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1. Introduction


“Amerika, das Land der Träume,


Du Wunderwelt so lang und breit,


Wie schön sind Deine Kokosbäume,


und Deine rege Einsamkeit!”


[...]


Friederike Kempner, 19031


“America, the land of dreams,


you magical world so long and wide,


how beautiful are your coconut trees,


and your vivid solitude!”2


[...]


Friederike Kempner, 1903


1.1. Topic Introduction and Research Questions


As early as 1903 the German writer Friederike Kempner grasped an ambivalence which would become the nucleus of the literary America-reception for the following decades. In the first few lines of her poem Amerika3 (see above) Kempner depicts the United States of America4 as shimmering land of boundless possibilities, but simultaneously raises awareness for its potential risks: the solitude of the individual in the midst of a mass-society. This dichotomy between admiring and admonishing the United States from a distance, became the centre of a lively America-debate that reached its preliminary highpoint during the 1920s. This debate was in no way a German peculiarity, but was rather part of a shared canon that extended beyond the German border and was similarly prominent in France. The America-debate was however not limited to the simple perception of the USA as a model, be it in economic, political or social terms, it was just as much a reflection about American influences in France and Germany, subsumed under the term Americanization. Debating America at the beginning of the twentieth century went hand in hand with a profound contemplation about its influences on other parts of the world.


Similar to the America-perception of the time, the Americanization-debate was just as much divided into admiration on the one hand and rejection on the other. Two opposing camps would be at the heart of this debate and were embedded into older historic narratives: pro- or philo-Americans and anti-Americans. Pro-Americans would welcome American developments and accomplishments and demand the adoption of the American model in Europe. Contrastingly anti-Americans would reject American influences and preach caution regarding the negative effects of Americanization on society. Americanization as a technical term could thereby include economic, political, social and cultural influences, originally American and directed towards other countries such as Germany and France.5 It was essentially a discourse regarding a value transfer from the New World to the Old, negotiated in relation to the own nation state. This oscillating debate of American influences will serve as a framework for the research on hand, which, in essence, will investigate the Americanization discourse in Germany and France between 1918 and 1933. Thereby the study on hand will investigate the following main research questions: What is the relation between the Americanization-debate (i.e. pro- and anti-Americanism) and national identity in Germany and France in the 1920s? What are the main differences and similarities between the pro- and anti-American authors in France and Germany? How can we explain these differences and similarities? The research will thus primarily explore the construction of national identity in Germany and France through investigating the perception of the USA in primary sources.


1.2. Social Relevance in Past and Present


The German and French America-reception during the interwar-period is no closed off debate, but rather part of a long historical tradition that is as old as the USA itself. Since colonial times, different visions of America were debated in Europe, mainly rooted in the strong colonial transatlantic connection. One of the earliest narratives was comprised of the idea that America - as land of opportunity - was a pre-civilised social utopia. The USA served as a political model, which had the opportunity of starting from scratch and consequently became a platform for visions and hopes about the future. This idea of an “America experiment” would prevail up until the nineteenth century.6


During the nineteenth century, the perception of America was largely influenced by the European waves of immigration. Emigration from Germany to America had been more voluminous than from France and a rather positive image of the USA as land of freedom and opportunities prevailed in the German reception. Some critical voices towards America, mainly stressing the lack of American culture, can nevertheless be traced back to the beginning of the nineteenth century.7 The French America cognition of this period can in return be characterised as largely lackadaisical spiked with occasional cultural condescension.8


The ascent of the USA during the second half of the nineteenth century gave rise to a new form of America reception which would focus on America’s economic potential, its geographic expansion and its cultural exports. Suddenly the visions of America were no longer confined to a place across the Atlantic, they were brought to Europe through Americanization and were set in relation to the national realities. Around 1900 the America-debate entered a new phase where hopes and fears were no longer projected on America, but rather related to American influences, thus Americanization. Similar to the simple “America-debate”, the Americanization debate was equally double-barrelled and divided into pro- and anti-Americanism. Even though both strands reach back until the American Revolution (1776-1783), it was the combination of this ambivalence and the current national reality which plunged the discourse into a new phase around the turn of the century, where the “idiosyncratic dependence”9 of pro- and anti-Americanism culminated in the Americanization debate.


Debating Americanization became a prominent part of the public discourse in the industrialised nations in Europe. As early as 1893 Frenchmen Émile Barbier had stated that “America is invading old Europe; it is flooding it and will soon submerge it”10 clearly discussing the Americanization not only of France, but of Europe in general, without actually referring to it as a concept or technical term. It would take another nine years and the British journalist W.T. Stead (1849-1912) and his famous work The Americanization of the World11 to address the concept as such and make “Americanization” a popular term. Stead combined pro- and anti-Americanism by linking them to an inevitable expansion of American politics, economics, culture and military and hoped that Great-Britain and the USA could jointly rule on the dawn of the Anglo-Saxon century.12


In Germany, it was Max Goldberger (1848-1913) who published Das Land der unbegrenzenten Möglichkeiten13 (Land of boundless possibilities) in 1903 and depicted America, as the title already suggests, as a land of boundless possibilities whilst debating its industrial and economic influences. During the same year Wilhelm von Polenz’s (1861-1903) Land der Zukunft14 (Land of Future) picked up an important narrative for the unfolding Americanization debate: the idea that America’s past was Europe’s future. By 1913 the German writer Bernhard Kellermann (1879-1951) published a work entitled Der Tunnel15 (The Tunnel) which made an explicit reference to this connection between the USA and Germany through its title. It symbolised and elucidated the dominant idea that American developments would in the near future also reach Europe.16 Shortly before the First World War the debate about America and its influences had thus become the geographical run-up for a discussion about the German and French future.


The existing America-perception would however be fundamentally impacted by the First World War. Pro- and anti-American narratives that did indeed have their roots well before 1900 were bundled and intensified through the Great War which served as a magnifying glass, repositioning the Americanization debate into the broad public. With the American war-entry in 1917, the USA had literally and metaphorically arrived in Europe. The First World War would exemplify the American predominance economically and militarily. When the war reached peace negotiations by 18 January 1919, the American supremacy among the allied forces had become self-evident and was personified by its President Woodrow Wilson (1856-1924). His famous ‘Fourteen Points’ were the benchmark for the peace negotiations and would help to concretely shape the European future. The USA was thus no longer- as Kempner’s poem had suggested a few years earlier- a magical world, far away across the Atlantic, it had become part of the political reality and decision-making in Europe.


This new political time-period would consequently, especially in France and Germany, trigger a wave of publications discussing the “American-model”, its advantages and influences, but simultaneously its disadvantages and risks. The fact that America as phenomenon had become concrete, amplified, popularised and repositioned the America-perception and with it the America debate. America became a projection surface for a German and French debate about American influences and beyond that a debate about modernity and the future. Pro- and anti-American circles would discuss the USA and its influences and place them in relation to their own national reality. Indeed, American influences had become omnipresent in the post-war period. Taylorist17 and Fordist18 methods were applied in the economy, whilst American movies and consumer products would influence the cultural everyday-life. At least until Hitler’s ascension to power in 1933, the USA would be an important reference point for political, economic and cultural questions in Germany and France during the 1920s.19


Diverse interwar-publications about the USA and a profound interest in the “American-model” were not limited to Germany or France. They were rather part of a European canon that would show similar characteristic in countries such as the Netherlands. The Dutch historian Johan Huizinga for example in 1918 published a work entitled Mensch en menigte in Amerika20 which intended to contribute a historical background to the ongoing America-debate. When Huizinga visited the USA eight years later in 1926 he published his impressions in Amerika levend en denkend.21 In his second work Huizinga offered an ambivalent assessment of the American society, torn between admiration of the economically potent USA and wariness of its influences on Europe such as materialism, mechanization and cultural mediocracy.22


As one can see, the USA and its influences on other parts of the world have a long historical tradition. The USA as a social model has always been discussed ambivalently, people were always either for, against or indecisive, but never indifferent towards it. With the American participation in the First World War and the following political and economic involvement on European soil, the United States had a large social relevance during the interwar period. The vast number of publications about the USA are a tribute to the important position it held in the public discourse.23 The social relevance of the America debate and of this research therefore extends from the past into the present. Pro- and anti-Americanism are also today part of an ongoing social canon which correlates American influences and the national reality.24 Burning American flags in the Middle East flicker across the television screens and parliamentary committees investigate the impact and purview of the National Security Agency (NSA). Clearly the connection between American influences and their impact on national realities is still socially relevant and discussed controversially. The research on hand tries to demonstrate its historical roots and idiosyncrasies for the 1920s.


1.3. Scientific Relevance and Periodisation


The America perception and debate during the 1920s was particularly prevailing in Germany and France. Both countries shared a similar fate after the First World War in terms of the redevelopment they faced as consequence of the wartime devastations. Infrastructure and economy had been heavily impaired, let alone the military and civil casualties. Although dissimilarly victor and loser of the war, both countries awaited similar difficulties regarding their political and economic national realities, but also in terms of their national identity. Whenever America as exemplary model was debated, it was placed in relation to the national reality and potential future. Whilst pro-Americans supported the adoption of the American economic model, anti-Americans dismissed the cultural consequences of the uniform American mass-society. German and French pro- and anti-Americanism in the interwar period became a reflection about the applicability of the American model on the national reality and its consequences for the future.


The research on hand will take up this cornerstone and investigate at the heart the relation between Franco-German pro- and anti-Americanism and (the respective) national identity. The research is therewith part of a field of study that has been at best marginally researched: the relationship between the Americanization discourse and national identity. Whereas each concept by itself has been well researched (which will be covered in Chapter 2), the causal relationship between them has only been assessed very sparsely and only for a different timeframe. The main contribution of this research to the academic debate is therefore the explicit exploration of how and why Americanization and national identity interrelate.


The periodisation of the research on hand will be the timespan between 1918 and 1933. The year 1918, with the end of the First World War, marks a historical turning point and logical starting point for this study. 1918 saw the “14 Point Speech” by the US-President Woodrow Wilson as well as the First World War armistice and the following peace negotiations (for which the “14 Points Plan” became the basis). In November 1918, a republican revolution swept through the monarchic Germany and the subsequent proclamation of the republic radically changed its political system. The developments of 1918 thus shifted the distribution of power in Europe and changed the role and importance of the USA in European affairs. As a consequence, the America- and Americanization-debate entered a new phase, which was influenced by the historical incidents, and would prevail until the 1930s.


The year 1933 will figure as endpoint for this study as it shifted the political climate in Germany once again. In January 1933 Adolf Hitler was appointed Chancellor of Germany and by March the Enabling Act had amended the constitution of the Weimar Republic to the effect that Hitler had the power to enact laws without the involvement of the Reichstag. Even though the constitution of the Weimar Republic was not invalidated, it lost its democratic function and consolidated the seizure of power of the Nazis. The rise of the Nazis in 1933 marked the beginning of a period which gradually changed the political landscape of Europe in its entirety. Therefore, even though not marking an explicit caesura for France, the year 1933 was in this sense at least of indirect political importance. This study will thus temporally conclude with the end of the Weimar Republic.


1.4. Theory and Methodology


Besides directing the research towards the concept of national identity and resting it on a transnational framework25, the research also draws upon its theoretical orientation as an innovative strategy. This study will be using Constructivism as International Relations Theory (not to confound with Constructivism in Psychology, Education or Sociology where it has a different meaning) and is therefore at the interface between the fields of History and International Relations. Whilst the explicit use of International Relations Theory is not very common in historical research it does offer several benefits when applied to present-day phenomena as well as historical developments. Constructivism, stressing the social construction of meaning and the intersubjective definition of social realities, is very eligible when researching socially constructed concepts such as Americanization. The scientific relevance of the research on hand consequently also rests upon its theoretical underpinning, the application of constructivist theory and methodology which shall be briefly elucidated in the following section. A separate chapter (chapter three) will provide an in-depth description of the theory and methodology.


Constructivist theory entered the field of International Relations Studies at the end of the 1980s. It developed out of an epistemological swing in the social sciences on the one hand and out of the fact that existing theories of international relations neglected the importance of identities and interests on the other, only focusing on the exertion of power rather than its causality.26 Epistemologically the humanities had entered a phase where the interpretational gap between subject and object had been overcome with developments such as the linguistic turn, acknowledging that language was a major determinant in constituting reality and the meaning that derived from it. This novel focus on meaning and the construction of reality, gave birth to Constructivism, which as the term suggests centres around the social construction of meaning. Meaning derives from social relations and representations, ultimately leading to intersubjective interpretations as the main benchmark for the creation of social reality.27 The ontological dimension of Constructivism complemented the ongoing debate in the field of international relations, which up until the 1980s had been dominated by (Neo) Realism stressing the importance of material forces in an international relations framework where states were the major actors. Constructivism, radically challenging Realism intellectually and opposing theories such as Liberalism rationally, largely neglected the importance of material forces as such and rather focused on the socially constructed concepts behind these forces which would define their meaning and importance for social realities. Constructivism would henceforth view power as a constant in international relations and build its intellectual framework on identities, interests and the interplay of structure and agency. The causality of power rather than its exertion is of interest to the Constructivist.28 In conclusion, structures (in very basic terms all forms of social order and representation) and agency (the individual’s possibility to autonomously make choices and exert control) provide the philosophical background to the social theory of Constructivism, identities and interests define the behaviour of political actors.


As already discussed, this research will primarily investigate the relation between national Americanization-debates and national identities. From a constructivist standpoint, national identities generally consist of two basic elements. First, they provide a distinction from others, a sort of “us” versus “them”. Second, they are continuous over time. This continuity over time is not a given, as national identities need to be renegotiated in relation to the social reality: they need to be reinforced through social relations and representations.29 One of the key tasks for this research will be to determine the processes which lead to the creation of these national identities, for example their reinforcement over time and space. Thereby the main criteria of analysis will encompass the mutual constitution of identities, as well as the rejection, incorporation and the reinforcement of national identities.


Methodologically the study on hand will not only draw on constructivist theory, it will also combine it with the case study method and comparative historical research. The research design is therefore eclectic by combining multiple research methods. As for any other research, the methodology will be chosen in accordance with the research topic. By investigating German and French pro- and anti-Americanism as two separate cases, the case study method hence provides an adequate research framework. Case studies answer how and why questions in a closed ontology and epistemologically favour deductive approaches based on the positivist paradigm of knowledge accumulation.30 Case studies can be subdivided into single and multiple-case designs, with this research being a multiple-case design (four cases).31 Both cases will be analysed regarding possible similarities and differences in their respective Americanization-discourse through a cross-case comparison.


This cross-case comparison will be carried out through comparative historical methodology. The comparative historical method is epistemologically located in qualitative research. Its main focus is to investigate whether shared phenomena between cases can be explained by the same causes. Comparative-historical research in combination with a cross-national case study offers two different research approaches: nomothetic and ideographic. The nomothetic approach aims at finding generalised causalities applicable to the universe of cases, hence demanding a multiple-case design. The ideographic approach aims at finding explanations for one particular case, leaving aside the larger universe of cases. This research will use an ideographic approach, investigating each case for itself with a narrative-causal explanation framework. Thereafter the results can be compared to allow possible generalizations.


The final methodological step relates to the chosen multiple-case design. Any multiple-case design distinguishes between holistic and embedded approaches. The former regards each case as one unit of analysis, taking a bird’s eye perspective on the case, whilst the latter investigates multiple sub-units of the case on hand. Holistic approaches are favourable when no logical analytical subdivisions emerge. This will be in fact the case for the research on hand. The units of analysis the Americanization-discourse could offer (for example how economic, cultural or political forms of Americanization were perceived) are too large-scale as variables to make serious assumptions about them in a cross-national context. To bridge this complication, it will be most beneficial for this research to use non-fictional literature as medium to investigate the Americanization-debate and its relation to national identity. Literature does not only a priori consist of discourses, it actually depicts and processes the social reality and therefore incorporates all the possible variables one could investigate on a superordinate level. It is therefore the broadest and yet most precise starting point to investigate constructed concepts such as pro- and anti-Americanism, i.e. the appropriate approach for this research. In conclusion, the research on hand will use a constructivist approach to investigate the Americanization-discourse in non-fictional literary sources through a holistic and ideographic cross-national case-comparison.


1.5. Source Selection


In order to investigate the Americanization discourse and its relation to national identity through literature, this research will look at four authors which are representative of respectively the German and French pro- and anti-Americanism. Past research has shown that one can consider the works of these authors on America as prevailing reasoning, containing a majority of the argumentations of their respective circles. According to the literature this relevance mainly stems from the authors’ role in the respective pro- and anti-American groups in their countries. They were thus part of like-minded organised circles, wrote books about the USA and gave speeches on the subject. This research is consequently following the secondary literature in assessing that the four authors are important and in fact representative in the debate.


The source selection additionally arises out of practical reasons. For each of the four authors there exists primary archival material on their life and work as well as secondary literature. The selection of the four authors is hence based on a combination of practicality and their importance in the secondary literature. This selection however naturally has some limitations. By following the secondary literature in its representability-assessment one has to accept that it is possible the importance of the authors might be overestimated. One equally has to accept that the authors are not representative of the entire debate but only of those authors whose work has been researched. Bearing in mind these limitations this research will investigate the America-related work of Julius Hirsch, Lucien Romier, Adolf Halfeld and Georges Duhamel.


The selected literature consists of either travelogues or is based on journeys to the USA and therefore depicts a, at least for the authors, accurate description of the American model. The sources offer a combination of the prevalent argumentation in the public discourse, the perceived reality and inevitably the personal experiences of the authors. The life of the authors will therefore be of great importance for this research, as the background of the authors helps to contextualise and understand their specific ideas, despite conveying the widespread argumentation.


The main source for the German pro-Americanism will be the work Das Amerikanische Wirtschaftswunder32 (The American Economic Miracle) by Julius Hirsch (1882-1961), published in 1926. Hirsch was a German-Jewish economist who taught at the University of Cologne. Between 1919 and 1922 he was Secretary of State in the German Ministry of Commerce where he was involved in the post-war reparations negotiations and the economic development of Germany. In 1933, he emigrated to Copenhagen and then further to the USA in 1941. In the USA, he worked for the U.S. Office of Price Administration, before becoming a private consultant and holding a lectureship in economics at the New School for Research in New York.33 His economic background becomes particularly evident in his publication The American Economic Miracle where he provides a statistical and structural analysis of the United States, highlighting the advantages of the American model. He depicts the USA as the incubator of a positive future which could also lead Europe and particularly Germany towards progress, prosperity and modernity. To Hirsch Germany should lastingly aspire the American (economic) model.34


Lucien Romier (1885-1944), a French journalist, will represent the French pro-Americanism. Despite doing a PhD in the field of history, Romier took part in the economic orientation of France during and after the First World War. In 1916, he became head of transport and customs at the ‘Association Nationale de l’expansion Économique’ and in 1917 worked for the economic department of the Ministry of War. Maintaining his position as journalist, he became chief editor of the newspaper Le Figaro by 1925 and was president of the Societé d’économie Nationale in the late 1920s. In October 1927, he became member of the Redressement Français, a circle promoting technocratic corporatism through modelling the French society after the American example. Romier’s America-image is a connection of his works Qui sera le Maître, Europe ou Amérique?35 (Who shall be Master: Europe or America?) from 1927 and Idées très simples pour les français36 (Very simple ideas for the French) from 1928. In the former work Romier compares the USA and Europe and determines which parts European countries should adapt from the American model. In the latter, he argues that mechanisation and rationalisation would lead towards a raised and superior living standard through adapting American methods in the French economy.


Contrary to this position, the French anti-Americans argued in the completely opposite direction and claimed that standardization and mass-production would destroy creative individuality. As for French pro-Americanism, the anti-Americanism was formulated in a specific intellectual circle. The so called ‘Ordre Nouveau’ (New Order) took an anti-capitalist and anti-materialist stand and became the hub of French anti-Americanism during the 1920 s. A representative author of this circle is the French journalist Georges Duhamel. Duhamel (1884-1966) was a medical doctor and journalist of broad public influence. After an editorship at the journal Mercure de France, Duhamel volunteered during the First World War as a military doctor. He processed his wartime experiences in the novels Vie des martyrs37 (1917) and Civilisation38 (1918), for which he received the Prix Gancourt- France’s most prestigious literary prize. His literary fame allowed Duhamel greater financial independence and funded extensive travels. They would be the basis for various publications about other countries such as the Scènes de la vie future39 (Scenes of a future life) from 1930, reflecting on his voyage to the USA. The Scènes de la vie future is a travelogue which criticises the USA and its socio-economic model on various levels. Duhamel dismisses the American mechanized machine- and mass-culture which would destroy the individual. He contradicts the American material values with, according to Duhamel, real moral values of France. These arguments were simultaneously the predominant statements of the French anti-Americanism during the 1920s. These anti-American narratives were however not only confined to France but rather part of larger transnational arguments.


Similar arguments can hence be found when surveying German anti-Americanism for the 1920s. German anti-Americans criticised the USA on the background of their post-war political revisionism and simultaneously on an economic and cultural level. As in France, German anti-Americans argued that standardisation, rationalisation and mass-production would destroy individuality. From a cultural perspective, German anti-Americans criticised the lack of a high standing American culture which entailed only basic values such as materialism. A German author who represents this argumentation is the journalist Adolf Halfeld. Halfeld (1898-1955) worked as a correspondent for the newspaper Hamburger Fremdenblatt in New York from 1924-1929 and London from 1929-1932. It was during this time that he gathered the background knowledge for his eventual travelogue Amerika und der Amerikanismus40 (America and Americanism) in which he elaborated on his experiences made during his years in the United States. Amerika und der Amerikanismus, published in 1927, is a clear rejection of everything American, radically rejecting all American influences. Main argumentations circle around the USA being a planned society, opposed to the European cultural heritage. Halfeld argued that the USA would promote a materialistic mass-society which would destroy individuality in the long run.


These arguments by Halfeld represent the German anti-American argumentation of the 1920s as much as the other authors represent their respective intellectual circles. These four authors and their works will therefore be the core research focus to investigate the relation between the Americanization-discourse and the concept of national identity. Bearing in mind constructivist methodology, the creation and influence of national identities for the individual is of major importance for the research on hand. A key idea will therefore be to understand why individuals are drawn to and attain certain identities, create identities and how those identities influence their self-understanding. In this sense, the social context of the authors is very important for the investigation of the constitution of the subject. The sources will thus be investigated with reference to the biography of the authors and in relation to the larger socio-economic developments of the 1920s.


1.6. Structure


In order to develop and answer the research questions the thesis will be structured into a theoretical and empirical part. It will first be necessary to provide a historiographical overview of the existing literature on Americanization, pro-Americanism, anti-Americanism and national identity. Chapter two will thus position the present research in the academic debate and help to formulate clear-cut definitions for the concepts analysed in this research. Investigating the existing literature will not only allow definitions for this research, it will also show how the research questions will expand the academic debate. Chapter three will develop the theoretical and methodological approach this research will use. Having already briefly touched upon Constructivism, the Case Study Method and Comparative Research in this introduction, chapter three (Theory and Method) will provide an explanation and operationalization of these concepts. This will be important to place the research in an epistemological framework and to clearly formulate the methodological toolkit being used in the empirical part. Chapter four encompasses the historical background of the research. The relation between national identity and the Americanization-discourse is strongly influenced by the international-relations of the 1920s. It will therefore be important to formulate this background in a separate chapter, where the focus lies on the Franco-US relations and German-US relations between 1918 and 1933 while referring to pre-war developments as well. This should improve the understanding of some of the reasons behind pro- and anti-American perceptions for the given timeframe and shed light on whether the researched authors reacted to political developments through their literature. Chapter four thereby provides the structural cohesion between the national contexts of Germany and France and the case studies to follow.


The core part of the research will be undertaken in chapter five on pro-Americanism and chapter six on anti-Americanism. Both chapters have a similar structure as they first provide a general perspective of pro- or anti-Americanism during the 1920s and then address the research questions in two separate case studies, one on Germany and one on France. It will be here where Constructivism will be applied on the selected sources and the authors Hirsch, Romier, Halfeld and Duhamel will be investigated. Researching the biographies will allow a deeper understanding of their ideas and arguments. The works they have written on the United States will be analysing dominant narratives and deconstructing these with constructivist methodology, placing structures and agents in relation to national identities. Both chapters will ultimately compare the results i.e. the relation between pro- and anti-Americanism and national identity, comparing similarities and differences. The final chapter of this research, chapter seven, will answer the research questions and conclude the thesis with an outlook on potential further research related to this study.
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2. Historiography


The Americanization-debate and national identity as separate entities have been extensively researched in the academic literature. Publications which make a connection between the two and relate them to one another however come down to a handful. Said publications only hint at an existing connection and treat it as a mere by-product of larger debates about Americanization. Studies which focus on the relation between pro- or anti-Americanism and national identity in its own right are currently non-existent at all. It is therefore necessary to review the historiography on the Americanization-debate and national identity separately before relating them to one another. The following section thus reviews the research on Americanization, pro-Americanism, anti-Americanism and national identity separately and thereby thematically rather than chronologically. The main objective of this section is to define the different concepts and investigate how the Americanization-discourse has already been connected to the concept of national identity, particularly for the 1918-1933 period. Despite this periodisation, the authors and works examined in this historiography cannot be confined to the interwar period as the definition and discussion of concepts such as Americanization are part of an ongoing and independent debate. Many recent publications for example treat the perception of the USA from an up-to-date standpoint, but reach far back in time to elaborate their arguments. It is thus impossible to contemplate the Americanization debate in the interwar period without considering its historical continuity, surpassing the given time period. Overall the focal point will however remain on the period from 1918 until 1933 and the geographical areas France and Germany.


2.1. Defining Americanization


Finding an all-encompassing definition for Americanization proves very difficult due to its fluidity across time and space: the meaning of Americanization varies depending on the time period and the area which is subject to American influences.41 In the USA itself for example Americanization historically referred to the naturalization of foreigners that wanted to attain the US-citizenship. In 1916 Frances A. Kellor from the National Americanization Committee in New York wrote an article entitled Americanization: A conservation policy for industry42 arguing that it were a responsibility of the United States to naturalize immigrants in order to grow its industry and economy.43 This historical meaning and use of the term Americanization differs from what it is considered today and from what it is considered during the 1920s. Researchers nowadays generally agree that Americanization refers to a certain value transfer from the USA to other parts of the world. The actual characteristics of this value transfer are however viewed and assessed differently. Most publications stress either economic, cultural, political or a combination of these influences as constitutive of the concept. This perception of Americanization has prevailed over the past decades and even in the wider public there exist reoccurring debates about the diverse influences of the USA on other countries.44 The body of the existing Americanization-literature can therefore be divided into authors stressing economic, political or cultural aspects as its central characteristic.


The most widely researched form of Americanization is its economic aspect. Economic Americanization is most frequently associated with the post-World War II period, but there exist various publications that investigate it during the interwar-period and earlier. Harm Schröter for example dates the economic ties between the USA and Europe back to the beginning of the 19th century and identifies the economic influence of the USA as a combination of political, technological and cultural factors.45 In another publication he distinguishes three major waves of Americanization: the 1920s, between 1949 and 1973, and from 1985 until the present.46 Schröter argues that as the USA had become a leading economic power after the First World War, European countries tried to adapt similar American economic processes to improve their national economic position. They for example constructed larger units of production to achieve economies of scale and combined Fordism and Taylorism with Scientific Management systems to produce business models after the American example.47 Schröter thus perceives Americanization during the 1920s as the adaptation of American economic processes.


Besides Schröter other authors also perceive changing economic processes as a sign of Americanization. This research ranges from studies on changes in academic management education to papers that debate whether the use of consumer-credit was a sign of Americanization before the Second World War.48 Others scholars assess innovations associated with Fordism and Taylorism as constitutive of the concept during the interwar-period. These are namely at the heart of Mary Nolan’s work on Americanization in Germany during the 1920s where she argues that the key concept which characterised German society in the Weimar Republic (1919-1933) was rationalization.49 Rationalization was strongly connected to Americanism and Fordism and became the major component of the German road to modernity. Nolan investigates the effects of rationalization across gender and class with the conclusion that generally all parts of society agreed on its importance. To Nolan rationalization was therefore central in explaining the success and collapse of the Weimar Republic and the main component of Americanization.50 Hubert Bonin and Ferry de Goey take a differentiated stand in their book American firms in Europe: Strategy, identity, perception and performance (1880-1980)51 where they argue that on the one hand European businesses certainly adapted American practices and the American business-model, but American businesses in Europe also had to adapt to the existing conditions, namely the local market. There hence existed a certain hybridization of the transatlantic business-model.52 In this sense economic Americanization was certainly influential but needed to be renegotiated with regard to the national reality. Similar to De Goey and Bonin, Michel Gueldry and Michael Gott have also observed a hybridization of Americanization through the assimilation of offered cultural and economic products in different social settings.53 Gueldry and Gott focus mainly on the Americanization of France post World War II and define it as a combination of US-cultural exports and their assimilation in France. According to Gueldry and Gott the increasing Americanization of French popular culture is one of the main reasons for cultural pessimism and anti-Americanism.54


An older work by Emily Rosenberg combines the economic and political dimensions of Americanization and is entitled Spreading the American dream55. Rosenberg investigates the relation between the German public and the private sector from the 1890s until the end of World War II and defines Americanization as a special ratio between how much the public sector promotes, cooperates and regulates the private one. Authors who combine economic and cultural characteristics to define Americanization are Alf Lüdtke, Inge Marßolek and Adelheid von Saldern.56 In their analysis of Americanization in Germany in the 20th century they combine economic elements such as Fordism with cultural phenomena such as the American mass culture to explain the German America-image and define Americanization. Mel van Elteren has defined it as a combination of political and economic notions in his book Americanism and Americanization57. Van Elteren conducts a survey of Euro-American exchanges and particularly investigates the use of the terms Americanism and Americanization against the background of European and American history. In order to understand the dynamics and perceptions of, as well as the preoccupations with, Americanization, many factors have to be considered according to Van Elteren. These include military, political, economic, cultural and social dimensions. Overall Van Elteren thus aims at getting a more balanced view of the terms “Americanism” and “Americanization” in relation to the socio-historical context whilst highlighting the difficulty to clearly define it.


Next to economic and political dimensions many publications (also) define Americanization as a cultural process. Rob Kroes and Robert Rydell have pointed out how the typical characteristics of cultural Americanization, such as mass entertainment, mass culture and consumerism, had to first develop in the USA itself at the end of the nineteenth century. In their book, Buffalo Bill in Bologna58 they investigate in particular the rise of consumerism and mass culture which transformed American society after the Civil War. Indeed, consumerism and mass culture are today most frequently associated with cultural Americanization.59 The importance of popular culture and mass culture in spreading American influences have been highlighted by Heike Paul and Katja Kanzler in Amerikanische Populärkultur in Deutschland60. Paul and Kanzler investigate the function of popular culture in Germany at specific historical moments, which they present chronologically from the mid-nineteenth century. The central argument is that the influence of popular culture leads to a culture transfer through an adaptation-process. This adaptation-process is always individual and makes the influence of popular culture distinct for different historical contexts.61


An author who combines economic, political and cultural forms of Americanization and has published multiple works on the topic is Egbert Klautke. In Unbegrenzte Möglichkeiten: “Amerikanisierung” in Deutschland und Frankreich (1900-1933)62, Klautke carries out a survey of a gradual build-up of American influence in France and Germany on a multitude of levels and how this American influence was perceived by society. His work surveys early receptions of the USA, starting at the end of the nineteenth century, including the perception of American imperialism, Taylorism and early anti-Americanism before the First World War. Klautke contemplates the political dimension of Americanization through surveying the American dollar-diplomacy after the First World War and the economic dimension of Americanization is elucidated through the rationalization of the German and French economy during the 1920s. Klautke attributes its cultural dimension to the importance of American mass-culture in France and Germany, mainly in the form of the film industry63, Jazz music and Tiller-Girls.


In conclusion, the majority of the literature defines Americanization as a multi-layered value transfer from the USA towards other parts of the world. Thereby a dynamic exchange exists between this value transfer on the one hand and the assimilation of American influences in national contexts on the other. Most publications specify diverse characteristics as constitutive of the concept, mainly depending on the time period. For the period 1918-1933 Americanization was essentially a combination of American economic and cultural influences and their political implementation. This characterization will consequently figure as definition of Americanization for the research on hand.


Economically, most publications perceive the application of Fordism and Taylorism with their key concept, rationalization, as a sign of Americanization. Culturally, changes in pop-culture towards mass-entertainment (including American movies, Jazz music, radio and dance) and consumerism are associated with the concept. Its political dimension relates to the level of public state involvement in the private sector (less involvement here being a sign of Americanization). In addition, the debate on Americanization shows, that it is a very hybrid concept. The perception and assimilation of American influences are considered as important as the influences themselves. Particularly different national contexts apparently change the perception of American influences and the way these are adapted and assimilated. The following sections will therefore investigate the historiography of pro- and anti-Americanism for different national contexts, i.e. France and Germany respectively.


2.2. Pro-Americanism


The literature on the perception and evaluation of Americanization is imbalanced. Whereas opposition to Americanization, thus anti-Americanism with its long historical roots, has been well researched, this is not quite the case for pro-Americanism. Google-Scholar for example shows about 30,600 search results for articles treating anti-Americanism, whereas only 1,570 results appear for its positive counterpart.64 Most of the articles on pro-Americanism thereby focus on the period since 2000 and formulate a special kind of anti-anti-Americanism rather than conceptualising pro-Americanism in its own right. One article in The Economist from 2003 for example investigates pro-Americanism in former communist countries.65 Here the main argument evolves around most central European countries still being pro-American out of gratitude towards the USA for its spread of democratic and capitalist values.66


Similar arguments can be found in another relatively recent article by Anne Applebaum.67 Applebaum investigates some of the current characteristics of pro-Americanism which include the appreciation of: political freedom, economic liberty and the declaration of independence as a benchmark for liberal constitutions.68 People or countries who are pro-American today either identify their ideology as in core American or are grateful to the USA for past deeds and hence experience a nostalgic attachment.69 The research on the historical forms of pro-Americanism is equally limited in quantity but attributes the concept other characteristics qualitatively. The literature on the concept in the interwar period mostly approaches it as admiration of the USA’s economic force and innovations and a call for their application in the own national economy.


Egbert Klautke provides a detailed investigation of the Taylorism-and Fordism-debate during the interwar period in Germany in his book Unbegrenzte Möglichkeiten.70 He points out how the German pro-Americanism started as a fascination with Taylorism and then became in essence an admiration of Fordism. Klautke furthermore points out various German publications during this period which debate Fordism and call for its adaptation in Germany. He demonstrates that there indeed existed a positive perception of the USA and Americanization in Germany, but he does not refer to it as pro-Americanism. Klautke rather focuses on depicting the evolution of the debate about Fordism and rationalization through discussing their proponents.
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