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Summary 
 

Speakers  
Erez Manela (Harvard University), Carole Fink (Ohio State University), Dominiek 
Dendooven (In Flanders Fields/University of Antwerp), Jaclyn Granick (Oxford 
University), Machteld Venken (University of Vienna), Panikos Panayi (De Montfort 
University), Gershon Bacon (Bar Ilan University), Mehmet Polatel (Boğaziçi University), 
Hamit Bozarslan (EHESS), Maciej Górny (Imre Kertész Kolleg Jena, DE), Pieter Lagrou 
(ULB), Yasmina Zian (Technische Universität Berlin), Corinne Triolet (ULB) 
 
(FR) 

Le colloque international « Minorities in/at War », organisé en partenariat avec le 
CegeSoma, traitera de la question de la violence perpétrée envers les minorités et de 
leur protection légale dans la période entre 1912 et 1923. L’événement s’articulera 
en deux journées d’étude comprenant des présentations d’historiens et des 
discussions. Etant donné la pertinence du thème pour l’actualité contemporaine, le 
présent aura aussi une place de choix dans le colloque. Ce colloque se tiendra au 
Royal Library Meeting Center, à la Bibliothèque Royale, les 9 et 10 mars 2017. 

 
(EN) 

The international colloquium « Minorities in/at War », organised in partnership 
with the CegeSoma, will explore the issue of violence against minorities and their 
legal protection between 1912 and 1923. The event will span over two days, with 
presentations by historians and discussions. Given the relevance of the overarching 
theme for the current news, particular attention will be paid to the present day and 
current issues. This colloquium will take place at the Royal Library Meeting Center 
at the Royal Library on March 9-10, 2017. 
 

 
(NL) 

Het internationaal colloquium “Minorities in/at War” dat wordt georganiseerd in 
partnerschap met CegeSoma, zal handelen over geweld op minderheden en hun 
wettelijke bescherming in de periode tussen 1912 en 1923. Het wordt een 
tweedaagse bijeenkomst met presentaties van historici en discussies. Gezien de 
relevantie van het onderwerp voor de huidige actualiteit, zal ook de huidige tijd een 
belangrijke rol spelen tijdens het colloquium. Dit colloquium heeft plaats in the 
Royal Library Meeting Center, Koninklijke Bibliotheek, op 9 en 10 maart 2017. 
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Practical information 
 The colloquium will be entirely in English. Questions in French or Dutch may be 

accepted, depending on the language skills of the session chairs and the speakers 
 Audience members must register online on the webpage or via email (at 

georgia@mjb-jmb.org) to attend 
 Free entrance 
 Venue : Royal Library of Belgium, Mont des Arts – 1000 Brussels 
 Information and registration: georgia@mjb-jmb.org  

 

Organisers 
 Julie Balériaux is a Curator at the Jewish Museum of Belgium since 2016 as well 

as a Scientific Collaborator at the Université Libre de Bruxelles. She holds a PhD 
in ancient History from the University of Oxford (2016), a Master of Arts in 
Classics from Stanford University, where she was a Hoover Fellow of the Belgian 
American Educational Foundation, and a Master of Arts in History from the 
Université Libre de Bruxelles.  

 Pascale Falek Alhadeff is a Curator at the Jewish Museum of Belgium since 
2014. She obtained a PhD in History and Civilization at the European University 
Institute in Florence (2011), a Master of Arts in European Studies at the College 
of Europe in Warsaw, a Master of Studies in Jewish Studies at Oxford University 
and a Master of Arts in contemporary history at the Université Libre de Bruxelles. 

 Nico Wouters coordinates the Academic Activities Section of CEGESOMA. He 
holds a PhD in contemporary history (University of Gent). He is a guest lecturer 
at the Brussels School of International Studies (Kent University) and at the 
University of Antwerp, as well as a steering member of the Institute for Public 
History (University of Ghent) and of the Belgian Association for Contemporary 
History.  

Scientific committee 
 Bruno Benvindo (CegeSoma – State Archives of Belgium) 
 Dominiek Dendooven (In Flanders Fields Museum – University of Antwerp) 
 Peter Gatrell (Manchester University) 
 Chantal Kesteloot (CegeSoma – State Archives of Belgium) 
 Martin Kohlrausch (Catholic University of Leuven) 
 Pieter Lagrou (Université Libre de Bruxelles) 
 Pierre-Alain Tallier (State Archives of Belgium) 
 Antoon Vrints (University of Ghent) 
 Laurence Van Ypersele (Université Catholique de Louvain) 

 

Contacts for the press 
 Chouna Lomponda, Head of Communication and Spokeswoman at the Jewish 

Museum of Belgium 
0032 (0)2 500 88 35 
lchouna@mjb-jmb.org  

 Isabelle Delvaux, Assistant Public History & Academic Activities at CegeSoma – 
State Archives of Belgium 
0032 (0)2 556 92 57 
isabelle.delvaux@cegesoma.be  

mailto:georgia@mjb-jmb.org
mailto:georgia@mjb-jmb.org
mailto:lchouna@mjb-jmb.org
mailto:isabelle.delvaux@cegesoma.be
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Provisional programme 

 

Thursday 09/03 
KBR, Royal Sky Room 1 

 
9.00 Registration 
9.15 Welcome address 
9.30  

SESSION 1: Minority groups on the international stage 
Chair: Peter Gatrell (University of Manchester, UK) 
 
Carole Fink (Ohio State University, USA) 
Ethnic violence and International politics 
 

10.00 Panikos Panayi (De Montfort University, UK) 
A Culture of Complaining? Germans Internees and US and Swiss Consular 
Visitors in the British Empire, 1914-1919 
 

10.30 Dominiek Dendooven (In Flanders Fields Museum/University of 
Antwerp, BE) 
White, or not quite? The issue of skin colour in the British armies on the 
western front, 1914-1920 
 

11.00 COFFEE BREAK 
11.20  

SESSION 2 : Legacies  
Chair: Laurence Van Ypersele (Université Catholique de Louvain, 
BE) 
 
Corinne Triolet (Université Libre de Bruxelles, BE) 
History and evolution of minority rights until the First World War 
 

11.50 Hamit Bozarslan (Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales, FR) 
War and minorities in the former Ottoman Empire : 1914-1922 
 

12.20 Pieter Lagrou (Université Libre de Bruxelles, BE) 
Learning from failure: reappraisals of minority protection, 1933-1948 
 

12.50 LUNCH BREAK 
14.00  

SESSION 3 : Legal protection and minority rights 
Chair: Pieter Lagrou (Université Libre de Bruxelles, BE) 
 
Gershon Bacon (Bar-Ilan University, IL) 
Great Achievement, Toxic Heritage: the Minorities Treaties and Polish-
Jewish Relations, 1919-1939 
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14.30 

Machteld Venken (University of Vienna, AT) 
Language Learning policies in Interwar European Borderlands (1919-
1925) 
 

15.00 Jaclyn Granick (University of Oxford, UK) 
Jews under Nansen, or the Incompatibility of the Interwar Minority and 
Refugee Regimes 
 

15.30 Coffee break 
16.00  

KEYNOTE LECTURE 
 
Erez Manela (Harvard University, USA) 
Empires, Nation-States, and the Problem of Difference in International 
Society circa World War I 
 

17.00 End of the first day 
 
 

Friday 10/03 
KBR, Royal Sky Room 1 

 
9.00 Venue opens 
9.30  

SESSION 4: Cultures of violence 
Chair: Antoon Vrints (University of Ghent, BE) 
 
Mehmet Polatel (Boğaziçi University, TK) 
Engineering Majority: Mass Violence, Territoriality and Nationality in 
the Context of the Armenian Genocide  
 

10.00 Yasmina Zian (Technische Universität Berlin, DE – Université Libre de 
Bruxelles, BE) 
Violence towards Jewish foreigners in the post-World War I period in 
Belgium 
 

10.30 Maciej Górny (Imre Kertész Kolleg Jena, DE) 
Being minority in theory and practice: East Central Europe, 1914-1923 
 

11.00 COFFEE BREAK 
 

11.20-12.20 Plenary discussion  
 

12.20-12.45 Closing remarks 
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Abstracts 
 

Ethnic Violence and International Politics 
Carole Fink (Ohio State University, USA) 
 
After the First World War, when Poland used force to extend its borders eastward, its 
troops committed atrocities against local Jewish communities. Within hours of their 
capture of Lemberg on November 22, 1918 Polish legionnaires rampaged through the 
Jewish quarter leaving scores and dead and injured and widespread physical 
devastation; after entering Pinsk on March 5, 1919 Polish troops summarily executed 
thirty-four Jews for an alleged Bolshevik conspiracy; and on April 19, 1919 after seizing 
Vilnius Polish soldiers killed some fifty-four Jews, took hundreds of prisoners, and 
plundered and burned numerous homes and synagogues. 
 
These three incidents (and numerous others), labeled pogroms, were widely reported in 
the press.  Jews throughout the world scored this display of Polish antisemitism and 
demanded that the World War I victors guarantee minority protection to their people. 
The Polish leadership, blaming the Jews for their disloyalty and accusing them of 
Bolshevik sympathies, disputed the number of casualties and resisted any attempt to 
intervene in Poland’s internal affairs.  
 
At the Paris Peace Conference in 1919 Great Britain, France, and the United States were 
forced to deal with conflicting reports from a distant and embattled region. In response 
to the violence and in an effort to stabilize Eastern Europe, they imposed an 
unprecedented minority protection treaty on Poland and on all the other new and 
enlarged states between Germany and Soviet Russia; but they also rejected the Jews’ 
claim for extensive political and cultural rights, fearing to weaken the new governments, 
to encourage German irredentism and Soviet inroads, and to thwart what they 
considered an essential process of national reconciliation and integration.   
 
The paper will analyze impact of local violence on international decision making and in 
producing an outcome that neither the perpetrators nor the victims expected or 
accepted. 
 

A Culture of Complaining? Germans Internees and US and Swiss 
Consular Visitors in the British Empire, 1914-1919 
Panikos Panayi (De Montfort University, UK) 
 
During the First World War the British Empire interned tens of thousands of Germans 
throughout its domains. They included not simply migrants but also Germans who found 
themselves in British ports and people taken off ships in seas throughout the world in 
the summer of 1914. Hundreds of camps emerged on a global scale, from New Zealand 
through Africa and India to Great Britain and Canada. 
 
As the conflict progressed claims emerged in Germany about the mistreatment which 
Germans faced within these camps, both through the publication of memoirs and as the 
result of interviews carried out by a committee set up by the German government to 
look into the treatment of Germans abroad upon their return (Reichskommissar zur 
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Erörterung von Gewalttätigkeiten gegen deutsche Zivilpersonen in Feindesland). Within 
the camps themselves, Germans regularly complained about their confinement and the 
conditions within them to US and then Swiss Embassy officials who visited the camps on 
behalf of the German government as part of their role as intermediaries between Britain 
and Germany. 
 
This paper will dissect the interaction between German internees and US and Swiss 
consular officials. Some of these officials displayed much sympathy for the prisoners, 
including A. L. Vischer, who popularised the idea of barbed wire disease based on his 
visits to the Isle of Man camps, especially Knockaloe. On the other hand, some of those 
inspecting camps established by the Empire throughout the Pacific displayed less 
sympathy for Germans interned here who often continued the elite European lifestyle to 
which they had become accustomed before 1914. Whether confined behind barbed wire 
on the Isle of Man or having virtually free reign in various Pacific locations, the internees 
regularly complained to their Swiss and US visitors about their confinement. Did a 
culture of complaining emerge in British internment camps because middle class men, 
forbidden to work under The Hague Convention, had excess time to contemplate their 
plight? Or did the British Empire carry out systematic mistreatment? The paper will 
contextualise the experience of German internees against the background of other 
German and minority experiences during the Great War. 
 

White, or not quite? The issue of skin colour in the British armies on 
the western front, 1914-1920  
Dominiek Dendooven (In Flanders Fields/University of Antwerp, BE) 
 
In the First World War and the immediate post-war period tens of thousands were 
brought from all corners of the British Empire to Western Europe in order to fight or 
toil. They included Indian Infantry, Cavalry and Labour, a British West Indies Regiment, 
a South African Native Labour Corps and a Chinese Labour Corps. Whether hailing from 
a subordinate - and thus minorized - majority or from an ethnic  minority properly 
speaking, in the British armies it was ultimately the colour of one’s skin that determined 
how one was seen and how one was treated.  
 
This paper takes a broad view on the non-white minorities present on the western front, 
exploring similarities and differences in the British policy towards their ‘coloured 
recruits’, as well as the differing attitudes of local populations towards the non-
European ‘Other’. It also questions how ‘non-whites’ reacted to manifestations of 
discrimination and what the impact of their war experiences on the longer term could 
have been.  
 

History and evolution of minority rights until the First World War 
Corinne Triolet (Université Libre de Bruxelles, BE) 
 
The presentation aims to trace the evolution of the protection of ethnic, linguistic or 
religious minorities, intrinsically linked to the definition of the term “minority” in 
opposition to a majority within a state. The term “minority” – defined as ethnic, religious 
or cultural – emerges in the 19th century. It is used for the first time in international Law 
in the context of the minority treaties included in the Versailles Treaty. The conception 
of “minority” varies depending on authors and periods but also on the historical context 
in which the definition is forged.  
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The meaning and understanding of the term “nation” by an author or a politician also 
plays a role in their understanding of the terminology of “minority”.  Therefore, the term 
“minority” shall be analysed through the ideological and political term “nation”.  
 
The evolution of the protection of “ethnic or religious minorities” had no practical effect 
until after the First World War, even if some dispositions had already been made 
towards religious minorities in 1648 at the Peace of Westphalia, thus ending the 
European wars of religion. The treaties of Osnabrück and Münster were the starting 
point of a process that led to the modern understanding of minorities’ rights. These 
treaties established a form of legal and historical precedent, leading to the abandonment 
of the rule set in the Augsburg Settlement: cujus regio, ejus religio. Gradually, through 
international agreements, the protection of religious minorities expanded to other 
minorities, such as linguistic minorities. It was only the creation of the League of Nations 
in 1920 that truly created a legal protection system for minorities, both religious and 
linguistic. This presentation will trace this evolution through various international 
agreements until the demise of the League of Nations, focussing on the perception of the 
definition of “nation” by the concerned States and thereby influencing the normative 
protection of minorities. 
 

War and minorities in the former Ottoman Empire: 1914-1922 
Hamit Bozarslan (Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales, FR) 
  
According to the official discourse in Erdogan’s Turkey, the WW1 was not a European 
war but a war aiming solely at the destruction of the Ottoman Empire. In this 
presentation, we will first underline that the Ottomans entered the war on the decision 
of their own government, without being attacked by any Allied power. We will, in the 
second place, insist on the price that the civilians, namely the non-Christian and non-
Turkish communities, paid during this war. With some major exception as the Sarikamis 
and Dardanelles’ battles, in fact, the “Ottoman war” was characterized by its extreme 
violence against the non-Muslim, and immediately after, non-Turkish populations 
defined as “internal enemies”. The Armenian community has become the main, but not 
the only victim of a genocidal praxis which has been followed by the instauration of a 
“rule of terror” in the Arab provinces and the beginning of the deportation of the Kurds 
and Jews of Palestine. 
  
Thirdly, we will insist on the end of the Ottoman war which took place gradually 
between 1919 and 1922 and led, on one side, to the division of the Arab provinces of the 
Empire between France and Great-Britain, on the other side, to the foundation of 
modern Turkey by the cadres of the former Committee Union and Progress many of 
whose had actively participated to the organization of the genocide of the Armenians. 
The Christian and Jewish minorities in Turkey, as well as the Kurds in this country and 
in Iraq and Syria, would become the new victims of the “Westphalian state system” 
established in the Near-East in the 1920s. 
  

Learning from failure: reappraisals of minority protection, 1933-1948 
Pieter Lagrou (Université Libre de Bruxelles, BE) 
 
In October 1933 Germany withdrew from the League of Nations, a decision approved by 
plebiscite one month later, with a monster-score of over 95%. The League and its system 
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of minority protection had failed beyond possible redress and until - and for some even 
beyond - September 1939 many Europeans shared the approval by the German 
electorate of the alternative solutions advocated by Adolf Hitler: border change and 
population transfer. The fact that these recipes finally resulted in defeat and collapse for 
Nazi Germany in 1945 delegitimised neither the diagnosis on minority protection nor 
the solutions most vocally promoted by the country that initiated and lost this war, quite 
on the contrary. Allied negotiations on the post-war order shared the premises of a 
wholesale repudiation of the system and endorsed border change and population 
transfers on a scale comparable to Nazi demographic engineering. Even Jewish exiles in 
New York were divided over the issue in their war-time and immediate post-war 
discussions over which kind of European order would offer the most adequate response 
to the impact of genocide and thus, ultimately, to the failure of minority protection. This 
contribution proposes outline the contours of the diagnosis of failure shared by both 
Axis and Allied powers and probe some of the dissenting opinions in the margins, 
pleading against all odds for a post-war order offering a glimmer of hope for the survival 
of diversity in European societies. 
 

Great Achievement, Toxic Heritage: the Minorities Treaties and Polish-
Jewish Relations, 1919-1939 
Gershon Bacon (Bar-Ilan University, IL) 
 
At the time, the signing of the Minorities Treaty by the reborn Polish Republic was 
regarded as a major achievement (or source for blame, depending on one's viewpoint) of 
Jewish lobbying efforts at the Paris Peace Conference. The subsequent struggle for 
ratification of the treaty and, more importantly, its implementation, proved to be a 
persistent irritant in relations between the Jewish minority and the Polish government. 
An examination of both the rhetoric and the actions by Jewish representatives and 
individuals reveals, however, that for the most part the Minorities Treaties and the 
League of Nations as their guarantor would not be a major avenue in the struggle of 
Polish Jews for political and national rights. The lecture will examine this issue from the 
perspective of Jews, Poles and the Minorities Affairs office at the League of Nations, 
based in part on contemporary archival sources. 
 

Language Learning policies in Interwar European Borderlands (1919-
1925) 
Machteld Venken (University of Vienna, AT) 
 
With the demise of four multinational empires at the end of the First World War, 
nationalist forces all over Europe claimed the right to a territory for what they 
considered to be their own people. The peace treaties resulting from the Paris Peace 
Conference in 1919 caused a major redrawing of the map of Europe. As a result of the 
Treaty of Versailles, Germany handed over a considerable amount of its territory at its 
Western, Northern and, most significantly, Eastern borders, to neighbouring states. This 
contribution focuses on two regions lying in what one could call a ring around Germany, 
that were lost by Germany after the First World War: Polish Upper Silesia and Eupen-
Malmedy. They joined nation-states finding themselves geographically located between 
the Great Powers: respectively Poland (between the Soviet-Union and Germany) and 
Belgium (between France and Germany). 
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My talk will start from the research findings of borderland scholars, who found that 
borderlands were not marginal, but central sites of power struggle, and of childhood 
scholars, who delineated how precisely states expressed their plans in their programs 
for children. It will unravel how various national authorities considered schools the 
main vehicle to integrate borderland children and realise the homogeneous nation 
states they had in mind, but that the results of their language learning policies were at 
the very best only marginal, and often did not meet their objectives at all. Despite the 
different imaginations of East and West that had influenced the decisions of peace 
negotiators after both World Wars, this affected borderland children in strikingly similar 
ways on the Eastern and Western halves of the European continent. 
 

Jews under Nansen, or the Incompatibility of the Interwar Minority 
and Refugee Regimes 
Jaclyn Granick (University of Oxford, UK)  
 
This paper interrogates two developing and intersecting international legal frameworks 
after the Great War by focusing on the experiences of the international humanitarian 
relief workers and political advocates for Jewish refugees. The communitarian logic of 
the Minorities Treaties was significantly at odds with the state-oriented logic of the 
Nansen refugee regime, especially given that the international order fundamentally 
operated around the principle of the sovereignty of nation-states. Neither system was 
able to provide an adequate response to the collective, transnational Jewish crisis 
manufactured by wars and revolution and to prevent it from escalating. Yet, though the 
League of Nations order as a whole did not recognize Jews as a cohesive minority or 
political polity, it expected that when Jews did approach international bodies, they 
would do so with the coherency of a state. From refugee settlement to child welfare to 
stopping the spread of disease, Jewish organizations, humanitarian relief workers, and 
political actors increasingly sidestepped the social interventions of the international 
legal order and instead took the burden of Jewish relief collectively upon themselves. 
 

Empires, Nation-States, and the Problem of Difference in International 
Society circa World War I  
Erez Manela (Harvard University, USA) 
 

Engineering Majority: Mass Violence, Territoriality and Nationality in 
the Context of the Armenian Genocide 
Mehmet Polatel (Boğaziçi University, TK) 
 
In this presentation, I will examine the ways in which the recognition of the need for 
reform and communal rights of Armenians at the level of international diplomacy 
affected the vulnerability of Armenian people living in the Ottoman Empire. First, I will 
analyze the internationalization of the Armenian Question, which started in the late 
nineteenth century, and elaborate on the demographic understanding and approach that 
this process brought with on the part of the state. Then, I will examine the policies of 
genocidal violence, dispossession and re-configuration of the demographic 
characteristics of population in the Ottoman Empire during the World War I. In the final 
part of my presentation, I will examine the policies and debates regarding the issues of 
the return of Armenian refugees in the post-War period. My main argument is that the 
Armenian Genocide was embedded at the intersection of the rise of Turkish nationalism 
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and efforts for exclusionary identity formation and the emergence of an international 
context in which demographic characteristics of populations was fundamental for 
territorial claims and sovereignty.  
 

Violence towards Jewish foreigners in the post-World War I period in 
Belgium   
Yasmina Zian (Technische Universität Berlin, DE – Université Libre de Bruxelles, 
BE) 

 
Fritz Norden is a perfect illustration of the judeo-boche stereotype. This lawyer, already 
living in Belgium before the war, became in 1915 the target of a controversy due to his 
book, which legitimised the German occupation of Belgium. However, most of the 
allegations against Norden concerned his mixed Jewish and German identity. He fled the 
country in 1918 with the German troops: it was too dangerous for him to stay in 
Belgium. But what about other people who were also linked to the occupiers? Did Jewish 
foreigners became victims of the judeo-boche stereotype? Were they targeted more often 
than other minorities? According to the Foreigners’ Police’s archives, it is highly 
doubtful. 

 
Historians have highlighted evidence of violence directed towards minorities at the end 
of the war in Belgium. A. Vrints showed the difficulties suffered by the German minority 
in Antwerp, T. De Meester demonstrated how the law became a way for the State to 
build a nation and to exclude strangers, while L. van Ypersele, H. van Nimwegen, F. 
Caestecker and E. Debruyne analysed violence against les femmes à boches. This non-
exhaustive enumeration of historians’ works proves that all kind of minorities could 
become targets of violence. 

 
I complete this research with mine, which focuses on the Foreigners’ Police’s perception 
of Jewish foreigners. To do so, I will establish a definition of “minority” in terms of 
power and compare different types of minority: national, religious and gender-based. 
Using different biographies, I shall illustrate how violence was used against women, 
Jewish and non-Jewish foreigners at the end of the war. Using this approach, it is 
possible to discern different dynamics of exclusion, but also to demonstrate that 
violence against Belgian women and Jewish foreigners had similarities. By analysing and 
comparing new forms and new targets of violence in the post-war period in Belgium, I 
will describe the modalities of expression of anti-Jewish stereotypes. 

 

Being minority in theory and practice: East Central Europe, 1914-1923 
Maciej Górny (Imre Kertész Kolleg Jena, DE) 
 
To the three empires of East Central Europe: Austria-Hungary, Russia, and Germany – 
ethnic minorities were a negligible, if incidentally disturbing, problem. In formal terms 
many did not possess a minority status; as a matter of fact none of the nationalities of 
Austria did. The Great War in many ways changed this in parallel processes of 
dissolution of imperial power, recognition of nationalities’ rights and mobilization of 
local nationalisms. Yet, with a notable exception of the Folkists, it did not lead to the 
establishment of a concept of minority or national autonomy. Most of the national 
programs aimed at sovereignty and domination; hardly any imagined a minor status. 
Within this maximalist discourse the region’s ethnic complexity was ritually ignored. 
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The decision of the great powers to regulate the status of minorities proved to be at best 
partly answer to the problem of interethnic violence. Although it gave minorities forum 
to express their complaints (albeit only with help of the states) minority treaties awoke 
extremely critical reactions in East Central Europe’s societies and did not immediately 
stop ethnically biased violence.  
In the early post-war period, however, this rather grave picture demands a corrective 
look upon local interethnic relations. This presentation will discuss individual and group 
strategies of dealing with the new realities. First, some examples of ‘nationality 
compromises’ in the region will be discussed. Then, transgressions of law will be 
analyzed as a particularly widespread way of escaping the pressures of an (alien) nation 
state. Finally, states’ reactions to these strategies will be dealt with on several examples. 
 
 

________________________________________________________________________
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Our speakers 

  
Gershon Bacon 
 

Professor Gershon Bacon is Associate Professor in the Jewish 
History department of Bar-Ilan University, where he holds the 
Marcell and Maria Roth Chair for the History and Culture of Polish 
Jewry.  He is an expert in the history of East European Jewry, 
specializing in the social, political and religious history of Polish 
Jewry in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries.  His numerous 
publications have appeared in leading academic journals in 
the United States, Europe and Israel.  Among his best-known 

works are The Politics of Tradition: Agudat Yisrael in Poland 1916-1939 (1996) and The 
Jews in Poland and Russia: Bibliographical Essays (1984).  He was one of the editors 
of Jews in Eastern Europe: the Yivo Encyclopedia (2008).  He is currently completing the 
writing of the book The Jews of Modern Poland, to be published by 
the University of California Press.   

 
Hamit Bozarslan 
 

Prof. Hamit Bozarslan received his PhD degree in history in 1992 
(EHESS) and in political sciences in 1994 (Sciences-Po, Paris). Since 
1999 he teaches at the EHESS (Ecole des hautes études en sciences 
sociales). He is the author, namely, of Révolution et état de violence 
Moyen-Orient 2011-2015 (Paris, CNRS Editions, 2015) ; Le luxe et la 
violence. Domination et contestation chez Ibn Khaldûn (Paris, CNRS 
Editions, 2014) ; Histoire de la Turquie. De l’Empire à nos jours 
(Paris, 2013, Tallandier) ; Comprendre le génocide des Arméniens 

(avec V. Duclert & R. Kévorkian, Paris, Tallandier, 2015) ; Une histoire de la violence au 
Moyen-Orient. De la fin de l’Empire ottoman à al-Qaida (Paris, La Découverte, 2008) ; La 
question kurde : Etats et minorités au Moyen-Orient (Paris, Presses de Sciences-Po, 1997). 

 
Dominiek Dendooven 
 

Dominiek Dendooven is a researcher and curator at In Flanders 
Fields Museum (Ypres). He is a guest lecturer at KU Leuven and a 
member of the Power in History-Centre for Political History at the 
University of Antwerp. He curated exhibitions on (a.o.) the colonial 
presence at the front (2008) and the Chinese Labour Corps (2010) 
and author of (a.o.) several studies on memorials, the non-European 
presence at the front and the reconstruction of Ypres. He is currently 
finishing a PhD on subordinate groups at the front in Flanders 

(University of Antwerp and University of Kent) 
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Carole Fink 

 
Carole Fink, Humanities Distinguished Professor of History 
Emerita at The Ohio State University, has recently published Cold 
War: An International History.  She is the author of two prize-
winning books, Defending the Rights of Others: The Great Powers, 
the Jews, and International Minority Protection, 1878-1938, and 
The Genoa Conference: European Diplomacy, 1921-1922 as well as 
Marc Bloch: A Life in History, which has been translated into six 
languages.  She has also edited seven books and published some 

sixty articles and chapters in European International History and is currently writing a 
book on West German-Israeli relations between 1965 and 1974, which is under contract 
with Cambridge University Press. Prof. Fink has received numerous research awards, 
among them from the German Marshall Fund of the United States, the Fulbright 
Foundation, the National Endowment for the Humanities, and the American Council of 
Learned Societies, and has been awarded residential fellowships at the Institute for 
Advanced Studies in Princeton; the United States Holocaust Memorial Museum; the 
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars in Washington, DC; and the Rutgers 
Center for Historical Analysis. 
 

Maciej Górny  
 

Maciej Górny is assistant professor at the Historical Institute of the 
Polish Academy of Sciences since 2006 (extraordinary professor 
since 2015). 2014-2016 - professor at the German Historical 
Institute in Warsaw. He was a research associate at the Centre for 
Historical Research of the Polish Academy of Sciences in Berlin from 
2006 to 2010. Currently, he is research-fellow at Imre Kertész 
Kolleg in Jena (Germany).  His research interests are Central-
Eastern Europe in the 19th and 20th century, history of 

historiography, discourses on race and the First World War. His publications include The 
Nation Should Come First: Marxism and Historiography in East Central Europe (2013, 
Polish edition 2007, German edition 2011), Wielka Wojna profesorów (2014, English and 
Russian editions forthcoming) and Nasza wojna, vol. 1: Imperia (together with 
Włodzimierz Borodziej, 2014, English edition forthcoming). From 2014 he is also editor-
in-chief of “Acta Poloniae Historica” (www.aph-ihpan.edu.pl).  

 
Jaclyn Granick 

 
Jaclyn Granick holds a PhD in international history from the Graduate 
Institute of International and Development Studies in Geneva, 
Switzerland. She is working on a monograph, International Jewish 
Humanitarianism in the Age of the Great War, adapted from her prize-
winning doctoral research, which investigates American Jewish 
responses to Jewish suffering abroad from 1914-1929. Currently a 
Newton International Fellow of the British Academy at Oxford, she is 
also beginning a new project on Jewish women’s internationalism and 
universalism in the long twentieth century and planning a workshop 
together with Abigail Green to rethink Jewish internationalism from a   
gender perspective. 

http://www.aph-ihpan.edu.pl/
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Pieter Lagrou 
 

Pieter Lagrou teaches contemporary history at the Université Libre 
de Bruxelles since 2003. He studied history at the universities of 
Leuven, Yale and the European University Institute in Florence. He 
worked as a researcher at the Institut d’Histoire de Temps Présent 
in Paris from 1998 till 2003. He has published on the history and 
legacy of Nazi occupation in Western Europe, on the history of 
international justice and on contemporary European historiography. 
He is currently working on a history of popular sovereignty and 
national languages in Europe. 

 
Erez Manela 
 

Erez Manela is a professor of history at Harvard University, 
where he teaches the history of the United States in the world and 
modern international history. He also serves as Director of 
Graduate Programs at Harvard's Weatherhead Center for 
International Affairs and as co-chair of the Harvard International 
and Global History Seminar (HIGHS). In addition, he co-edits a 
book series on Global and International History at Cambridge 

University Press. His most recent book, Empires at War, 1911-1923 (2014), co-edited 
with Robert Gerwarth and published on the centennial of the outbreak of the First 
World War, opens up exciting new directions in the history of that war. First, it 
considers the conflict as a global war of empires rather than a clash of European nation-
states. Second, its expanded time frame locates the war as part of a cycle of mass 
violence that began with the Italian invasion of Libya in 1911 and did not abate until the 
Lausanne Treaty of 1923. Empires at War has been translated into seven languages, 
including Arabic, Chinese, Greek, Persian, Portuguese, Spanish, and Turkish.  
 
Panikos Panayi 

 
Panikos Panayi is Professor of European History at De Montfort 
University and the leading authority on the history of minorities in 
wartime. His numerous publications in this area include:  The Enemy 
in Our Midst: Germans in Britain During the First World War (Oxford, 
1991);  (ed.), Minorities in Wartime: National and Racial Groupings 
in Europe, North America and Australia during the Two World Wars 
(Oxford, 1993); Prisoners of Britain: German Civilian and Combatant 
Internees during the First World War (Manchester, 2012); and 

‘Minorities’, in Jay Winter (ed.), The Cambridge History of the First World War, Vol. III, 
Civil Society (Cambridge, 2014). 
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Mehmet Polatel 

 
Mehmet Polatel is a PhD candidate in the Ataturk Institute for Modern 
Turkish History, Boğaziçi University and a research assistant in the 
History Department of Koç University. After graduating from the Middle 
East Technical University, he completed the MA program of 
Comparative Studies in History and Society in Koç University. His 
academic interests include the land question, Armenian-Kurdish 
relations, genocide and dispossession of Armenians in the late Ottoman 

period. His primary works include: Confiscation and Destruction: The Young Turk Seizure 
of Armenian Property (with Uğur Ü. Üngör, Continuum Publishers, 2011) and 2012 
Declaration: The Seized Properties of Armenian Foundations in İstanbul (with Nora 
Mildanog lu, O zgür L. Eren and Mehmet Atılgan, Hrant Dink Foundation, 2012). 

 
Corinne Triolet 
 

Corinne Triolet obtained her Master's degree in History at the 
Université Libre de Bruxelles in 2015. Her Master thesis entitled 
The plight of the German minorities during interwar Europe. Eupen-
Malmedy replaced in European context (1918-1925) focused on the 
question of minority rights for the German minorities in Belgium, 
Czechoslovakia and Poland. In October 2016, she began a doctoral 
thesis at the Université Libre de Bruxelles, in which she proposes 
to study the German minorities during the interwar period of 

Belgium, France, Denmark and Czechoslovakia. The goal of her comparative and 
transversal study of a key moment in European political and cultural history is to 
examine the “minority question” without being limited to a national or regional 
approach. 

 
Machteld Venken 
 

Machteld Venken is a Senior Postdoctoral Researcher (Elise Richter 
Fellow) at the University of Vienna. She holds degrees in Slavic 
Studies and History from the Catholic University in Leuven (KU 
Leuven), and in European Studies from the Jagiellonian University 
(Cracow). She is the author of a number of publications, 
including Straddling the Iron Curtain? Immigrants, Immigrant 
Organisations, War Memories (2011), and editor of the various 
group publications, most recently of the special issue Growing Up in 

the Shadow of the Second World War. European Perspectives (European Review of 
History 2015) and the edited volume Borderland Studies Meets Child Studies. A European 
Encounter (2017).  She is currently working on a monograph about the history of 
borderland children in 20th century Europe 
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Yasmina Zian 
 

Yasmina Zian studied contemporary history at Université Libre de 
Bruxelles (ULB). In 2009 she obtained an Erasmus scholarship at 
Humboldt Universität Berlin, where she returned three years later 
to undertake a PhD at the Zentrum für Antisemitismusforschung of 
the Berlin Technical University under supervision of Werner 
Bergmann and Ulrich Wyrwa. She is interested in the construction 
of the other and the relations between social groups. After having 

researched the Belgian colonial history at the end of the 19th century, she studied 
Belgian antisemitism at the beginning of the 20th century. In her PhD thesis, which she 
also writes under the supervision of Jean-Philippe Schreiber in a co-tutelle programme 
with ULB since May 2014, she focuses on the impact of the WWII on the relation 
between the Foreigners’ Police and the Jews. In 2012, she was a historical consultant of 
the Ilyas Mettioui’s play Contrôle d’identités. She is an associate researcher at the Berlin’s 
Centre Marc Bloch since September 2015. 
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Press release/communiqué de presse 
 

Press release (EN) 
 
On the 9th and 10th of March 2017 will be held the international colloquium “Minorities 
in/at War: between violence and legal protection, 1912-1923”. This scientific event will 
gather high-profile academics from Europe, North America and the Near East. Themes 
particularly relevant to the present day will be discussed, including violence against 
minorities, minorities’ representation on the international stage, the creation of 
mechanisms for legal protection of minorities and the development of minority rights, 
and the impact that these processes and events have had until the present day. The 
current day situation in Europe and the world, with community tensions and an 
unpreceded migratory crisis, will be debated in the light of these presentations in the 
final plenary discussion. 
 
This event is organized by the Jewish Museum of Belgium and the CegeSoma-State 
Archives of Belgium in the context of the First World War centenary, with the support of 
Visit.Brussels. 
 
Information and registration: georgia@mjb-jmb.org  
 

 
Communiqué de presse (FR) 
 
Le colloque international “Minorités en guerre : entre violence et protection légale, 
1912-1923” se tiendra les 9 et 10 mars 2017. Cet évènement scientifique, qui 
rassemblera des conférenciers spécialistes venus d’Europe, d’Amérique du Nord et du 
Proche-Orient, abordera des sujets historiques résonnant avec l’actualité : les violences 
perpétrées à l’encontre de certaines minorités, leur représentation sur la scène 
internationale, le développement de dispositifs de protection légale, leurs droits, et 
l’impact qu’ont pu avoir ces évènements et leurs conséquences au niveau international, 
et ce jusqu’à aujourd’hui. La situation actuelle en Europe et dans le monde, en ces temps 
de tensions communautaires et de crise migratoire, sera envisagée à la lumière de ces 
présentations lors de la discussion plénière qui clôturera le colloque. 
 
L’évènement est organisé conjointement par le Musée Juif de Belgique et le CegeSoma-
Archives Générales du Royaume dans le cadre du centenaire de la Première Guerre 
mondiale, avec le soutien de Visit.Brussels. 
 
Info et réservations : georgia@mjb-jmb.org  
 

mailto:georgia@mjb-jmb.org
mailto:georgia@mjb-jmb.org



