
light with even greater clarity, run like a thread through the edition. Of particular interest are the
descriptions of everyday wartime life from the perspective of the economy of scarcity and the daily
struggle over supplies with the institutions of the war state, as well as the effects on the small-scale
economic structure that shaped the everyday life of the general store owner Haidenthaller in Gnigl
and Salzburg.

With its foreword, a carefully and competently prepared introduction, appendix, and register, the
edition is a valuable composition that provides new insights into the individual wartime life of civilians
in the hinterland of the World War I. It is to be hoped that this edition will be widely distributed and—
above all—receive a broad scholarly reception.

doi:10.1017/S0067237821000357

Gordin, Michael D. Einstein in Bohemia

Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2020. Pp. 360.

Thomas Ort

Queens College/CUNY

In the opening pages of his new book on Albert Einstein’s sixteen-month sojourn in Prague, Michael
Gordin relates the story of the scientist’s May 1911 encounter with Franz Kafka at a salon frequented
by the writer. It’s one of those meetings that seizes the imagination because it seems so pregnant with
significance. What did these two towering figures of modern science and culture talk about? Were
Kafka’s literary innovations in some way shaped by relativity theory? Or, conversely, did Einstein
learn from Kafka? As it turns out, nothing much came of this intersection. Kafka barely said anything
and, given the opportunity to spend more time with the physicist the following evening, he chose to
stay home instead. Einstein appears not to have registered the encounter at all. So much for a meeting
of minds.

The story is nonetheless important for Gordin because it exposes the gap between expectations
about such interactions and their often more prosaic reality. The same dynamic is at work in the rela-
tionship between place and thought. When an artist or, in this case, a scientist spends time in a sin-
gular location in their formative or productive years, it’s only natural to wonder about the impact of
that place on their creative output. Historians in particular are committed to the proposition that con-
text matters, and so by writing about Einstein in Bohemia, Gordin is inquiring into the relationship
between this locale and Einstein’s life and labor. As a Jew taking up a position at Prague’s German
University in the early years of the twentieth century, the physicist could not have failed to note
the raging Czech-German national conflict and the awkward position of Jews straddling these groups.
Might there be a link, then, between Einstein’s experience of Prague’s national tensions and, say, rel-
ativity theory?

Reality, alas, does not always conform to such expectations or desires. Just as the meeting between
Einstein and Kafka fizzled, so too did the Bohemian context play a marginal role in Einstein’s theo-
retical innovations. It’s not that Einstein did no important work in Prague; on the contrary, Gordin
persuasively demonstrates that his efforts in regard to static theory, which he labored over while at
the German University in 1911–12, was a key waystation on route to general relativity theory. But
the Bohemian context does not appear to have transformed his thinking in any specific manner.
Gordin suggests that Einstein would likely have achieved his breakthroughs whether in Prague,
Zurich, or Berlin. The context in which he moved, in other words, was a backdrop for his insights,
not their stage.
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It is to Gordin’s credit to admit as much. Other historians might have pushed the contextual argu-
ment beyond what the evidence can bear, but Gordin remains firmly bound by it, and the book is
excellent despite the absence of any spectacular link between Einstein’s work and the Bohemian locale.
Written with style and sympathy, it recounts the convoluted tale of his appointment to Prague and the
tortuous politics of the Austrian university system. It describes his initiation into the Czech-German
conflict, and shows that he identified overwhelmingly with the German community, adopting many of
its prejudices about the Czech population. His Prague was German Prague and especially
German-Jewish Prague, where he was warmly embraced. It was his wife, Mileva Marić, who experi-
enced Prague’s national tensions more vividly and uncomfortably. Of Serbian descent, born in
Hungary, and educated in German, she had no ready-made community: the Czechs considered her
German and the Germans considered her a Slav. By all accounts she was deeply unhappy.

One lasting mark that Prague left on Einstein has to do with Zionism and his hopes for a new state
for Jews. It was at the same German-Jewish salon where he met Kafka that he received his first serious
introduction to Zionism. Although Einstein only became sympathetic to the movement while in Berlin
during World War I, the form of Zionism that appealed to him was strongly influenced by Prague Jews
Hugo Bergmann and Hans Kohn and modeled in part on their experience in Bohemia. He believed
that only a binational, bilingual entity of Jews and Arabs would ensure lasting peace in Palestine.
When it became clear that this was not the form of Zionism that would prevail, Einstein became deeply
disillusioned. He never visited Israel.

One state that he did admire, and visit, was interwar Czechoslovakia. He held its president, Tomáš
Garrigue Masaryk, in particularly high regard because of his condemnation of antisemitism, his com-
mitment to ensuring the civil rights of Jews, and his opposition to fascism. Whereas during his resi-
dence in Bohemia Einstein had displayed little sympathy for the Czech national cause, in the 1920s and
1930s he looked upon the Czech-dominated state much more favorably. Whatever the changed cir-
cumstances and the diminution in status of the German University, Prague still seemed to constitute
a haven for German-Jewish life and culture. It may be for this reason that many years later, after the
horrors of World War II and the complete destruction of this world, Einstein would pronounce his
“homesickness” for Prague.

doi:10.1017/S0067237821000369

Since 1918

Berry, Mark. Arnold Schoenberg

London: Reaktion Books, 2019. Pp. 239.

Andreas Jacob

Folkwang University of the Arts

Mark Berry’s biography of Schoenberg must be considered an excellent representative of its genre: it con-
tains a concise introduction to the life, work, and thinking of one of the most prominent artists of the
twentieth century; it offers a very good—and for large parts fascinating—read (what an era, what a per-
sonal fate!); and it is produced in a compelling and attractive way (with thirty-seven illustrations, the only
shortcoming being that the paintings, unfortunately, all appear as black-and-white reproductions). As
part of Reaktion’s “Critical Lives” series, the book does not aim at a scientific community of expert musi-
cologists but rather at a general audience, as well as students seeking first information and orientation.
Berry, reader in music history at Royal Holloway, University of London, clearly wishes not only to stir
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