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one’s free will) in showing how each of his figures tries to find a zone where the
contradictions between these modes of freedom can be temporarily resolved in one
way or another.

I do not find this (liberal, humanist) set of concerns politically compelling, which
was only a problem when Kotin masks his liberalism in apparently neutral observa-
tions about “us” as a kind of general reader. For instance, he suggests that Du Bois’s
refusal to justify his turn to the Communist Party in his Autobiography is a rejection
of his readers. But, which readers? Whatever we think about the Party, Du Bois’s opti-
mism about communism and the Soviet Union is only “hermetic” from a liberal or
anticommunist point of view. From a communist or black radical perspective, it can
be seen as an act of solidarity with millions of other communists around the world.

Kotin’s argument might be seen as a liberal and non-Marxist rewriting of the one
that Theodor Adorno makes (in Aesthetic Theory) for modernist aesthetic autonomy
as an effort to create “windowless monads,” which “in their very hermetic closure. . .
represent what lies outside themselves.” For Adorno, this closure is the best way to
represent a world that creates monadic subjectivities. Aesthetic autonomy is thus
not only an instrument of personal autonomy (as Kotin sees it), but is an expression
of the collective experience of monadic isolation itself. Perhaps this is one reason
why Kotin’s utopias of one, for all their anti-sociality, are quite popular: they speak
eloquently to a collectivity of readers also suffering under similar circumstances
and entertaining similar utopian desires. As New Order once put it, “On a thousand
islands in the sea / I see a thousand people just like me.”
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The Polish-German borderland of Upper Silesia has attracted much attention in
nationalism studies during recent years. In her article, “Imagined Noncommunities:
National Indifference as a Category of Analysis,” Tara Zahra called the Upper Silesians
“the most famously [nationally] indifferent population in twentieth-century central
Europe” (Slavic Review 69, no. 1, 2010, 99). Brendan Karch’s book adds new insights
to previous studies primarily in three respects. Firstly, it embraces a period of more
than one century and, thereby, covers the epoch of nationalism from its beginning in
the region until its most destructive phase during and after World War II. Secondly,
the study focusses on the city of Oppeln/Opole and its surroundings, located in a
linguistically mixed area but northwest of the strongly industrialized and urbanized
part of Upper Silesia that, except for the period after 1945, has been the focus of most
earlier research. Finally, Brendan Karch goes beyond previous research by choosing
“loyalty” as a key concept. Earlier studies asked for “national indifference” and limits
of the nationalization of Upper Silesian society or focused on national discourses and
competing constructions of national identities.

In a first chapter covering the period from the 1840s until 1890, the author high-
lights the strong influence of the Roman Catholic Church and political Catholicism
in Upper Silesia. Political mass mobilization took place here mostly in a bilingual,
Catholic context and resulted into the political hegemony of the Catholic Centre Party

https://doi.org/10.1017/slr.2019.266 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/slr.2019.266

Book Reviews 1047

(Zentrumspartei) since the anti-Catholic “Kulturkampf” of the German and Prussian
governments during the 1870s.

The next chapter explores how Polish national activists challenged the political
dominance of the Centre Party since the 1890s. The author focusses here on Bronistaw
Koraszewski and his Gazeta Opolska, the first Polish newspaper in the Oppeln region.
Karch describes Koraszewski as a “value-driven” (18) nationalist activist for whom
the nation was a value in itself and to whom it appeared natural that the Polish-
speaking people should support Polish national aims. Karch argues that the fact that
Koraszewski and also later Polish nationalist activists largely failed to achieve a last-
ing, strong support for Polish national politics in this region resulted into a “feedback
loop” (5) of the nationalists’ increasing radicalization that in turn rather alienated
large segments of the population even more. In later periods, the nationalists’
increasing frustration led to calls for separating the population into Germans and
Poles by force. Similar frustrations of establishing clearly defined national groups
existed on the German side, as Karch argues, and resulted into similar mechanisms
of radicalization.

When after World War I Upper Silesia was divided between Germany and Poland,
Oppeln and its surroundings remained within Germany. In the chapter on the inter-
war period the author finds his thesis of a “feedback loop” confirmed. Polish national
activists radicalized when their support among the population declined and the num-
ber of those who declared German as their mother tongue rose. More people filled the
ranks of the Polish organizations after Hitler came to power in 1933. Mostly, this was
the result of the forced dissolution of the Centre Party and other Catholic organiza-
tions in 1933 and 1934. Karch calls this and similar behavior “instrumental national-
ism” (19) because the support of nationalist organizations originated from other than
purely nationalist aims. He contrasts it with the “value-driven nationalism” of the
national activists. Also in the last major chapter of the book on the post-1945 period
when also the Oppeln/Opole region was incorporated into Poland, Karch applies this
term as a description for the attitude of several hundred thousand inhabitants of that
area who during the Polish “verification” of the population declared their Polishness
primarily in order to avoid forced resettlement.

Overall, Brendan Karch’s study presents a concise exploration of more than a cen-
tury of Upper Silesian history. It would need more research with a strong comparative
element for assessing the explanatory value of the author’s key concepts of “loyalty,”
a “value-driven” versus an “instrumental nationalism,” and of a “feedback loop”
beyond the Oppeln/Opole part of Silesia. But doubtlessly, Brendan Karch’s study will
be of great importance for further research on Upper Silesia and, more generally, on
nationalism in central Europe in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries.
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Tomas Balkelis’s excellent study of Lithuania during and after the First World War
is one of a range of recent studies that focus on the role of violence and challenge
the notion of November 1918 as a zero hour (Robert Gerwarth and John Horne, War
in Peace. Paramilitary Violence in Europe after the Great War; Joshua A. Sanborne,
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