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T h is  volum e is m ade up  m ostly  o f papers p resen ted  at a sym posium  celebrating  the  
400th  anniversary  o f th e  U niversity  o f W u rzb u rg  and m ore specifically to  inaugurate 
a new  research  cen ter in  M atte rsburg , A ustria  for docum enting , archiving and  p u b 
lishing th e  h isto ry  of th e  discip line o f folklore in  th e  G erm an-speaking w orld. T h e  
book is d iv ided in to  th ree  p a r t s : 1 ) t he estab lishm ent and  institu tionalization  of 
folklore as a un iversity  d iscipline, 2) folklore du rin g  th e  T h ird  Reich, and 3) research 
and  docum entation  problem s of contem porary  folklore. As one m igh t expect, the 
papers delivered  a t such a sym posium  are qu ite  varied  in th e ir  con ten t and  appeal.

In  an opening  position  paper W olfgang B ruckner a ttem pts to ju stify  th e  need for 
such a center, to  explain w hy it should  be  in A ustria  (m ore nearly  neutra l), and  th en  
calls for a p e rso n-o rien ted  in stitu tiona l h istory . B ruckner recognizes th a t some 
“  constellations ”  have developed a t universities, b u t suggests th a t th e  p rim ary  driving 
force beh in d  d iscip linary  developm ent has always been  th e  am bition  of individual 
personalities as in itiato rs and  innovators. In  th e  first section of th e  book there  are 
seven reports on  th e  h isto ry  o f folklore at various G erm an-speak ing  universities. T h u s, 
H e lm u t E b erh a rt reports on G raz (Austria) and  traces th e  cu ltu ral-h isto rical interests 
o f such  w ell-know n scholars as R udolf M errin g er and V iktor G eram b, briefly describing 
o e ra m b s  rem oval from  office b y  th e  N ational Socialists only to re tu rn  after th e  war. 
G eorg  Schroubek, in  exhaustive detail, lists individuals associated w ith  folklore at the 
U niversity  o f P rag  (Czechoslovakia) u n til 1934, sum m arizing courses offered from  the 
un iversity  catalogs. In  spite o f th is boring  listing  ot individuals and courses Schroubek 
is able to d iscern  a p a tte rn  w hich he sees as national-h isto rical and  folkhistorical, and 
concludes by  quo tin g  from  a lectu re  in w hich A ugust Sauer calls for folklore to becom e 
th e  firm  basis for lite rary  h istory , w hich w ould  th en  lead to an understand ing  o f the  
folk character, and  finally o f national character. H ans T riim p y  also lists th e  great 
nam es o f folklore in  Sw itzerland  and  uses th e  occasion to reb u t som e of th e  m isu n d er
stand ings w hich  grew  ou t o f R ichard  W eiss，post-w ar book on Schweizer Volkskunde  
(1946). A ccording to T riim p y , W eiss never conceived of his book as a Bible o f G erm an  
folklore, b u t was very  m uch  concerned  w ith  help ing  th e  d iscipline get back on its feet 
in th e  afte rm ath  of the  war. R olf W . B rednich , in  his inaugural address a t G ottingen  
(1982), w hich he th en  co n trib u ted  to th e  sym posium  at W urzburg , traces folklore



108 BOOK REVIEWS

endeavors at G o ttingen  fo r two h u n d red  years, from  i 782-1982. H is paper a ttem pts 
to associate the  first use o f the  w ord Volks-kunde  w ith  G ottingen , to show the im 
portance o f such lum inaries as the  G rim m s, T h eodore  Benfey, and even to  single out 
ideas conceived in  G o ttingen  w hich later resu lted  in the  h istorical-geographical (F in 
nish) m ethod . F a r m ore fascinating th an  th is search for roots in  G ottingen , is his 
descrip tion  of the  occupying of the  first chair o f folklore in G o ttin g en  by a N ational 
Socialist, E ugen M attia t, who was unable to  begin  his lectures du rin g  his first sem ester, 
since he first had  to  ‘‘ w ork up th is new  research  area .” T h e  co n tribu tion  by  A lfred 
H ock on  the  h isto ry  of folklore in  Hessia is little  m ore th an  a parade of nam es associated 
w ith  the  num erous h istorical societies, w ith  costum e research, and w ith  the  two H essian 
universities o f ijieB en  and  M a r b u r g . 1  here  is v irtually  no com m ent on courses and 
lectures u n d e r th e  influence of N ational Socialism  and th ere  is no substantive tracing  
of th e  discip line du rin g  the  w ar and im m ediately  following. E rich  W im m er also falls 
prey to the  nam e and  course lis ting  p a tte rn  th a t th e  o thers have followed, trea ting  the 
Bavarian universities at M unich , W u rzb u rg  and E rlangen. O nly  at the  very end of 
h is paper does he show  how folklore was s treng thened  by  m aking it one of the  req u ire 
m en t choices for teacher education  in  Bavaria. T h e  study  b y  C hristoph  D axelm uller, 
Jew ish Folklore in G erm any  before 1933, is unlike the  o thers in  th is section. I t  is a 
deta iled  and  very tho rough  sketching ou t o f a d istinc t m inority  cu ltu re  in G erm any 
w hich was constan tly  faced w ith  liberalization  (and  th u s assim ilation), and w ith  in ternal 
conflicts w hen w estern  Jew s w ere suddenly  faced w ith  large n u m bers o f eastern  Jews 
w ho fled the  pogrom s in th e ir  trad itiona l hom elands. T h e  developm ent o f Jew isn 
folklore, p a rticu larly  u n d e r the  influence of M ax Lrrunwald, is th en  traced  th ro u g h  the 
Society for Jew ish  Folklore, th e  Y IV O  In stitu te , and  finally th rough  Jew ish m useum s 
and  m useology. D axelm uller concludes h is excellent survey w ith  an em otional appeal 
to o e rm a n  folklorists no t to overlook the  h isto ry  o f the  Jew ish  m inority  in G erm any  
as a research  topic.

I h e  second section includes th ree  very unequal stud ies of folklore du ring  the 
T h ird  Reich. H eidem arie  Schade teases the  reader w ith  a b rie f b u t very in trigu ing  
look in to  th e  files o f the  D e G ru y te r  pub lish ing  house in  B erlin , a m ajor pub lisher of 
folklore, quo ting  letters from  the  pu b lish er to some w ell-know n folklorists, e .g ., John  
M eier, and  abou t o thers, e .g ., W ill-E rich  Peuckert. D e G ru y te r’s letters reveal no t 
only a very real dissatisfaction  w ith  sales problem s, b u t also w ith  som e of the  folklore 
studies, th is ‘‘ chew ed up folklore m u sh ,”  causing H e rr  D e G ru y te r on occasion to go 
in to  a “  cold rage ” w hen he had  to deal w ith  requests for financial subvention  for 
works prom ised. Schade cites several letters in  w hich th e  political leanings o f m any 
fam ous G erm an  folklorists du rin g  the  1920s and 1930s can be d iscerned. G erh ard  
L u tz ’ trea tm en t o f th e  R osenberg  B ureau is d isappoin ting  for the  sim ple reason th a t 
L u tz  is know n and  h ighly  regarded  as an h isto rian  of G erm an  folklore. H is paper is 
too superficial and does little  m ore th an  concen tra te  on  th e  role of M atthes Z iegler as 
a d riv ing  force in  the  “  N azification ”  o f folklore in G erm any. L u tz  was apparently  
em barrassed  a t the  sym posium  w hen he sta ted  th a t no th ing  was know n abou t Z iegler 
afte r he left th e  B ureau on his ow n request and  d isappeared after the  war. H e  had  to 
adm it in a footnote th a t he  d id  no t know  th a t Z iegler was in fact active as a p ro testan t 
m in iste r in  th e  O denw ald  du rin g  th e  im m ediate post-w ar years. P e ter M artin  con
cludes tm s section  w ith  a fascinating portrayal o f  th e  R eich Vocational C ontests, th rough  
w hich stu d en ts  w rote essays abou t th e ir  d isciplines and  com peted for recognition  and 
even th e  possib ility  o f going to B erlin  to  be personally  congratu la ted  by H itle r him self. 
O ver 700 o f these essays have survived and are in  th e  un iversity  archives in W urzburg . 
T hose  w hich  trea t folklore them es and w hich w ere d irec ted  by  w ell-know n folklorists
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certain ly  rep resen t an  unusual chap ter in  the  h isto ry  o f th e  d iscipline as well as a unique 
research  source.

T h e  final section  o f the  book gives the  reader som e ideas on  the  incep tion  o f the 
idea fo r a scholarly  docum ent cen ter (by B ruckner and  B e it l) ,a  b rie f look at th e  plans 
o f  th e  cen ter to pub lish  an  historical lexicon of folklorists as well as a contem porary  
b io -b ib liographical lis ting  o f those active in th e  field (by M artischnig), and finally a 
p resen ta tion  of a sim ilar undertak ing  by  G erm an scholars o f English and  A m erican 
s tu d ies (by T hom as F inkenstaed t).

T h e  book is certain ly  valuable for th e  detail w hich it offers on individuals, in 
s titu tio n s, pub lishers , etc. Perhaps it is too m uch  to  expect from  th e  proceedings of 
a sym posium , b u t th e  prom ise by  B ruckner in his open ing  rem arks th a t G erm an folklore 
and  fo lk lorists w ould  be  trea ted  as p a r t o f the  “  great intellectual developm ents, scholar
ly educational program s, cu ltu ra l changes and political developm ents,” is tru e  in  only 
a very few  cases in th is  volum e. Even m ore d istu rb in g  is th e  failure on the  pa rt o f good 
scholars to  address th e  prob lem s of th e  last fifty years, particu larly  the fascistic in trusion  
in  th e  discip line and  th e  p o st-w ar refusal to  deal w ith  it, bo th  o f w hich are unfortunately  
very m u ch  a p a rt o f the  h isto ry  o f th e  d iscipline. W hat th e  book offers, however, is 
a useful collection of papers w hich trea t th e  early  h isto ry  of th e  discipline of folklore in 
th e  G erm an-speaK ing w orld, and a few  unique  insigh ts in to  th e  research poten tial of 
archives o f pub lishers , societies, and un iversity  departm en ts. Like so m any o ther 
G erm an  undertak ings, th is  one too prom ises to resu lt in  a research locale and a m u lti- 
volum e lexicon of individuals and institu tes , b u t th ere  is little  real discussion here  of 
in te llectual and social history.

Jam es R . D ow  
Iowa State  U niversity  
Ames, Iow a / U SA

C arnes, P ack , editor. Fable Scholarship. A n  Annotated Bibliography. Gar
land Folklore Bibliographies. Alan Dundes, general editor. X vi+382  
pages. Name and subject index, index of fables, tale type index. Hard
cover US$65.00, ISBN 0-8240-9229-5.

T h e  volum e u n d e r review  is in tended  for th e  folklorist, b u t it should  be  w elcom ed by
scholars in o th er d isciplines, as well. R eaders o f th is jo u rn a l should be w arned that 
th e  review er is no t a tra in ed  fo lk lo rist: m y qualifications derive from  having at one tim e 
been  obliged to  p repare  m yself to  teach  a freshm an com parative lite ra tu re  course on 
‘‘ fairy  tales and fables.” L ocating  critical and h istorical w riting  abou t fairy tales 
p resen ted  few  problem s, so long as one d id  no t ask th a t it m ake sense; b u t finding 
in form ation  abou t fables was a slow and frustra tin g  business, for lack of precisely that 
sort oi b ib liographic  guidance w hich C arnes’s w ork offers. I am , therefore, very m uch  
aw are o f th e  difficulties encountered  by  the  novice in  th is field. T h e  w ork is no t as 
convenient to  use as it m igh t be ; its value and  u tility  are nevertheless undeniable, and 
they  fa r outw eigh its shortcom ings.

T h e  book consists chiefly o f  approxim ately  1450 bib liographical entries, each 
accom panied  by a paragraph  of sum m ary  of th e  con ten ts o f the  work in question. In  
accordance w ith  the  purposes o f the  series, the  sum m aries often include evaluative 
com m ent. U nfortunate ly , it is no t invariably  clear w hether a closing sentence re 
p resen ts th e  a u th o r’s conclusions o r C arnes’s com m ents on them ; vague and slovenly


