
Anglophone research on communism in Eastern Europe. Before each section of their chapter, they pre-
sent important research questions that can serve as stimuli for readers. Reinhard Heinisch’s contribu-
tion focuses on party politics and the role of the European Union in East Central Europe after 1989. He
recalls the region’s “return to Europe” and poses the question of whether current European Union
member states should welcome refugees or rather continue building “fortress Europe.” Patrice
M. Dabrowski and Stefan Troebst close the book with a chapter on the “Uses and Abuses of the
Past” since the eighteenth century, analyzing commemorations and representations before World
War I, in the period leading up to communism, and the politics of history and cultures of remem-
brance during communism. Their contribution clearly demonstrates how the past has been used to
legitimize or delegitimize a current regime.

This is a commendable textbook for students: individual chapters can be read independently of one
another, and each chapter ends with references and recommendations for in-depth reading. Moreover,
the book includes eleven maps, eight figures, sixteen tables, and an index. While the respective geo-
graphical specializations of the authors are evident, an effort is made to cover all countries to show
the major evolutions in East Central Europe. The volume’s chief limitation is that it primarily reflects
the Anglophone state of research, only partially and inadequately representing East Central European
historiographic perspectives. Nevertheless, the editors have succeeded in publishing an easily readable,
well-organized overview that covers the main ideas, structures, and developments of this area. It is a
worthwhile read for students and scholars of East Central Europe.
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The history of the Habsburg Empire longs for syntheses. The puzzle of languages, political movements,
and religions; the juxtaposition of backwardness and modernity, of innovation and tradition, offers one
a fascinating mosaic of pieces with which academics and intellectuals can play. That the empire fell so
utterly and completely in 1918, shattering all those pieces of the mosaic, makes coming up with syn-
thetic accounts that reassemble and impart coherence all the more challenging and stimulating.
Moreover, the long-underway project of Habsburg studies to revise and reassess the empire, shedding
the assumptions that have underwritten histories of inevitable decline and fall, has given the impetus
for new synthetic accounts that offer scholars and students a fair appraisal of the empire’s last two hun-
dred years.

Enter this book under review. Marco Bellabarba’s Das Habsburgerreich, itself a revised translation of
L’impero asburgico, which appeared in 2014, offers a sweeping and often engaging account of the
Habsburg Empire in its last one hundred and fifty years, from the accension of Joseph II to the position
of Holy Roman Emperor to the collapse of the empire in World War I.

Bellabarba’s narrative begins with a familiar story, the death of Joseph II and the rolling back of his
ambitious reforms that would have administratively ended Hungarian distinctiveness. This moment is
also when C. A. Macartney began his own magisterial synthetic account of the empire. But while
Macartney cast the death of Joseph II as the beginning of decline, Bellabarba tells a similar story
with a raised eyebrow. He wants us to be skeptical of this narrative, even as he tells it.
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The question that frames the opening pages of the book concerns which direction the Habsburg
Empire should face: toward the Holy Roman Empire or, inwardly, toward its own territories. The
Prussian challenge to Habsburg hegemony in Germany spurs a turning inward, toward reorganization
and economic and fiscal integration of its own territories. With this narrative framework in place,
Bellabarba covers the series of reforms under Maria Theresa and her chief administrators, Count
Friedrich Wilhlem von Haugwitz and Prince Wenzel Anton Kaunitz. By the time the narrative fully
turns to Joseph II, we see the internal tensions take shape that guide the narrative to the end: the impe-
tus to reform, resistance to centralization among regional elites, and the Habsburgs’ attempts to man-
age these tensions—all the while maintaining its status as a great power in Europe.

Subsequent sections cover the period of the Napoleonic Wars, the Polish Partitions, and the recon-
figuration of Habsburg territories after 1815. Again, the focus of the book remains the juggling and
juxtaposition of these territories and the Habsburgs’ place in the European configuration.
Nonetheless, the Vienna Congress is left out of the story. In the middle third of the book, the author
covers the growth of the imperial civil service and the resistance to change and central authority they
spawned in the provinces.

The revolutions of 1848 are covered ably, as is the period of neoabsolutism that follows. Key here are
the new national arguments that become part of the language of politics in 1848 and the ways in which
the Habsburg policy makers seek to counter and challenge this language. Financial pressures lead
to painful but sweeping solutions: reform, restructuring, and rebalancing. A fourth chapter covers
the constitutional reconfigurations in Austria and Hungary after 1860, which brought not only
representative governments at the local, regional, and provincial levels—with concomitant control of
the purse—but also new challenges and bones of contention for political activists. The Dualist
Settlement of 1867 and the political dominance of the liberals in Austria and Hungary (and the
differences between them) are covered before the final long chapter on the age of dualism and
World War I.

As such, this is a political history. It gives great attention to monarchs and their advisors as well as
social change and transformation. Cultural and intellectual history is largely absent. Vienna’s place as
an important cultural center for the German- and, indeed, Slavic-speaking world is given no mention.
Mozart, Beethoven, Schubert, Brahms, Mahler, or Schoenberg are not here. Nor are Schnitzler, Freud,
Ady, Jokai, or anyone else, save a few opening quotes from Robert Musil. What we have therefore is a
political and social story, one that follows the patterns of older histories that deemed the Habsburg
Empire incapable of reform in the face of the major social transformations of the nineteenth century.
Those elements are here, again with a degree of skepticism.

The book excels when it goes into the regional politics of the empire. Particularly well-integrated are
social and economic issues and policy responses by government officials and local elites. Moreover, the
author’s treatment and range of provincial differences within the empire are both insightful and
impressive. Interesting comparisons are made between how the Habsburg policy makers approached
ruling Galicia, where they satisfied the aspirations of the nobles, and the rich province of
Lombardy-Venetia, where they did not. Even so, the book’s reliance on research published before
2014 starts to show its intellectual age—an indication of how fast the field has been moving in the
past twenty years. Notably, the sweeping assessment of the provincial administration in the province
of Galicia could have benefited from incorporating the findings of Iryna Vushko’s Politics of Retreat,
published in 2015, which counters many of Bellabarba’s assumptions on the Habsburg administration.

While the book is well-produced, with color maps and a translation that captures the sweep and
simplicity of the original Italian, the book’s German text lets us down in places. Oftentimes, the trans-
lator has used generic German words when the translation calls for a historically specific
Austro-German word; for instance, a secondary-school exit certification is translated as Abitur instead
of Matura—the word used in the Habsburg Empire and in several of its successor states. The feudal
institution of compulsory labor is likewise rendered as Frondienst in some chapters and Robot in oth-
ers. Non-German and non-Italian names and nouns here are frequently misspelled (Föispán instead of
Főispán, Appony instead of Apponyi, Obrenoviĉ instead of Obrenović) or missing diacritics (Tarnow
instead of Tarnów), creating more confusion for the reader.
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In the end, the book demonstrates how difficult a synthetic account of the monarchy is. Not every-
thing here is convincing, nor is it up to date. And while the author’s treatment is skeptical of the old
narratives of the empire, he still follows in their footsteps. But the account is readable, sympathetic,
insightful, and balanced. And this, given everything we know and all that we still do not about the
old empire, is a valuable contribution.
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Among his many contributions to Austrian studies, David Luft’s approach to cultural and intellectual
history has arguably had the most enduring impact. Most readers will remember Luft’s original read-
ing, in Eros and Inwardness in Vienna (Chicago, 2003), of the treatment of gender and sexuality by
Otto Weininger, Robert Musil, and Heimito von Doderer; the crucial contextual factor there, so
goes the argument, was an intellectual field shaped by the competing currents of scientific materialism
and philosophical irrationalism. In his new book, Luft casts his empirical-historical net yet more
widely.

The Austrian Dimension in German Intellectual History is a remarkable book that will be of endur-
ing significance to (interdisciplinary) scholars of Central Europe. It comprises a series of analysis that
reveals Cisleithanian Austria—the non-Hungarian Habsburg lands west of the river Leitha that, cru-
cially, included Bohemia—as a geographical, political, and cultural space between 1740 and 1938
that left a distinctive legacy within German-speaking intellectual history. One way of describing
such an undertaking is through historical analogy: the author thus likens Cisleithanian Austria to
Victorian England, or “a particular constellation of society and culture” that was “as much a period
as a region” (137). However, the ambition of Luft’s analysis goes deeper. In thinking of cultural and
intellectual production outside the spaces subsequently delineated and claimed by neighboring nation-
states, Luft offers a compelling counternarrative to the “methodological nationalism” that has all too
often seen the social sciences and humanities reproduce and help legitimize nationalist frames of ref-
erence (Andreas Wimmer and Nina Glick-Schiller, “Methodological Nationalism and Beyond,” Global
Networks 2, no. 4 [2002]: 301–34).

Modern German-speaking intellectual history in Cisleithanian Austria, argues Luft, constituted its
own tradition, one “fundamentally sympathetic to the Enlightenment” and different from the move-
ments that shaped discourse in the areas unified under the German empire after 1871 (139).
Structurally, Luft’s analysis proceeds thus: a careful positioning of the argument is followed by longue
durée contextualization and a tracing of the Cisleithanian—and hence concurrently Austrian and
Bohemian—tradition across four successive periods (the Austrian Enlightenment under Maria
Theresa and Joseph II between 1740 and 1790; a period of conservative Josephinism until 1866; the
liberal period from 1867 until 1900; and the politically tumultuous as well as intellectually transform-
ing era from the turn of the century until 1938/39). The most substantive chapters then examine the
domains and writings that saw the Cisleithanian tradition take shape. A chapter on philosophy focuses
on the works of Bernard Bolzano, Franz Brentano, Ernst Mach, Ludwig Wittgenstein, and the Vienna
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