
Republic) fell back in large measure upon established patterns of counseling and
placing young workers. In some of the most interesting passages of his volume,
Meskill recounts how a reconstituted Labor Administration made use of its ties to the
schools to maintain its access to the overwhelming majority of school leavers and to
continue to channel the young into apprenticeships. Meskill finds fundamental changes
in the functions of the Labor Administration coming not in the immediate aftermath of
the war or the first years of the new republic but rather in the late 1950s and early
1960s. Rapid economic expansion, the advent of a sellers’ market for labor, and
significant changes in the expectations of young workers, their parents, and the public
in general undermined the Labor Administration’s hold on its customary pool of clients
and necessitated its search for alternative clienteles.

Meskill’s book is well-documented, particularly its coverage of government initia-
tives. The author drew upon research in a number of national and state archives. For
his description of the choices made by management and labor, Meskill relied primarily
on published materials. No company archives were explored. The author lists in his
bibliography a number of interviews with former Labor Administration psychologists.
Little of the experiences of his interviewees was used, however, to enliven the text, and
psychological testing is not extensively discussed. Meskill’s readers, most of whom
will likely be specialists in the history of labor relations and government institutions,
should appreciate the author’s efforts to provide coverage of a range of important
developments over several decades in a work of modest length. They may, however,
find themselves wishing that he had described more fully how legislation once passed
was actually implemented; how institutions, especially at the plant level, functioned in
practice; and how counseling and training were experienced by those who were the
object of such efforts.

ELAINE GLOVKA SPENCER

Northern Illinois University

Anarchie und Weltrecht: Das Deutsche Reich und die Institutionen der
Weltwirtschaft, 1890–1930. By Niels P. Petersson. Kritische Studien zur
Geschichtswissenschaft, volume 183. Edited by Helmut Berding, Dieter
Gosewinkel, Jürgen Kocka, Paul Nolte, Hans-Peter Ullmann, and Hans-Ulrich
Wehler.

Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2009. Pp. 387. €49.90.

Niels Petersson has written an important study that casts significant light on the process
of globalization and in particular on how the rules are made that are required for the
institutionalization of globalization. The first half of the study concerns the question of
state bankruptcy and of state action to protect creditors. Petersson’s initial analysis is
based on a fine parallel case study of Greece and Argentina. After an inflow of money,
sparked off in part by the wedding of Kaiser Wilhelm II’s sister to the Greek crown
prince, Greece defaulted on its debt in 1893. The German government initially showed
little interest in helping the creditors but eventually made international supervision of
Greek finances part of the package that was imposed in 1898 following the Greek
invasion and occupation of Crete. The German government was similarly hesitant in
the aftermath of a Venezuelan default in 1901. In this case, the largest creditor by far
was one of the large German banks, the Disconto Gesellschaft. Eventually the German
government authorized a gunboat mission, but it was justified as a means of protecting
German citizens and property that had been attacked, rather than as a response to
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government default. Petersson then uses these cases as a basis to examine the nego-
tiations that eventually produced in 1907 at The Hague an agreement on an arbitration
procedure for sovereign bankruptcy: only if that arbitration were not accepted would
the use of military force become legally tolerable. But the 1907 agreement in practice
did not amount to much, as there was never a satisfactory arbitration mechanism. After
the First World War, matters changed. Sovereign default had previously been some-
thing that peripheral states contemplated; now it held out enticing prospects to pow-
erful countries such as Germany, which first wiped out domestic debt through inflation
and then engaged in defaults on its external debt after the financial crisis of 1931.

The second part of the book gives a parallel account of the development of the
private law of commerce and of the financing of trade. International trade at this time
was dominated by the bill of exchange, but this was regarded differently in Anglo-
American law than in French or in German and Austrian law. For centuries, trade law
had developed on the basis of commercial practices, independent of state action (the
so-called lex mercatoria). But the Germans in particular pushed for an international
codification of the law of bills of trade, and two conferences were held at The Hague
in 1910 and 1912. Britain, where the City of London clearly dominated the interna-
tional financing of trade, was much less interested in an outcome than were the German
or Austrian authorities, and in practice there was little concrete in the way of new
international law that emerged from The Hague meetings. Then the First World War
threw up more questions about the use of force majeure and its effects on the rights of
bill holders. A conference on bills of exchange held in Geneva in 1930 produced a
more encompassing settlement, which by the end of 1931 was ratified by all partici-
pating countries except for Greece.

The last story has important implications for the analysis of globalization. Does the
process really depend—as almost all contemporary commentators like to assert—on a
deep network of agreements and conventions concluded by governments, or on an
institutional regime? The story of what is often regarded as the “first globalization,”
that of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, is really instructive here. It
looks rather as if the intense institutionalization was only realized when the process of
globalization was going into reverse: the establishment of the Bank for International
Settlements in 1930 or the agreement on bills of exchange of 1930 were powerless to
hold the international order together. Globalization worked best when it was least
institutionalized, and the process of institutionalization imposed major tensions and
political strains. Petersson’s fascinating material raises very important questions that
go well beyond the particularities of the German case.

HAROLD JAMES

Princeton University

Der veränderbare Körper: Jüdische Turner, Männlichkeit und das
Wiedergewinnen von Geschichte in Deutschland um 1900. By
Daniel Wildmann. Schriftenreihe wissenschaftlicher Abhandlungen des Leo
Baeck Instituts, volume 73.

Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2009. Pp. 329. €64.00.

Daniel Wildmann’s study of fin de siècle Jewish gymnasts in Germany joins a growing
body of work (by Michael Brenner, Gideon Reuveni, Jack Kugelmass, and others) on
Jewish sports. This is just one element of a much broader cultural turn in recent Jewish
history writing, with consumption, entertainment, and leisure subject to increasing

Book Reviews 947




