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Vorwort / Preface

Zu den auffilligsten Merkmalen in der Geschichte des 19. und frithen 20. Jahr-
hunderts zdhlt die Spitbliite monarchischer Herrschaft — fast iiberall in Europa, be-
sonders jedoch in England und in den mittleren und kleineren Fiirstenstaaten
Deutschlands. Nach den Erschiitterungen der Franzosischen Revolution und den
Umwilzungen des Napoleonischen Zeitalters war die Stellung der Monarchie in
ganz Europa eine angefochtene, die Riickkehr zu absolutistischen Herrschaftsformen
dlterer Provenienz schien kaum mehr moglich. Dort, wo man sie — wie in Frankreich
nach 1824 — dennoch erprobte, blieb ein ldngerfristiger Erfolg versagt.

Angesichts dieser Situation bedurfte es neuer, zeitgeméBerer Formen einer Legi-
timation der existentiell bedrohten Konigsmacht. Hier gab es im 19. Jahrhundert eine
ganze Reihe miteinander konkurrierender und einander ergénzender Deutungsange-
bote: die liberale Theorie vom ,,neutralen Konigtum*, das als Vermittler zwischen
unterschiedlichen Interessengruppen in Staat und Gesellschaft fungierte, bis heute
einen Wert besitzt und gute Dienste leistet; die Theorie konstitutionellen Konigtums,
das die Modalitdten moderner Verfassungsstaatlichkeit grundsitzlich akzeptiert und
im Rahmen des ,,monarchischen Prinzips* vorlebt; die Theorie vom K&nigtum der
sozialen Reform, dem als Anwalt der gesellschaftlich unterprivilegierten Schichten
die Rolle eines Motors sozialpolitischer Entwicklungen zukommen sollte; schlief3-
lich das Phdnomen des , kulturellen Konigtums*, dessen Vertreter die konventionelle
Mizenatenrolle und damit die Grenzen traditioneller fiirstlicher Kunst- und Wissen-
schaftspflege weit tiberschritten und zu produktiven, eigenschopferischen Leistun-
gen von kiinstlerischem Rang fanden.

Einige dieser Modelle und Moglichkeiten wurden im Rahmen der 30. Jahresta-
gung der Prinz-Albert-Gesellschaft vom 8. bis 10. September 2011 in Coburg in
fiinf Sektionen im deutsch-englischen Vergleich vorgestellt und diskutiert. Der Gro§3-
teil der dabei prisentierten Vortrige wird hier, ergiinzt um weitere Texte, in iiberar-
beiteten und erweiterten Fassungen vorgelegt.' Sektion I mit Beitriigen von Karina
Urbach und David E. Barclay fragt nach den innovativen Elementen, die das britische
und das preuflische Kénigtum im 19. Jahrhundert Anschluss an Modalitéiten und Me-
chanismen des beginnenden Massenzeitalters finden lief3. Matthias Stickler, Simon
Heffer, Marc von Knorring und Marion Koschier untersuchen in Sektion II die ver-
fassungspolitischen, verfassungstheoretischen und verfassungsrechtlichen Grundla-
gen der Monarchie, orientiert an den Begriffen ,,monarchisches Prinzip®, ,,Konstitu-
tionalismus‘ und ,,parlamentarische Monarchie®. Sektion III analysiert in den Bei-

'Vgl. als Uberblick auch den Tagungsbericht von Martin Munke, in: H-Soz-Kult.
14. Oktober 2011. URL: http://www.hsozkult.de/conferencereport/id/tagungsberichte-3844.
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trigen von Frank-Lothar Kroll und Frank Prochaska die Reaktionen des Konigtums
auf das wohl dringendste politische Problem der Zeit: die Soziale Frage. Dieter J.
Weif und Miriam Schneider beleuchten in Sektion IV die Frage, wie die Monarchie
ihre vielerorts nicht mehr unbestrittene Stellung durch Inszenierung und Kult neu zu
fundieren und international zu vernetzen vermochte. Sektion V 6ffnet sich mit dem
Beitrag von Ulrike Grunewald Fragen und Problemen des Medienzeitalters im Blick
auf die Zurschaustellung populédrer Symbolleistungen der Krone bis an die Schwelle
der Gegenwart.

Unser Dank gilt den Forderern der Prinz-Albert-Gesellschaft, welche die Durch-
fihrung der Konferenz und die Drucklegung des Tagungsbandes moglich machten:
der Stadt Coburg, der Niederfiillbacher Stiftung Coburg, der Sparkasse Coburg-Lich-
tenfels, der Technischen Universitidt Chemnitz, der Universitdt Bayreuth und dem
Universititsverein Bayreuth. Fiir die redaktionelle Bearbeitung der Beitriige zeich-
neten Marian Bertz M. A. und Martin Munke M. A. verantwortlich.

Dieser Tagungsband ist dem Griindungsvorsitzenden der Prinz-Albert-Gesell-
schaft und Nestor der deutschen Englandforschung, Herrn Prof. Dr. Kurt Kluxen
(1911-2003), anldsslich der 100. Wiederkehr seines Geburtstages in dankbarer Er-
innerung gewidmet.

Chemnitz und Miinchen, im Juni 2015
Frank-Lothar Kroll und Dieter J. Weifs
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Modernity of the outmoded?

European monarchies
in the 19"™ and 20™ centuries

By Frank-Lothar Kroll, Chemnitz

The history of monarchy is popular once more. This was not always the case — on
the contrary! Until well into the 1990s terms such as “crown”, “dynasty”, “aristo-
cracy” or “elite” did not tend to rate highly with German historians. Here monarchies
were considered to be antiquated relicts of a pre-democratic mentality which had for-
tunately been overcome, and which did not seem worthy of study. The royal past of
Germany itself was hardly examined here, but was as a rule either suppressed or sub-
jected to mockery and contempt. Nor did the smugly self-sufficient German historio-
graphy of the 1970s and 80s take any great interest in the monarchic traditions of its
European neighbours. Medieval studies and ancient history were the exceptions to
this rule. But Karl Ferdinand Werner could still rightly complain, at the 18" Ger-
man-French colloquium of historians in 1982, about “the embarrassment of histori-
ans in the face of the phenomena of dynasty, monarchy, prince and court in the 19"

e

and 20" centuries™!.

Werner’s statement in fact diagnosed a fashion in the social sciences that would
largely determine the course of German historical scholarship until 1989. Historians
were fixated on a carefully cultivated interest in the milieu of the underclasses, and in
the fate of the working class, proclaimed as the driving force of progress in world
history. This kind of self-imposed limitation is particularly regrettable in retrospect:
through the undeserved neglect of a formative element of Europe’s ruling classes,
German historical scholarship — unlike international historical research, particularly
in England, France and the United States — deprived itself for decades of the chance to
show advances in the field of comparative research into elites.

Today, however, the situation has changed. For over a decade now the trend has
been reversed. It was no coincidence that critical stimuli for this came from the
Anglo-Saxon realm. Thus in 1983, David Cannadine convincingly demonstrated,
using the incisive paradigm of an “invention of tradition”, the considerable extent
to which the seemingly ancient traditions from which the British monarchy derives
much of its legitimizing power to this day, traditions which work well in the media

! Karl Ferdinand Werner: Fiirst und Hof im 19. Jahrhundert. Abgesang oder Spitbliite? In:
Idem (ed.): Hof, Kultur und Politik im 19. Jahrhundert. Akten des 18. Deutsch-Franzdsischen
Historikerkolloquiums, Darmstadt 27.-30. September 1982. Bonn 1985, 1-53, 15.
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and generate popularity, were in reality 19"-century creations — “invented” traditions,
but nonetheless resoundingly effective.”

Continuing Cannadine’s approach, David Barclay, in a weighty book published in
1995, went on to demonstrate similar functional mechanisms for the Prussian mon-
archy of the mid-19™ century. Barclay chose a term similarly incisive as Cannadine’s
to characterize his research approach, speaking of the “monarchical project” by
means of which Frederick William IV of Prussia, roughly at the same time as his Bri-
tish colleague Queen Victoria, systematically attempted to revive the institution of
monarchy, which was of course no longer uncontested, to reconsolidate the principle
of kingly rule, and to pave the way for its popularization in both present and future —
through ceremonies, speeches and journeys, as well as architectural projects and
urban development initiatives.’

Since the beginning of the new millennium, historical scholarship has produced
studies on the European history of monarchy with increasingly “culturalistic” modes
of argumentation. Thus for example Johannes Paulmann revealed the part played by
monarchies in the construction of collective national myths and identities in the 19"
and early 20™ centuries. His studies and those of his colleagues have increased
awareness of the significance of the symbolic dimensions of political action in the
society of pre-industrial Europe, of which, until the fateful year of 1914, the Euro-
pean dynasties and their respective reigning sovereigns were among the leading rep-
resentatives.

In addition to this, the phenomena of “court” and “court society” have enjoyed
close attention in recent years, both in comparisons between German regions and stu-
dies of Europe as a whole. Here it is media manifestations of monarchic activity
which have particularly attracted researchers’ attention. Crown jubilees, royal wed-

2 David Cannadine: The Context, Performance and Meaning of Ritual. The British Mon-
archy and the “Invention of Tradition”, c. 1820—1977. In: Eric Hobsbawm / Terence Ranger
(eds.): The Invention of Tradition. Cambridge et al. 1983, 101—-164. German translation: Die
Erfindung der britischen Monarchie 1820-1994. Translated by Matthias Fienbork. Berlin
1994. Cf. now Benjamin Hasselhorn: Erfindung von Tradition? Viktorianische und wilhel-
minische Monarchie im Vergleich. In: Frank-Lothar Kroll / Martin Munke (eds.): Hannover —
Coburg-Gotha — Windsor. Probleme und Perspektiven einer vergleichenden deutsch-britischen
Dynastiegeschichte vom 18. bis in das 20. Jahrhundert / Problems and Perspectives of a
Comparative Anglo-German Dynastic History from the 18" to the 20" Century. Berlin 2015
(in print).

3 Cf. David E. Barclay: Frederick William IV and the Prussian Monarchy, 1840—1861.
Oxford 1995. German translation: Anarchie und guter Wille. Friedrich Wilhelm IV. und die
preuBlische Monarchie. Translated by Marion Miiller. Berlin 1995. Cf. also the article of the
same author in this volume, 35-44.

* Cf. Johannes Paulmann: Pomp und Politik. Monarchenbegegnungen in Europa zwischen
Ancien Régime und Erstem Weltkrieg. Paderborn / Miinchen / Wien / Ziirich 2000; idem:
Searching for a ,,Royal International”. The Mechanics of Monarchical Relations in Ninete-
enth-Century Europe. In: Martin H. Geyer / Johannes Paulmann (eds.): The Mechanics of
Internationalism. Culture, Society and Politics from the 1840 s to the First World War. Oxford
2001, 145-176.
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dings, coronation ceremonies or feast days in celebration of imperial orders, the po-
litics of ennoblement and the cult of the monument, royal tours and visits, ventures in
construction policy, and not least, royal patronage of the arts, which played a lively
and, before 1914, style-defining role, particularly in the medium-sized and smaller
German principalities.’

All these forms of monarchic involvement and royal representation can be inter-
preted as manifestations of performative activity — and thus as indicators of the cont-
emporary modernity which European kingship undoubtedly exhibited before 1914. 1
would therefore like to add a further neologism to the concepts coined by David Can-
nadine (“invention of tradition”) and David Barclay (“monarchical project”), and to
discuss its usefulness. I am choosing the conceptual paradox of the modernity of the
outmoded (“Modernitét des Unzeitgem@dBen”), by which I mean the mechanisms and
modalities of public presence of the European monarchies, particularly at the turn of
the 19" to the 20" centuries.®

This period saw the development of the mechanisms of action and the functional
contexts from which those European monarchs who survived the period of the World
Wars unharmed derive a large part of their legitimizing power to this day. Ceremonies
and rituals, with the crown as the binding centre, and as a largely exceptional refer-
ence value, served to evoke “community” and the collective representation of natio-
nal identities. They demonstrated power on the one hand, ties of loyalty on the other.
They created potential for emotional fascination, and thereby developed integrative
functions, stabilizing and legitimizing authority. Performance as legitimation, legi-
timation through performance — the interrelationship between these two reference
values characterizes the framework within which monarchic rule was constituted
and also substantially modernized in the 19" and early 20™ centuries.

Performance, generally speaking, has always been a key factor in the stabilization
of monarchic rule —in all periods of world history and in all regions of the globe. Yet
legitimation has not always been one of the necessary components of kingly rule.
After all, the only rulers who need to prove their legitimacy are those whose claims
are dubious, those who are not trusted automatically, those who know that they are no
longer in the undiminished possession of political power. With regard to the monar-

3 Cf. the articles of Karina Urbach, Dieter J. Weifs and Miriam Schneider in this volume,
23-34 (Urbach), 153-168 (WeiB), 169—182 (Schneider).

© For the application of this concept on the case of Prussia cf. Frank-Lothar Kroll: Mo-
dernitit des UnzeitgemifBen? Moglichkeiten und Grenzen einer brandenburgisch-preuBischen
Dynastiegeschichte in gesamteuropéischer Perspektive. In: Wolfgang Neugebauer (ed.):
Oppenheim-Vorlesungen zur Geschichte Preufiens an der Humboldt-Universitét zu Berlin und
der Berlin-Brandenburgischen Akademie der Wissenschaften. Berlin 2014, 329 -346; further
idem: Monarchische Modernisierung. Uberlegungen zum Verhiltnis von Konigsherrschaft
und Elitenanpassung im 19. und frithen 20. Jahrhundert. In: Frank-Lothar Kroll / Martin
Munke (eds.): Hannover — Coburg-Gotha — Windsor. Probleme und Perspektiven einer ver-
gleichenden deutsch-britischen Dynastiegeschichte vom 18. bis in das 20. Jahrhundert / Pro-
blems and Perspectives of a Comparative Anglo-German Dynastic History from the 18™ to the
20™ Century. Berlin 2015 (in print).
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