
father and his political office” (299). She found some refuge in “food, children, animals” (300) but
could not help the fact that her enmeshment with the family made her unhappy and sick. Finally,
Marguerite von Bismarck (née Countess Hoyos von Stichsenstein) came from an
English-Austro-Hungarian background. She was not the first choice of bride for Herbert von
Bismarck, but the first woman his parents approved of. Though integrated into the
“Bismarckian system,” she managed to keep her cheerfulness. Being the guardian of
Bismarck-memory, she tried to influence her father-in-law’s image over the first half of the twen-
tieth century and was an important point of contact for anti-republican conservatives and Nazis
trying to placate their connection to the dead chancellor.

The book merits a number of critical remarks. Overall, the many digressions, together with
sections focused on other Bismarcks (particularly in chapter 4), tend to confuse the argument.
Long footnotes alternate with statements without any proof. The latter often relate to the sup-
posed “noble identity” of the threewomen. However, the fact that they have a noble name does
not mean that (almost) all their actions are infused with a spirit of nobility. Although much
research literature on the nobility is mentioned in passing, there is no in-depth engagement
with those works that have highlighted the difficulties in distinguishing between nobility and
bourgeoisie, or the fact that the Prussian state did not actually make these distinctions any-
more when it came to its officials. The same superficial treatment is true when looking at
the quoted literature on the history of emotions. Though I tend to believe Hopp’s argument
on emotions, historians of the field may likely take issue.

Finally, a few glaring, and for this reviewer easily researchable, examples on how research
literature is engaged with throughout the text: On page 444, Hopp speaks about the term
“aristocracy” after 1900. In this, she quotes the reviewer’s own book, which states that
the concept of nobility was detached from “a social content” (407, not as in Hopp’s footnote
377 and 379), which in Hopp’s quote transforms into “its social content.” This is no small
error, but a significant difference, as the former statement captures the nobility’s heteroge-
neity, while the latter creates a false impression. Furthermore, the original text talks about
the mid-nineteenth, not the early twentieth, century and speaks about the nobility, not the
concept of aristocracy. Again, these are important differences. Similar issues reoccur when
Hopp quotes Norbert Elias’s work on Louis XIV’s France or Ewald Frie’s work on the period
around 1800; in both cases, Hopp uses the literature as support for statements on the later
nineteenth century. This is to add just two more examples out of many.

Thus, while the book manages to highlight the important role that the women around
Bismarck played, this is not the kind of scholarship that supports solid arguments in the future.
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It is an understatement to say that North Americans are familiar with Jacob and Wilhelm
Grimm. Their names and work have long been an integral part of American culture: from
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the first English-language edition of their fairy tales published 200 years ago to numerous
Disney adaptations, from the 2005 Hollywood adventure fantasy film The Brothers Grimm
to the recently founded Brothers Grimm Society of North America. And yet, as Jakob
Norberg notes at the beginning of his new book, such acknowledgment has focused almost
exclusively on the Grimms’ collection of tales and not on their myriad other philological and
political contributions. To be sure, linguists are well aware of Jacob Grimm’s Deutsche
Grammatik (1819–1837), and scholars from many fields refer to the Deutsches Wörterbuch
begun by the Grimms in 1854. Yet, of the four English-language biographies written about
the brothers, only one, written fifty years ago for a popular audience, focuses on anything
beyond the Kinder- und Hausmärchen (Murray B. Peppard, Paths Through the Forest [1971]; nota-
bly, this work is not listed in Norberg’s bibliography). Even if scholars of the nineteenth cen-
tury know that Jacob and Wilhelm Grimm were among the seven professors fired from the
University of Göttingen in 1837 for protesting the revocation of the new Hanoverian consti-
tution by Ernst August I, they might not be familiar with the Grimms’ views about the
German nation. Norberg has written this book to address those gaps. In the process, he
also expands our understanding of nineteenth-century German nationalism.

His approach involves a careful reading of the Grimms’ published writings, lectures, and
correspondence. His argument also rests on wide-ranging secondary sources about the
Grimms, their contemporaries, and key historical events. Additionally, Norberg’s notes pro-
vide a wealth of references to political theory, including historical and contemporary theo-
ries of nationalism. Each of the book’s six chapters presents the specific intellectual or
political context for the Grimms’ work about the German nation, including Jacob’s speech
at the first convention of Germanists in 1846, the Kinder- und Hausmärchen (1812–1858),
Wilhelm’s study of ancient Germanic literature, the work of both brothers as civil servants
for various governments, Jacob’s role in the Frankfurt Parliament of 1848, his thoughts about
education, and his Geschichte der deutschen Sprache (1848).

The notion Norberg drives home is that the task of the philologist in all of these endeavors
was not political in the sense of advocating for a particular form of government or even for any
specific policies regarding the lives of a state’s subjects. He points out that Jacob Grimm
claimed to have no theory of the state and was not interested in the “social question” (135)
that motivated some of his contemporaries. Rather, Norberg’s innovative contribution is pro-
posing the concept of the “philologist king” to describe the Grimms’ goal. This is an allusion to
Plato’s “philosopher king” (2), but with a specific historical twist. In the context of the national
awakening during and after Napoleon’s occupation of Germany, the Grimms’ extensive
research into the history of German culture (including linguistic, legal, literary, and grammat-
ical topics) was intended to advise a German ruler about his nation. Rather than present a
reading of the fairy tales or the details of Jacob’s theory of the First Germanic Sound Shift,
Norberg digs into the implications of the Grimms’ wide-ranging philological scholarship to
uncover their concept of the Volk. That work enabled them, so Norberg’s argument, to artic-
ulate and promote a nationalist ideal of the German people as “determinate rather than unde-
fined, natural rather than fabricated, historically deep rather than recently conjured” (37). In
other words, their philological work provided their contemporaries “the image of an already
existing people, enclosed in its own cultural life” (80).

In the process of uncovering this philological project, Norberg alerts us to the contradic-
tions inherent in it, as in most nationalist dogmas. For instance, as philologists who studied
particularity, the Grimms had to acknowledge its tension with the emergence of a national
culture. In his Geschichte der deutschen Sprache Jacob condemned foreign rule as unacceptable
yet celebrated the historical incursions of the Germanic tribes across Western Europe. And
complaints about specific rulers or advocating for a constitution and the primacy of the peo-
ple did not prevent the Grimms from insisting on the necessity of monarchical government.
But there are a few topics Norberg touches on which could benefit from further explanation.
For example, did Jacob’s role as censor include having to ban written calls for national unity
that he otherwise supported? How did his use of the term “fatherland” that initially referred
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to Hesse, change in his later years to refer to “Germany”? But perhaps most importantly,
how did he reconcile his deep dedication to a national cause with his long-term service
to Prussia? In other words, what becomes of Austria and the German-speaking parts of
Bohemia and Moravia in his commitment to unifying a philologically defined German
nation? Or was he simply silent on the matter of the so-called kleindeutsche Lösung?
Finally, Norberg presents substantial evidence that Jacob Grimm believed that philological
knowledge qualified him to influence the future of Germany, but did this idea catch on?
We read that Theodor Fontane viewed one of his speeches as vacuous; it would be interesting
to hear more about contemporary opinions from within the broader nationalist movement
about the Grimms’ faith in the authority of the philologist.

In sum, this well-written and carefully researched book offers much food for thought for
historians of Central Europe. The Grimms’ scholarship addressed the history of language,
legal traditions, literature, myth, and folk culture. Jakob Norberg’s detailed examination of
their published work provides new insights into its implications for nationalist thinking
in nineteenth-century Central Europe. It also raises important questions that are worth pur-
suing further. In the process, it challenges us to reflect on the role and contribution of schol-
arly work from a range of historical disciplines in the project of defining the nation and
advocating for its political consequences.
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Chad Bryant’s new book is a creative and informative walk through modern Central
European history. Using the theme of belonging and the biographies of five diverse
Prague residents, he presents a history of the Bohemian capital and western
Czechoslovakia during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries against a constantly changing
social, political, and cultural backdrop. Drawing from a wealth of new scholarly studies and
less known but revealing primary sources, he departs from standard narratives of national-
ism as the driving force of Bohemian and Czech history, usefully and insightfully appreciat-
ing the appeal of leftist parties among Prague residents well before the February 1948
communist coup. Along the way, varieties of opportunities and strategies for satisfying
the human need for belonging appear, including, above all, live and remote spaces that
Prague offered for socializing and connecting with others, and engaging in community.

Chapter 1, “German City,” is set in the first half of the nineteenth century, when Czech
patriots were asserting themselves in the face of German predominance in Prague. Through
the life story of Karel Vladislav Zap, author of A Guide to Prague (1847), Bryant introduces his
readers to Prague’s rich architectural and ethnic makeup and shows how early middle-class
institutions of sociability and the city’s visage offered opportunities for belonging in the
growing city. Bryant deftly employs Zap’s story to present the now-familiar narrative of
nineteenth-century Czech nation-building. But as subsequent chapters show, this work is
no mere retelling of that old story dressed in urban garb.
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