place Ballhaus Naunynstrasse, where students
have the opportunity to interview Germans of non-German ethnic background. (tbc)
Reading Material
Will Kymlicka and Keith Banting (2006), ‘Immigration, Multiculturalism, and the
Welfare State’, in Ethics & International Affairs 20(3).
Francis Fukuyama (2006), Immigration and Democracy, in Journal of Democracy
17(2).
Felicitas Hillmann, ‘Riders on the storm: Vietnamese in Germany's two migration
systems’, in Ernst Spaan et al. (eds.), Asian Migrants and European Labour Markets
Patterns and Processes of Immigrant Labour Market Insertion in Europe (Oxon:
Routledge, 2005)
Online Press Articles

Der Spiegel, ‘World Cup Identity. Trying to be German as the World Watches’, 12
June 2006, http://www.spiegel.de/international/spiegel/world-cup-identity-trying-tobe-german-as-the-world-watches-a-421061.html
Carsten Lißmann, ‘Union. Seehofer erklärt Multikulti für tot’, in Die Zeit, 16 October
2010, http://www.zeit.de/politik/deutschland/2010-10/seehofer-multikulti-jungeunion

Der Spiegel, ‘Integration. Merkel erklärt Multikulti für gescheitert’, 16 October 2010,
http://www.spiegel.de/politik/deutschland/integration-merkel-erklaert-multikulti-fuergescheitert-a-723532.html
Louise Osborne, ‘Germany’s “failed” multiculturalism carries on regardless’, in The
Guardian, 19 September 2012,
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2012/sep/19/germany-multiculturalismimmigration

	
  
Seminar 7 – Berlin: A Normal City in a Normal Nation?
The last Seminar will take place at the Mauerpark, a strip of the former border
between East and West Berlin in the strongly gentrified district of Prenzlauer Berg.
The students will discuss the event of unification and what this meant for the
development of Berlin and Germany in general. Students will engage with the
debates about the normalisation of German nationalism and review the previous
Seminars in the light of these debates. In how far does the history of Berlin
represent an abnormal historical trajectory (Sonderweg) in Germany? Was the Fall of
the Berlin Wall an inevitable event? Is the new Berlin Republic the end of Germany’s
abnormal history? In how far has the recent change in Berlin, towards an
increasingly internationally recognised hipness, contributed to an image makeover of
the German nation in general? Or is Berlin still exceptional?
Reading Material
Stephen Brockmann, ‘“Normalization”: Has Helmut Kohl’s Vision Been Realized?’ in
Stuart Taberner and Paul Cooke (eds.), German Culture, Politics and Literature into
the Twenty-First Century: Beyond Normalization (New York: Camden House, 2006).
Mary Fulbrook, ‘Nationalism in the second German unification’, in Breuilly and Speirs
(eds.), Germany’s Two Unifications: Anticipations, Experiences, Responses
(Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2004).
Hans-Peter Fritzsche, ‘Conditions for Xenophobia in Eastern Germany (formerly the
GDR)’, in Russell F. Farnen (ed.), Nationalism, Ethnicity and Identity: Cross National
and Comparative Perspectives (New Brunswick: Transaction Publishers, 2004).
Michael Billig, Banal Nationalism (London: Thousand Oaks, 1995), ch. 1
Jürgen Habermas, ‘Die zweite Lebenslüge der Bundesrepublik: Wir sind wieder
“normal” geworden’, in Die Zeit, 11 December 1992.
Further Reading
Konrad H. Jarausch and Volker Gransow (eds.), Uniting Germany: Documents and
Debates, 1944–1993 (Oxford: Berghahn, 1994)
Charles S. Maier, Dissolution: The Crisis of Communism and the End of East
Germany (Princeton University Press, 1997).
Karen E. Till, The New Berlin: Memory, Politics, Place (Minneapolis: University of
Minnesota Press, 2003).
Heinrich A. Winkler, Germany: The Long Road West. Vol. 2: 1933-1990 (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2007).
	
  

