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ESF Short Visit Grant 4433 – Final Report

Andreas Puth
1. Purpose of the visit

I applied for an ESF Short Visit Grant in order to be given the opportunity to participate in the conference The Habsburgs and their Courts in Europe, 1400-1700: Between Cosmopolitanism and Regionalism, held at the Austrian Academy of Sciences in Vienna on 7 - 10 December 2011 within the framework of PALATIUM: Court Residences as Places of Exchange in Late Medieval and Early Modern Europe 1400-1700. Apart from attending the conference and facilitating academic exchange with scholars currently working on Habsburg representation during the late medieval and early modern periods, the grant also provided the pre-condition for the delivery of a short ‘early career researcher’ presentation at the conference. My paper proposal was entitled “Habsburg rule and Austrian past visualized: the Wappenwand at Wiener Neustadt and Frederick III’s Repraesentatio Majestatis”. The motivation for participating in this conference is to be found in my PhD project “Imitatio Caroli, Imitatio Rudolfi? Reassessing Habsburg Dynastic Representation c. 1360 – c. 1470” which was begun at the Courtauld Institute of Art (University of London) and is currently in the process of being completed at the Geisteswissenschaftliches Zentrum Geschichte und Kultur Ostmitteleuropas (GWZO; Leipzig Centre for the History and Culture of East Central Europe) at Leipzig University.
2. Description of the work carried out during the visit
My visit in Vienna (7 – 11 December 2011) covered the entire conference The Habsburgs and their Courts in Europe, 1400-1700: Between Cosmopolitanism and Regionalism and its rich accompanying programme.

As proposed, I delivered my paper “Habsburg rule and Austrian past visualized: the Wappenwand at Wiener Neustadt and Frederick III’s Repraesentatio Majestatis” during the ‘Early-Career Researchers’ panel on the afternoon of December 7 – indeed, my paper opened the conference proceedings as a whole. Subsequently I attended all 34 conference papers delivered throughout the conference, participated in the discussions and took part in the accompanying programme organized by the hosts and open to the speakers and chairs. This comprised firstly the ceremonial opening in the Hofburg castle in Vienna consisting of a concert with Baroque music (including works composed by Emperor Leopold I (1657-1705)) in the castle chapel, opening speeches and the keynote lecture by Professor Larry Silver in the Rittersaal and the reception hosted by the Austrian Federal Office of Heritage Preservation at their premises within the historic building. Secondly, an excursion to the Neugebäude – the shell of the vast pleasure palace built by Emperor Maximilian II (1564-76) in what are now the eastern suburbs of Vienna – offered the opportunity to be guided expertly through a little known if highly relevant material testimony of Early Modern Habsburg court representation. Thirdly, the final event on the last evening of the conference was formed by a joint visit to a traditional Viennese wine inn.

3. Description of the main results obtained
My paper – which is based on one projected chapter of my doctoral dissertation – was well-received and both during the discussion immediately afterwards and throughout the conference I received helpful, informed and interested feedback. It was highly important to be given the opportunity to speak to this particular audience and establish contacts and exchange with scholars working on Habsburg material, particularly those researchers working on the late medieval period and currently based in Vienna whom I had not had the opportunity to meet previously. Hence, in terms of bringing my project forward and re-affirming its thematic and chronological scope my presence at this event was highly fruitful and beneficial. Assessing my own research topic in relation to the thematic emphases of the conference as a whole, a nuanced conclusion has to be drawn.

Organized according to the panels “‘Repraesentatio Majestatis’ and Residency”, “Imperial, Royal or Princely Identity and Regional Patriotism”, “Habsburgs and Muslims” and “Religious Practices and the Court”, the allocation of speakers and topics inevitably reflected trends and approaches currently dominating within Habsburg scholarship. Nevertheless, in view of the period covered by the conference and the PALATIUM project in general – as well as from my personal research interest – it was somewhat disappointing that the late medieval period was little represented, and it was therefore most welcome that an opportunity was given to Swiss scholars currently engaged in research on the early history of the Habsburgs to present their projects at least at the ‘fringes’ of the conference. Remarkably, the crucial figure of Emperor Maximilian I (1493-1519) – whose patronage and representation would have provided highly relevant case studies for all thematic aspects of the conference and could have served as an ideal subject to test questions of continuities as well as breaks between the late Middle Ages and the Early Modern period – only featured in three out of thirty-four papers of the conference. Equally notable for his absence from most of the conference proceedings were similarly iconic figures such as Emperors Charles V (1519-56) or Rudolf II (1576-1612). Yet in spite of its emphasis on topics roughly dating to the period c. 1550-1700, the conference as a whole addressed an impressive variety of issues concerning the strategies employed by the Austrian and Spanish Habsburgs to express, promote, justify and display their dynastic identity and ambitions, to enhance their respective settings of rulership, or to define themselves against – or else to appropriate – the ‘Other’ (particularly with regard to the all-defining conflict with the Ottoman Empire).  Architecture and monumental forms of visual media and decoration featured prominently; so did issues concerning portraiture and the functions and meanings inherent to it within particular contexts and settings; questions about the collecting, display and attitudes towards art; funeral projects and tomb sculpture. Against the background of recent historiographical discourses, it was hardly surprising that the way in which the Habsburgs publicly performed, enacted and made use of religious display during the Early Modern period played a particularly important and fruitful role during the conference; indeed, the section dealing with the phenomenon of Pietas Austriaca (“Religious Practices and the Court”) was particularly strong and there was a real sense here of different threads of scholarship coming together and benefiting from each other’s expertise. Accordingly, whilst Spanish topics were dominating conference proceedings as a whole, this was perhaps not necessarily to the detriment of a Habsburg conference staged in Vienna. Strong individual papers ensured that the Central European Habsburg courts remained sufficiently present and that the spectrum of phenomena aired at the conference retained its heterogeneousness, in spite of the common threads and issues emerging throughout the event.

To conclude, my participation in this conference therefore also facilitated my encounter with up-to-date research currently carried out in Habsburg scholarship focusing on the Early Modern period – something of particular relevance as my current project research at Leipzig extends well into the 16th century.

4. Future collaboration with host institution (if applicable)

In view of the fact that the Austrian Academy of Sciences – including the conference convenor, Dr Herbert Karner, and several other speakers – has been involved in a long-term research project covering all aspects of the history of the Hofburg castle in Vienna, the possibility of meeting these scholars and being introduced to results of their research has been highly significant. As scholarly contacts between the GWZO project with which I am currently involved and the Austrian Academy have already been established, it is to be hoped that these can be intensified even further in the future and that my own work will benefit accordingly from this network.

5. Projected publications/articles resulting or to result from the grant
As explained above, the paper I delivered at the conference in Vienna forms the subject of one of the chapters of my PhD thesis. Within the framework of a 10-minute short presentation it was evidently impossible to set out a detailed scholarly argument, and in view of further research I need to carry out with regard to the object in question I am as yet not pursuing concrete plans to publish this material as an article. Nevertheless, it is certainly a longer-term intention to reach a stage at which this will be feasible. If so, my indebtedness to the ESF short visit grant will of course be acknowledged.

6. Other comments
One aspect I perceived as contradictory both to the purpose of the conference and to the inherent nature of academic exchange and networking at the beginning of the 21st century is the curious hierarchy established by the system of separating short presentations of ‘early career researchers’ from the remainder of the conference proceedings. Quite apart from the fact that early career researchers were faced with the unsatisfactory challenge to devise 10-minute papers (a time limit that was ironically not even enforced by the respective chair), it is surely an unfortunate result of such a ‘two-class-system’ that these seven papers thus became completely dissociated from the respective thematic panels into which they should rightly have been integrated – to the academic benefit of all participants. Scheduling the ceremonial opening of the conference only after the ‘early career researchers’ panel does not set an encouraging example in terms of treating such a conference as a coherent entity. Rather, it potentially discourages participants from attending this first section. It was therefore all the more gratifying to see how many participants were nevertheless present at this section.
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